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Friday,  \4th  February  1873. 


Ordered,  That  a Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  operations  or  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  1869,  and  the  Cattle  Diseases  Acts  (Ireland),  and 
the  constitution  of  the  Veterinary  Departments  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 


Friday,  28£/t  February  1873. 


Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Nineteen  Members. 

Committee  nominated  of — 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 

Lord  Robert  Montagu. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Jbbetson. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  Persons,  Papers,  and  Records. 
Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  Quorum  of  the  Committee. 


ivir.  juem. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Norwood. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Tuesday,  4th  March  1873. 


Ordered  That  Mr.  Norwood  be  discharged  from  further  attendance  on  the  Committee. 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Clay  be  added  to  the  Committee. 


Monday,  1 7 th  March  1873. 


Ordered,  That  the  Petition  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  and  others,  for  measures 
for  Prevention  of  Cattle  Disease,  be  referred  to  the  Committee. 


Friday , 25th  July  1873. 


Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  Report  their  Observations,  together  with 
the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before  them,  to  The  House. 


REPORT  - P-  iU 

PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE  COMMITTEE P-  vii 

MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE . p.  1 

APPENDIX P-  567 
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REPORT. 


THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  operations  of  t 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  1869,  and  the  Cattle  Diseases 
Acts  (Ireland),  and  the  Constitution  of  the  Veterinary  Departments. 

of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland ; Have  considered  the  matters  to  them 

referred,  and  hare  agreed  to  the  following  REPORT: 

Your  Committee,  having  beenappoin^ 

for  26  sittings  in  their  inquiry,  U™J=  , veterinary  departments  both  in 
including  the  officials  connected mth  the  vet: innaj  P ^ 

ttggst  ^ 

Scotland,  and  Ireland. 

Much  of  the  time  of  your  Committee 

z **  «-f- 

carrying  out  such  provisions.  , . 

Some  of  the  witnesses 

all  fat  animals  imported  from  abioad.  S slaughtered  or  subjected 

and  that  foreign  store  ainmMs shouH  erthe ” 0“Urepresfntations  have  been 
to  a long  quarantine  On  r heot .her  I ^^^t  would  discourage  impor-- 
££££&' " 'gttU  especially  in  the  inland  Ws. 

wss^^^£it.r: 

Evidence  has  been  given  to  your  ^^X^mdtag  of  Yorkshire,  was  due  to  a 
outbreak  last  year : of  cattle  j .ague  ^n“^ia  in  the  port  of  Hull; 
cargo  containmg  disced ^^f^herwith  other  evidence,  induce  them 

and  the  facts  connected  with  ttas  ca  , S . the  power  conferred  upon 

to  recommend  that  the  Privy  ’ , id  the  ports  at  which  foreign 

them  by  Part  III.  f ^ ^ at  which  satisfactory  provisions 

^rL^rnSr  theW^on,  and  slaughter,  and  for  the  disposal 

of  their  carcases.  hWIpts  of  the  Privy  Council 

As  regards  the  Kingdom,  your  Committee, 

1.  Cattle  Plague. 

(a.)  That  Section  66  of  the  EnSU^c*fWa^yhaSmal  which  h^bem^  con- 
if  they  think  fit,  to  order  the  slaughter  Y ^ ^d  be  s0  far  altered  as  to 

•*“  „ ~ 
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(£.)  That  discretion  should  be  given  to  the  local  authority  to  order  the 
slaughter  of  any  animals  on  any  premises  adjoining  those  in  which  the  disease 
exists,  upon  a certificate  of  an  inspector,  being  at  the  same  time  a duly  qualified 
veterinary  surgeon,  that  such  slaughter  is  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
the  disease. 

(c.)  That  compensation  should  he  extended  for  any  animal  so  slaughtered. 

2.  Pleuro-Pneumoma . 

(a.)  That  the  slaughter  of  all  cattle  affected  with  this  disease  should  he  com- 
pulsory, and  that  there  should  be  compensation  for  cattle  so  slaughtered. 

(6.)  That  the  Rules  in  the  7th  Schedule  of  the  English  Act  should  be  so 
altered  as  to  provide  that  cattle  which  have  been  in  the  same  shed,  or  which 
have  been  herded  with  diseased  animals,  may  be  moved  under  regulations  for 
isolation  for  two  months. 

(c.)  That  the  power  given  by  Section  54  of  the  English  Act  to  an  inspector 
to  apply  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  to  any  premises  in  which  he  finds  that 
disease  to  exist,  should  be  extended  to  any  premises  in  which  he  finds  that  it 
has  existed  within  28  days. 

(d.)  That  the  time  during  which  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  should  be 
applied  to  any  premises  in  which  the  disease  has  been  discovered  should  be 
extended  from  30  days  to  two  months. 


3.  Sheep  Pox. 

.That  the  slaughter  of  all  sheep  affected  with  sheet)  pox  should  be  compulsory 
with  compensation.  J ’ 

4.  Glanders. 

That  the  slaughter  of  horses  affected  with  glanders  should  be  compulsory, 
but  that  payment  should  be  made  to  the  owner  for  the  value  of  the  carcases. 


5.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease. 

Many  witnesses  have  been  examined  with  regard  to  this  disease,  especially 
as  to  its  recent  prevalence  both  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  their  opinions 
have  been  conflicting  both  as  regards  the  amount  of  loss  it  causes,  and  the 
measures  which  should  be  adopted  for  its  diminution. 

Some  agriculturists  have  recommended  very  stringent  measures,  such  as  the 
stoppage  of  all  fairs  and  markets,  and  of  the  movement  of  animals,  except  by 
license,  as  during  the  prevalence  of  the  cattle  plague. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  has  been  evidence  of  much  weight,  both  by  agri- 
cMtunsts  and  by  professional  witnesses,  tending  to  show  that  such  enactments 
carry  out^  ^ Str<“g  °PPosltion=  and  would  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to 

to  ?Te  t0  *he  conclusion  that  it  is  hopeless  to  attempt 

to  extirpate,  or  even  materially  to  check,  this  disease  unless  the  above-mentioned 

mSunTr  316  Strioly  en40r0ed;  and  they  also  believe  that  such  enforce- 
meSwr  a “4  dimerous  staff  of  inspectors,  an  amount  of 

at  an^rSe  toCwU u • auth°n<7  which  would  excite  much  local  opposition, 
at  any  rate  in  Great  Britain,  and  such  an  interference  with  the  home  trade  in 

butmthe  parodu°cUer  toUCh  ?fec*Prices-  “d  would  induce  not  only  the  consumer 
but  the  producer  to  consider  the  remedy  to  be  worse  than  the  fliUf,. 

to  bZev^Th^tbpa  ttis  °Pinion  by  finding  themselves  obliged 

Britain  to  check  th  ,r  S w^uc4  baTe  *)een  made  in  many  counties  in  Great 
Britain  to  check  the  disease  under  permissive  orders  from  the  Privy  Council 

frXidThe0re^L°h  ““  e«0t ! t“,d+tllat  a ^ faiIure  has  W experienced  in 
the  constebuTary  P ^ t0  °Ut  a ®eneral  order  b/' MP  of 

Your 
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Your  Committee,  however,  consider  that  the  sale  in  a public  place  or  carriage 
of  animals  affected  with  this  disease  ought  not  to  he  permitted. 

They  therefore  recommend,— 

(a.)  That  the  Privy  Council  should  cease  to  issue  orders  for  the  check  of 
this  disease. 

(b.)  That  Section  57  of  the  English  Act  which  makes  the  exposure  or 
carriage  of  animals  affected  with  a contagious  disease  an  offence,  should 
continue  to  apply  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  hut  owners  shall  he  relieved 
from  the  necessity  of  giving  notice  to  the  police  of  the  existence  of  this 
disease  among  their  stock. 

(c.)  But  that  power  should  he  given  to  the  Privy  Council  to  allow  the 
movement,  under  proper  precautions,  of  animals  so  affected,  for  slaughter, 
food,  or  shelter,  inconvenience  having  been  found  to  result  from  the  absence 
of  such  power. 


All  the  witnesses  who  'have  expressed  an  opinion  on  the  subject  agree  that 
the  compensation  provided  by  the  Act  is  insufficient.  It  has  been  uiged  that 
it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  for  dealing  successfully  and  economically  with 
the  suppression  of  disease  to  have  early  discovery  of  its  existence ; that  this 
is  practically  impossible  by  any  system  of  inspection,  particularly  as  regards 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  that  local  authorities  must  trust  very  much  to  the  co- 
operation of  stock  owners,  who  however  cannot  be  expected  to  report  disease 
unless  fairly  and  liberally  compensated  for  their  loss. 

The  witnesses  concur  in  the  belief  that  a higher  rate  of  compensation  would 
not  induce  fraud  or  recklessness  ; on  these  grounds,  that,  inasmuch  as  the  com- 
pensation is  paid  out  of  local  rates,  the  local  authority  would  exercise  sufficient 
vigilance  to  prevent  excessive  claims  ; and  that,  if  farmers  were  compensated  to 
the  extent  of  even  the  full  value  of  the  animals  slaughtered,  their  indirect  loss 
would  still  be  considerable. 

Your  Committee  concur  generally  in  these  opinions,  and  recommend  that 
whatever  compensation  is  paid  should  bear  a certain  proportion  to  the  owner  s 
loss  rather  than  to  the  value  of  the  animal ; and  that  local  authorities  should 
be  empowered  to  grant  such  compensation  to  an  extent  not  exceedmg  three- 
fourths  of  the  loss  sustained  by  the  owner,  provided  that  it  does  not  exceed  25  1. 
for  any  animal. 

Many  witnesses  have  insisted  upon  the  ill  effect  resulting  from  a want  of 
uniform  action  by  the  different  local  authorities,  both  m England  and  Scotland, 
Z Committee  agree  with  them  in  the  belief  that  the  regulations  wffh 

regard  to  the  stoppage  of  disease  should  cease  to  he  varying  or  permissive  and 
should  be  uniform  throughout  Great  Britain,  as  they  are  at  present  m Ireland. 

Many  witnesses  have  strongly  represented  that  a red"c*“^  “ 
of  local  authorities  would  result  in  greater  efficiency  ™de™nomym^m| 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  and  it  has  been  suggested  tliat  the  authorities 
for  counties  or  ridings  should  include  the  boroughs  within  them,  provision  being 
made  in  the  constitution  of  the  local  authorities  for  the  due  representation  of 
the  boroughs. 

In  the  case  of,  at  least,  two  important  counties  in  Scotland  ™d 

burgh  authorities  have  amalgamated -so  far  as  practicable  under  the  Act,  and 
the  union  has  proved  satisfactory. 

Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  amalgamation  is  ^ 

commend  that  in  Scotland,  where  the  local  authorities  are 
stituted  from  what  they  are  in  England,  there  should  be  only 
for  each  county,  the  burghs  being  duly  represen  ed  at  the  genm!  bo«d  rnd 
that  the  general  expenses  be  levied  over  the  whole  distn let,  and J^cost . ittend 
ing  the  slaughter  of  cattle  exclusively  over  the  burgh  or  landward  part 
county  wherein  the  slaughter  takes  place. 

Your  Committee  recommend  that  the  power  of ’entry  giveuby  Section 32  of  the 
English  Act  to  the  inspector  or  other  officer  of  the  local  authority,  whe  ^ 
333-  a 3 
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reason  to  suspect  the  existence  of  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  sheep 
pox,  should  be  extended  to  all  contagious  diseases  except  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

Many  complaints  have  been  made  to  your  Committee  by  English  and  Scotch 
farmers  with  regard  to  the  Irish  import,  alleging  that  it  has  caused  an  increase 
both  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and  of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

Without,  however,  attempting  to  estimate  how  far  this  has  been  the  case,  or 
whether  disease  has  been  more  prevalent  in  Irish  or  in  British  animals,  your 
Committee  recommend — 

(a.)  That  the  regulations  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  with  regard  to 
contagious  diseases,  should  be  similar. 

(5.)  That  such  regulations  should  be  carefully  enforced  at  the  landing 
places  both  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.. 

(c.)  That  the  Irish  Government  should  take  steps  by  inspection  at 
Irish  ports  to  prevent  the  shipment  to  Great  Britain  of  any  diseased  or 
infected  animals. 

Your  Committee  believe  that  these  precautionary  measures  would  be  of 
advantage  not  only  to  the  English  cattle-buyers,  but  also  to  the  Irish  cattle 
breeders. 

The  Orders  of  Council  relating  to  the  transit  of  animals,  both  as  regards  disin- 
fection and  the  prevention  of  cruelty  and  suffering,  appear  to  be  well  adapted 
for  their  purpose ; but  your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  such  Orders  cannot 
be  satisfactorily  carried  out  without  inspection  from  time  to  time  by  the  officers 
of  the  central  authority,  of  the  vessels  engaged  in  the  Irish  and  coasting  as 
well  as  in  the  foreign  trades,  and  also  of  railways,  lairs,  markets,  and  fairs ; and 
that  a sufficient  number  of  travelling  inspectors  should  be  appointed  and 
employed  by  the  central  authority  to  give  effect  to  such  Orders. 

Your  Committee  recommend  that  annual  reports  should  be  prepared  by  the 
secretary  and  inspectors,  and  laid  before  Parliament  early  in  each  year. 

As  regards  the  constitution  of  the  Veterinary  Departments  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  your  Committee  recommend  no  change. 


25  July  1873. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


[ ™ ] 


* proceedings  of  -the-committee. 


Thursday,  6th  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Clare  Bead. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Bidley. 

Mr.  Pell. 


Mr.  J ames  Barclay. 
Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Dent. 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  m called  to  the  Cliair. 

The  Committee  deliberated. 

[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Monday , 10 th  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Ml-.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Bead. 
Mr.  Dodson. 


Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Lord  Robert  Montagu. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Clay; 

Mr.  Cawley. 


Mr.  Alexander  Williams  was  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  \3tli  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  *. 


Mr.  Clare  Bead. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

In  the  absence 
Chair;  afterwards, 

Mr.  Alexander  Williams  was 


Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Clay.  • 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Monsell. 

, Mr.  Clare  Read  was  called  to  the 
the  Chair. 


till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


of  Mr. ' William  Edward  Forster 
Mr.  William  Edward  F orster  m 

further  examined. 
[Adjourned 
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Thursday , 20 th  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  Dent. 

Lord  Robert  Montagu. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnson. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  J ames  Barclay. 
Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Lusk. 


Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Dodson. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster , Lord  Robert  Montagu  was  called  to 
the  Chair ; afterwards,  Mr.  Willium  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Alexander  Williams  was  further  examined. 

Professor  George  Thomas  Brown  was  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Monday , 24 th  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Dodson. 


Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  J acob  Bright. 
Lord  Robert  Montagu. 
Mr.  Monsell. 


Professor  George  Thomas  Brown  was  further  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday , 2 7th  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  J ames  Barclay. 
Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Pell. 


Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Lusk.  - 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Dodson. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  J acob  Bright. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Cawley. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Clare  Read  was  called  to  tbe 
Chair;  afterwards,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  George  Thomas  Brown  was  further  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 
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Monday , 31s£  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Professor  James  Beart  Simonds  was  examined. 


Mr.  O’Conor. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Callan. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  3rd  April  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  W illiam  Edward  Forster,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  O’ Conor. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Lusk. 


Professor  James  Beart  Simonds  was  further  examined. ' 
Mr.  Charles  Eardlcy  Wilmot  was  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday  24th  April,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  24th  April  1873. 


members  present  : 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  O’Conor.  y 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Pell. 


Mr.  Ridley. 
Mr.  Dodson. 
Mr.  Clay. 
Mr.  Cawley. 
Mr.  Lusk. 


Professor  Thomas  Baldwin  and  Mr.  George  Philcox  were  severally  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’olock. 
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Monday,  28 th  April  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT': 


Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Mr.  Tipping. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetson. 
Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Dodson  was  called  to  the  Chair  * 
afterwards,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 

Professor  Thomas  Baldwin  was  further  examined. 


Mr.  William  Stratton  and  Mr.  William  Hunting  were  severally  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  ] st  May  1 873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  J ames  Barclay. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetson. 
Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Lusk. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster , Mr.  Monse.ll  was  called  to  the  Chair: 
afterwards,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  Hugh  Ferguson  and  Mr.  Robert  Fisher  were  severally  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’  clock. 


Monday,  5th  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.-  Ridley. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 


Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetson. 
Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  MonseLL 
Mr.  Clay. 


fsKri Doism  ™ caUed  to  the  chair; 


Professor  Hugh  Ferguson  was  further  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday- next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 
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Thursday , 8th  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  0’ Conor. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Cawley. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Dent  was  called  to  the  Chair  ; 
afterwards,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Robert  Morrow  and  Mr.  Henry  Michael  Jenkins  were  severally  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Monday . 12 th  May  18 73. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Clay. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster , Mr.  Dent  was  called  to  the  Chair ; 
afterwards,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 

Professor  Hugh  Ferguson  was  further  examined. 

Mr  Jerome  James  Guiry  and  Mr.  Samuel  Garnett  were  severally  examined. 

Professor  Thomas  Baldwin  was  further  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  15  th  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin  Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  0’ Conor. 


Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster , Mr.  Clare  Read -was  called  to  the 
Chair;  afterwards,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair;  afterwards,  Mr.  Monsell  m 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  Peter  O'Neill  and  Mr.  Thomas  Per  don  were  severally  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock 
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Monday,  19th  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Clare  Head. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Call  an/ 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  "William  Jolinston. 

In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Monsell  was  called  to  the  Chair  • 
afterwards,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 

Captain  Charles  Bayley  Calmady  Dent,  R.N.,  and  Mr.  William  Bolster  were  severally 
examined.  J 

Mr.  Thomas  Verdon  was  further  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Clav. 


Thursday,  22nd  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Ridley. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Lusk. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Mansell  was  called  to  the  Chair ; 
afterwards,  Mr.  Bent  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Thomas  Verdon  and  Mr.  Richard  Walsh  were  severally  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Monday,  9th  June,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Monday,  9th  June  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Tipping. 
Mr.  Ridley. 


Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Clare  Read  was  called  to  the  Chair. 
Mr.  John  Algernon  Clarke  was  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 
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Thursday , 12 th  June  1873. 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Clay. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Clare  Read  -was  called  to  the 
chair.  - 

Mr.  Thomas  Rigby,  Professor  John  M: Bride,  and  Mr.  William  Clode,  were  severally 
examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Monday,  16 Ih  June  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 


Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Moneel]. 


Ill  tlio  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Clare  Bead  was  called  to  the 
chair. 

Professor  John  G-amgee  was  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  1 9 th  June,  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 


Mr.  Dent. 
Mr.  Clay. 
Mr.  Dodson. 
Mr.  Callan. 
Mr.  Cawley. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Monsell. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Clare  Bead  was  called  to]  the 
chair. 

Mr.  James  Odams  and  Captain  Jolmes  Smith,  were  severally  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 
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Thursday , 2 6th  June  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Callan. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 


Mr.  William  (Jlode  and  Dr.  Alexander  Williams  were  further  examined. 


Mr.  Anthony  Georye  Robinson,  Mr.  George  Andrew  Lepper,  Mr.  Henry  Webb,  and 
Mr.  John  Drenchfield  were  severally  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Monday,  30th  June  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  J ames  Barclay. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetson. 


Mr.  O’ Conor. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Clay. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Clare  Read  was  called  to  the 
Chair. 


Mr.  James  Thomson,  Mr.  William  Qoodlet,  and  Mr.  George  Stewart,  were  severally 
examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  3rd  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  James  Barclay. 


Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Pell. 

‘Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Monsell  was  called  to  the  Chair. 
Mr.  James  Thomson  and  Mr.  George  Stewart  were  further  examined. 

Mr.  Andrew  Milne,  Mr.  William  Stuart  Walker,  and  Mr.  David  Smith  were  severally 
examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 
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Monday , 7 th  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Dent. 


Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  O’ Conor. 

Mr.  J acob  Bright. 
Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Clay. 


Mr.  Herbert  Murray,  Mr.  Abraham  Hodgetts,  and  Mr.  Herman  Gebhardt  were  severally 
examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 


Thursday,  10£A  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Mr.  O’ Conor. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Lusk. 


In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Clare  Read  was  called  to  the 
Chair. 


Mr.  George  Christopher  Roberts,  Mr.  Septimus  Lambert,  Mr.  George  Woodcock,  and 
Mr.  William  Brown  were  severally  examined. 

[Adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  One  o’clock. 


Monday , 1 4th  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 


Mr.  O’ Conor. 
Mr.  Monsell. 
Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Cawley. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


Mr.  James  Webb,  Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read  (a  Member  of  the  Committee),  and  Mr. 
Samuel  James  Rayment  were  severally  examined. 


[Adjourned  till  Thursday,  24th  July,  at  Twelve  o’clock. 
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Thursday , 24 tli  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Clare  Reach 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  'l’ipping. 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Lusk. 


DRAFT  REPORT  proposed  by  the  Chairman,  read  the  first  time  as  follows : 


_ “ Your  Committee  having  been  appointed  in  February  last,  has  been  occupied  for  26 
sittings  in  their  inquiry,  during  which  they  have  examined  47  witnesses,  including  the 
officials  connected  with  the  veterinary  departments  both  in  England  and  Ireland,  and 
many  landowners,  farmers,  veterinary  surgeons,  cattle  importers,  cattle  dealers,  and 
butchers  from  different  parts  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland. 

“2.  Much  of  the  time  of  your  Committee  was  occupied  in  considering  the  provisions 
in  'The  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals')  Act,  1869,’  as  regards  the  import  of  foreign 
animals,  and  also  the  regulations  issued  by  the  Privy  Council  for  carrying  out  such  pro- 
visions. 


“ 3.  Some . of  the  witnesses  representing  the  agricultural  interest  have  urged  that  all 
fat  animals  imported  from  abroad  shall  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing,  and  that 
foreign  store  animals  should  either  be  thus  slaughtered  or  subjected  to  a long  quarantine. 
On  the  other  hand,  strong  representations  have  been  made  by  butchers  and  dealers,  that 
such  an  enactment  would  discourage  importation  and  tend  to  raise  the  price  of  meat, 
especially  in  the  inland  towns. 


“ 4.  Your  Committee  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  no  change  should  be  made  in 
the  Act  so  far  as  it  relates  to  foreign  animals,  but  they  recommend  that  the  Privy 
Council  should  continue  to  order  the  slaughter  at  the  landing-places  of  all  foreign  animals 
imported  from  countries  in  which  cattle  plague  exists,  or  from  which  there  is  reason  to 
fear  it  might  be  introduced. 

"5.  Evidence  has  been  given  to  your  Committee  which  convinces  them  that  the  out- 
break last  year  of  cattle  plague  in  the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  was  due  to  a car^o  con- 
taining diseased  animals  arriving  from  Russia  in  the  port  of  Hull;  and  the  facts  connected 
with  this  case,  together  with  other  evidence,  induce  them  to  recommend  that  the  Privy 
Council,  in  exercising  the  power  conferred  upon  them  by  Part  III.  of  the  English  Act, 
should  limit  the  ports  at  which  foreign  animals  are  allowed  to  be  landed,  to  those  at 
which  satisfactory  provisions  have  been  made  for  their  lairage,  isolation,  and  slaughter, 
and  for  the  disposal  of  their  carcases.  ° 


tf  6.  As  regards  the  operation  of  the  Acts,  and  of  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council 
upon  contagious  and  infectious  • diseases  in  the  United  Kingdom,  your  Committee,  after 
careful  investigation,  make  the  following  recommendations 


“ 1.  Cattle  Plague. 

tlle  English  Act  which  gives  a local  authority  power,  if  they 

1 g I"  i°f  “Tal  ,wMoi  has  bem  “ contact  with  an  amirnil 
affected  with  cattle  plague,  should  be  so  far  altered  as  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the  local 
authority  to  order  such  slaughter.  3 

J ^ T?a‘  disclet:™  sl?ouId  ]»  S?™«  to  the  local  authority  to  order  the  slaughter  of 
™£-rTa  f °“  l’r,emiBfs  .adJ°n>mg  the  districts  in  which  the  disease  existsfupon  a 
certificate  of  an  inspector,  being  at  the  same  time  a duly  qualified  veterinary  surgeon 
that  such  slaughter  is  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the  disease.  7 suigeon, 

“(c.)  That  compensation  should  be  extended  for  any  animal  so  slaughtered. 

" 2.  Pleuro-pneumonia. 

“ (“°  That  the  ^“S*14®  of  1111  “kxfc  ^seted  with  this  disease  should  be  compulsory. 
oasl(rfea«etpI^ue.8h°Uld  ^ ComPenBat!o11  &r  aili“als  ^lightered,  as  is  provided  in  the 
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“ (<?.)  That  the  rules  in  the  7th  schedule  of  the  English  Act  should  be  so  altered  as  to 
provide  that  cattle  -which  have  been  in  the  same  shed,  or  which  have  been  herded  with 
diseased  animals,  may  be  moved  under  regulations  for  isolation  for  two  months. 

“(d.)  That  the  power  given  by  Section  54  of  the  English  Act  to  an  inspector  to  apply 
the  pleuro -pneumonia  rules  to  any  premises  in  which  he  finds  that  disease  to  exist,  should 
be  extended  to  any  premises  in  which  he  finds  that  it  has  existed  within  28  days. 

“ (<?.)  That  the  time  during  which  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  should  be  applied  to  any 
premises  in  which  the  disease  ha3  been  discovered  should  be  extended  from  30  days  to 
two  months. 


" 3.  Sheep  Pox  and  Glanders. 
That  slaughter  should  be  compulsory  in  these  diseases. 


4.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease . 


7.  Many  witnesses  have  been  examined  with  regard  to  this  disease,  especially  as  to  its 
recent  prevalence  both  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  their  opinions  have  been  con- 
flicting, both  as  regards  the  amount  of  loss  it  causes,  and  the  measures  which  should  be 
adopted  for  its  diminution. 

“ 8.  Some  agriculturists  have  recommended  very  stringent  measures,  such  as  the 
stoppage  of  all  fairs  and  markets,  and  of  the  movement  of  animals,  except  by  license,  as 
during  the  prevalence  of  the  cattle  plague. 

" 9.  On  the  other  hand,  there  has  been  evidence  of  much  weight,  both  by  agriculturists 
and  by  professional  witnesses,  tending  to  show  that  such  enactments  would  meet  with 
strong  opposition,  and  would  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  carry  out. 

" 10.  Your  Committee  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  hopeless  to  attempt  to 
extirpate,  or  even  materially  to  check,  this  disease  unless  the  above-mentioned  stringent 
measures  are  strictly  enforced ; and  they  also  believe  that  such  enforcement  would 
require  a costly  and  numerous  staff  of  inspectors,  an  amount  of  supervision  by  the 
central  authority  which  would  excite  much  local  opposition,  at  any  rate  in  Great  Britain, 
and  such  an  interference  with  the  home  trade  in  animals  as  would  much  affect  prices,  and 
would  induce  not  only  the  consumer  but  the  producer  to  consider  the  remedy  to  be 
worse  than  the  disease. 


" 11.  Your  Committee  are  confirmed  in  this  opinion  by  finding  themselves. obliged  to 
believe  that  the  efforts  which  have  been  made  in  many  counties  in  Great  Britain  to  check 
the  disease  under  permissive  orders  from  the  Privy  Council,  have  been  of  little  or  no 
effect;  and  that  a like  failure  has  been  experienced  in  Ireland  where  it  has  been  attempted 
to  carry  out  a general  order  by  the  help  of  the  constabulary. 

" 12.  Your  Committee,  however,  consider  that  the  sale  in  a public  place,  or  carriage,  of 
animals  affected  with  this  disease  ought  not  to  be  permitted. 

" They  therefore  recommend, — 

« (a).  That  the  Privy  Council  should  cease  to  issue  orders  for  the  check  of  this 
disease. 

ff  (Z>).  That  Section  57  of  the  English  Act  which  makes  the  exposure  or  carriage 
of  animals  affected  with  a contagious  disease  an  offence,  should  continue  to  apply  to 
foot  and  mouth  disease. 


" (c).  But  that  power  should  be  given  to  the  Privy  Council  to  allow  the  movement, 
under  proper  precautions,  of  animals  so  affected,  for  the  purposes  of  slaughter,  in- 
convenience having  been  found  to  result  from  the  absence  of  such  power. 


" 13.  Many  witnesses  have  insisted  upon  the  ill  effect  resulting  from  a want  of  uniform 
action  by  the  different  local  authorities,  both  in  England  and  Scotland,  and  your  Com- 
mittee agree  with  them  in  the  belief  that  the  regulations  with  regard  to  the  stoppage  of 
disease  should  cease  to  be  varying  or  permissive,  and  should  be  uniform  throughout  Great 
Britain,  as  they  are  at  present  in  Ireland. 


" 14.  Your  Committee  recommend  that  the  power  of  entry  given  by  Section  32  of  the 
English  Act  to  the  inspector  or  other  officer  of  the  local  authority,  when  he  has  reason  to 
suspect  the  existence  of  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  sheep  pox,  should  be 
extended  to  all  contagious  diseases. 


"15.  Many  complaints  have  been  made  to  your  Committee  by  English  and  Scotch 
farmers  with  regard  to  the  Irish  import,  alleging  that  it  has  caused  an  increase  botr^ol 
pleuro-pneumonia  and  of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 


"16.  Without,  however,  attempting  to  estimate  how  far  this  has  been  the  or 
353.  c whether 
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whether  disease  has  been  more  prevalent  in  Irish  or  in  British  animals,  your  Committee 
recommend — 

«« (a.)  That  the  regulations  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  with  regard  to  contagious 
diseases,  should  be  similar. 

«(/>.)  That  such  regulations  should  be  carefully  enforced  at  the  landing  places  both 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

« (c.)  That  the  Irish  Government  should  take  steps  by  inspection  at  Irish  portsjto 
prevent  the  shipment  to  Great  Britain  of  any  diseased  or  infected  animals. 

« Your  Committee  believe  that  these  precautionary  measures  would  be  of  advantage  not 
only  to  the  English  cattle-buyers,  but  also  to  the  Irish  cattle  breeders. 

« 17.  The  Orders  of  Council  relating  to  the  transit  of  animals,  both  as  regards 
disinfection  and  the  prevention  of  cruelty,  appear  to  be  well  adapted  for  their  purpose ; 
but  your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  such  Orders  will  not  be  carried  out  without 
inspection  from  time  to  time  by  the  officers  of  the  central  authority,  of  the  vessels 
engaged  in  the  Irish  and  coasting  as  well  as  in  the  foreign  trades,  and  also  of  the  rail- 
ways. 

“ 18.  As  regards  the  constitution  of  the  Veterinary  Departments  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  your  Committee  recommend  no  change.” 


DRAFT  REPORT  proposed  by  Mr.  Kavanagh , read  the  first  time  as  follows  : — 

“ Operation  of  Acts. 

“ 1.  With  regard  to  the  operation  of  the  several  Acts  above  named,  your  Committee 
propose  to  deal  with  them — 

cc  First.  As  to  their  success  in  checking  the  spread  at  home  of  the  different  con- 
tagious diseases  to  which  they  apply. 

“ Second.  As  to  their  efficacy  in  preventing  the  introduction  of  these  diseases 
from  abroad. 

“ 2.  With  regard  to  the  first,  your  Committee  regret  to  have  to  report  that  in  their 
opinion  the  evidence  which  they  have  taken  has  proved  that  the  provisions  of  tire  existing 
Acts  as  now  enforced  have  been  powerless,  excepting  in  the  case  of  cattle  plague,  to  check 
the  spread -of  the  most  serious  of  these  diseases  at  home. 

“ 3.  In  reporting  the  recommendations  which  appear  to  them  desirable,  your  Com- 
mittee have  dealt  separately  with  the  different  diseases  to  which  these  Acts  apply,  viz., 
cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia,  foot  and  mouth  disease,  sheep-pox,  sheep  scab,  and 
glanders.  Although  the  entire  freedom  of  the  country  at  the  present  time  from  cattle 
plague  would  seem  almost  to  obviate  the  necessity  of  their  referring  to  it  at  all,  yet  they 
feel  bound,  from  the  absolute  necessity  of  immediate  action  being  taken  in  the  event  of  a 
fresh  outbreak  occurring  in  the  country,  to  recommend  that  the  powers  vested  in  the 
local  authority  by  sect.  65,  66,  and  67  of  c.  70,  32  & 33  Viet.,  should  also  be  conferred 
upon  the  Veterinary  Department  of  Privy  Council,  and  that  this  power  should  be  ex- 
tended to.  the  slaughter  of  any  auimals  in  the  vicinity  of  those  affected  with  this  disease, 
although  not  actually  in  contact  with  them. 

“ 4.  Your  Committee  now  proceed  to  deal  with  the  other  diseases,  taking  first  those 
two  which,  as  being  most  prevalent  in  this  country,  have  been  mainly  brought  under 
their  notice.  These  are  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease,  both  of  which, 
your  Committee  are  of  opinion,  are  of  a foreign  origin,  and  of  a highly  infectious  and 
contagious  nature. 

“ Pleuro-pneumonia. 

“ 5.  The  evidence  has  proved  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  a disease  of  a most  fatal 
character,  in  which  the  cure  or  complete  ultimate  recovery  of  the  animal  is  almost  hope- 
less. That  the  disease  can  only  be  communicated  to  a healthy  subject  by  contact  with, 
or  inhaling  the  breath  of,  the  infected  one.  That  the  disease,  when  once  communicated 
to  an  animal,  though  certain  as  to  its  result,  is  slow  in  incubation,  sometimes  lying  dor- 
mant for  months. 

“ 6.  Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  immediate  slaughter  of  all  animals  so 
affected  should  be  made  compulsory,  and  that  in  order  to  ensure  the  immediate  discovery 
of  the  occurrence  of  the  disease,  which  they  regard  as  a consideration  of  the  groateBt 
importance,  recommend  that  the  owner  of  the  animal  so  slaughtered,  if  he  has  given  the 
earliest  information  possible  to  the  proper  authority,  should  be  compensated  out  of  the 
local  rates  to  the  amount  of  four-firais  of  the  fair  marketable  value  of  the  animal  before 
it  became  infected,  proper  care  and  precaution  being  of  course  taken  to  ascertain  what  that 

real 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


XIX 


reat'value  was,  and  that  any  failure  or  omission  to  give  this  information  should  be  made 
punishable  by  a heavy  fine. 

“ 7.  They  further  recommend  the  isolation,  for  at  least  two  months,  of  any  animals 
which  may  have  been  in  contact  with  the  affected  ones. 

« 8.  Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that,  if  tlois  system  was  uniformly  carried  out  in  a 
firm  and  judicious  manner,  the  disease  would  be  before  long  stamped  out  of  the  country. 

“ 9.  They  feel  bound  to  add  that  an  almost  absolute  unanimity  of  opinion  prevailed 
among  the  many  witnesses  examined  before  them  in  recommending  the  immediate  com- 
pulsory slaughter  of  animals  affected  with  this  disease. 


‘ Foot  and  Mouth. 


« io.  The  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  Committee  consider,  has  been  clearly  and  satis- 
factorily proved  by  the  evidence  before  them,  to  be  a disease  of  a much  milder  type,  and 
not  dangerous  or  fatal  in  its  character,  but  from  its  highly  infectious  nature  to  be  ope 
which  it  would  appear  to  be  hopless  to  attempt  to  deal  with  by  legislation,  unless  restric- 
tions were  imposed  which,  doubtful  in  their  result,  would  occasion  more  loss  to  the  public 
than  the  disease  in  its  most  virulent  form.  Many  witnesses  were  examined  by  your  Com- 
mittee upon  the  subject  of  this  disease,  and  suggestions  received  for  its  restraint  or  extir- 
pation, but  in  none  of  them  could  your  Committee  see  any  practical  prospect  of  beneficial 
result.  By  some  witnesses  restrictions  were  suggested  of  a.  more  or  less  stringent  cha- 
racter ; by  others  it  was  complained  that  the  existing  restrictions  were  irritating  and  use- 
less, that  the  present  system  of  inspection  at  cattle  markets  tended  more  to  spread  infection 
than  to  restrain  it,  and  by  interfering  with  the  trade,  to  raise  the  price  of  meat. 

« 11.  Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  weight  of  evidence  has  been  in  support 
of  this  latter  argument,  and  that  these  restrictions  have  done  more  to  fetter  trade  than  to 
check  disease. 


« 12.  The  evidence  has  further  proved  not  only  that  on  former  occasions  of  outbreaks  of 
this  disease,  before  any  restrictions  were  in  force,  it  died  out  and  disappeared  of  itself, 
but  that  since  the  imposition  of  these  restrictions  the  outbreaks  have  been  more  widely 
spread  and  have  lasted  for  a longer  time  ; considering  all  these  facts,  your  Committee 
recommend  that  foot  and  mouth  should  be  struck  out  of  the  Act,  and  that  the  provisions  of 
Section  5 of  the  33  and  34  Viet.  c.  36,  should  be  extended  to  Irish  cattle,  which  giving 
power  to  the  properly  appointed  authority  to  seize  and  confiscate  any  affected  animals  at 
port  of  debarkation  in  England,  would  afford  a security  to  the  English  faimer  against 
•diseased  animals  being  sent  from  Ireland,  either  through  ill  intention  or  neglect  j your 
Committee  also  recommend  that  the  VetennaryDepartment  m Ireland  should  exeicise  the 
same  authority  at  the  ports  of  embarkation  iu  England. 

« 13.  With  regard  to  the  second  issue  of  the  operation  of  these.  .Acts,  viz.,  the  efficacy 
preventing  the  introduction  of  disease  from  abroad,  your  Committee  arc  of  opinion  that 
E ....  - •n. „ 1,,, <,a  /wrvtari  out  their  action  has  been  most  beneficial,  and 


so  far  as  their  provisions  have  been  carried  out  their  action  has^ been 
ers  vested  b ’’  . - 

d protcctioi 

plague  is  known  to  exist  in  any  p 


lr  provisions  nave  uccu  uuu™  — 

that  the  powers  vested  by  these  Acts  in -4. 


safeguard  and  protection  to  the  country,  which,  as  long  as  ^single  in 
nlatruc  is  known  to  exist  in  any  part  of  the  world,  ought  to  be  sustained. 


“ 14.  In  considering,  however,  the  different  bearings  of  this  question,  issues  of  varied 
natures  were  raised  by  the  evidence  brought  before  your  Committee. 

“ 15.  On  the  part  of  the  agricultural  interests  it  was  maintained  that  the  powers  under 
these  Acts  were  not  sufficiently  exercised. 


« 16.  That  the  importation  of  foreign  stock  was  a fruitful  source  of  d.ssemmatm 
ease  which  caused  more  loss  to  the  country  than  thy  all,  e o i t 

ported;  ami  as  a protection  it  was  urged,  that  all .cattle  should .be  slaughtered  at  tne  port 
of  landing,  and  the  dead  meat  forwarded  thence  to  the  interim. 

“ IT.  On  the  other  hand,  the  towns,  on  the  consumers' 
home  production  was  totally  inadequate  to  supply  the  demand  . Jhat  the  restoera  ^ 
imposed  for  the  purpose  of  cheeking  the  importation  of  dissase,  w“£ ™ SS  fS 
securing  that  result,  liad  turned  the  foreign  trade  from  our  slimes,  and  so  produced  me 
scarcity  and  high  price  of  meat  from  which  they  suffered. 

1 c :-e  of  meat 


“ 18.  Your  Committee  consider  that  the  qnestion  of  the  yearly ' 
io  this  oonntrv  to  the  consumer,  is  one  of  tho  very  gravest  importance,  and  that  notnm  on 


in  this  country  to  the  consumer,  is  one  of  the  very  gravest  irnpor  M,  a tendency 

the  very  sternest  necessity  would  w arrant  ths  adoption  of  any  protection  to 

in  that  direction.  They  believe  that,  while  it  is  necessary  for  our  . own ■ ^ 

enforce  the  slaughter  at  the  port  of  landing  of  any  animal : ^labie  or  sn^Mt^to 
diseases  coming  from  a scj^duled  country,  to  extend  t.  m eat  trade,  would,  in 

countries,  and  thus  restrict  the  foreign  supply  of  meat  to  tl  e lessen  the  supply 

their  opinion,  be  a very  unjustifiable  proceeding,  and  tm _ gre  ^ 3^  ^ ^ liroper 
of  meat,  and  increase  the  evil  now  complained  of.  They  , ; nt0  the  interior  of 

precautions,  no  risk  of  spreading  disease  attaches  to  the  mtioduction  into 
the  country  of  stock  only  for  the  purpose  of  slaughter.  « pjut 
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“ 19.  But  your  Committee  regard  in  a very  different  light  the  other  class  of  foreign 
import,  viz.,  store  stock.  To  supply  the  demands  of  dairymen  and  farmers,  evidence  has 
been  given  to  prove  that  it  is  a fruitful  source  of  infection,  and  appears  to  contribute  in 
no  small  degree  to  keep  alive  disease  in  the  metropolitan  dairies,  and  in  the  other  rural 
districts  where  these  animals  go. 

“ 20.  It  would  also  seem,  especially  with  regard  to  Holland,  from  whence  these  store 
cattle  chiefly  come,  to  be  a source  of  supply,  of  a very  fitful  and  capricious  nature,  being 
governed  by  the  question  of  the  scarcity  or  otherwise  of  hay  or  winter  food  for  the  suste- 
nance of  those  animals  in  that  country. 

“ 21.  Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  greater  risk  than  advantage  attaches  to  this 
source  of  supply,  as  such  stock  instead  of  being  purchased  on  landing  by  butchers,  as  in 
the  case  of  fat  stock,  and  sent  direct  to  their  destination  for  slaughter,  are  exposed  in  pens 
and  markets,  and  if  infected  spread  that  infection  through  the  land  ; only  remotely  and 
indirectly  can  restrictions  upon  this  class  of  the  trade  affect  the  price  of  meat. 

“ 22.  They  therefore  recommend  that,  after  proper  notice  being  given,  the  importation 
of  ail  foreign  stock,  save  for  the  purpose  of  slaughter,  should  be  discontinued. 

“ 23.  With  regard  to  sheep -pox,  your  Committee  recommend  the  compulsory  slaughter 
of  every  animal  affected  with  it,  and  the  isolation  of  those  in  contact  with  them ; they 
are,  however,  happy  to  be  able  to  report,  from  the  evidence  before  them,  that  this  disease 
has  entirely  disappeared,  and  they  believe  that  powers  vested  in  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council  are  ample  to  guard  against  its  re-introduction. 

“ 24.  With  regard  to  sheep-scab,  your  Committee  recommend  that  it  should  be  struck 
out  of  the  Act,  for  although  of  a highly  contagious  nature  they  believe  that  it  is  not  in- 
fectious, and  that  it  is  easily  cured ; and  that,  as  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
sufficient  power  of  obtaining  redress  from  the  seller  of  any  animal  so  infected  is  open  to 
the  purchaser  by  an  action  in  the  civil  courts  of  law. 

“ 25.  With  regard  to  glanders  as  a disease  of  a highly  contagious  and  infectious  nature, 
and  being  entirely  unamenable  to  treatment  or  capable  of  cure,  your  Committee  recommend 
the  compulsory  slaughter  of  every  animal  affected  with  it;  they  are  happy,  however,  to 
be  able  to  report,  from  the  evidence  before  them,  that  this  disease  is  by  no  means  preva- 
lent in  the  country,  its  existence  being  confined  chiefly  to  the  metropolitan  districts. 

“ 26.  With  regard  to  the  general  precautions  for  the  prevention  of  the  spread  of  these 
several  diseases  in  this  country,  your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  having  reference  to  the  cleansing  and  disinfecting  of  the  railway  trucks  and  steam 
vessels  used  in  the  cattle  trade  have  not  been  applied  with  sufficient  stringency,  and  that 
the  neglect  of  these  preventives  have  been  a fruitful  source  of  keeping  alive  these 
diseases,  and  spreading  the  infection.  More  attention,  they  consider,  could,  with  ad- 
vantage, be  applied  in  the  case  of  the  railway  companies  to  supply  the  cattle  with  food 
and  water  on  their  transit,  and  in  the  case  of  the  steam  packet  companies  to  the  better 
regulation  of  the  ventilation  on  board  their  vessels.  With  reference  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  as  regards  disinfection  in  the  latter  case,  evidence  has  been  given  as  to  the 
objection  and  difficulty  of  the  use  of  whitewash  as  now  required  by  some  of  the  inspectors 
at  the  ports,  which  appear  to  your  Committee  to  be  reasonable,  and  they  are  of  opinion 
that  if  a thorough  cleansing  of  those  parts  of  the  vessels  used  in  the  transit  of  cattle  could 
be  ensured  without  it,  it  might  with  advantage,  be  dispensed  with. 


“ 27.  Your  Committee  now  come  to  the  last  part  of  the  order  of  reference  of  their  inquiry, 
‘the  constitution  of  the  Veterinary  Departments  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland;’  this 
they  conceive  must  be  taken  with  reference  to  the  proportion  which  the  expenses  involved 
xn  their  administration  bear  to  the  general  advantage  to  the  public  derived  from  same. 
With  regard  to  the  English  Department,  your  Committee  are  very  decidedly  of  opinion 
that,  considering  the  perfect  system  of  surveillance  maintained  by  that  department  over 
the  sanitary  conditions  of  those  countries  from  which  we  derive  our  principal  foreign 
supplies  of  cattle,  and  the  protection  thereby  afforded  to  us  against  the  re-introduction  of 
the  cattle  plague,  the  expense  necessary  to  its  maintenance  is  not  excessive  considering 
the  advantages  of  the  security  which  it  thus  affords.  Your  Committee  have  already 
stated  that  with  regard  to  its.  influence  in  checking  the  spread  of  those  other  diseases  in 
this  country  they  are  of  opinion  that  it  has  been  nearly  powerless;  but  they  are  bound  to 
say,  from  the  evidence  .before  them,  that  they  believe,  so  far  as  legislative  action  is  con- 
cerned, its  failure  in  this  respect  is  due  more  to  the  fact  that  the  power  and  responsibility 
of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  various  orders  of  the  Privy  Council  has 
been  relegated  to  the  local  authorities,  to  remissness  and  utter  want  of  uniformity  in  their 
action,  than  to  any  fault  on  the  part  of  the  department  itself.  Considering  this  state  of 
things,  your  Committee  feel  bound  to  advise  that  the  power  and  responsibility  of  carrying 
out  their  recommendation  for  stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia  should  be  entrusted  to  the 
central  instead  of  the  local  authority. 


28.  With  regard  to  the  Irish  Department,  they  consider  that  it  has  been  both 
efficiently  and  economically  managed,  and  that  the  fact  that  no  very  apparent  beneficial 
effect  m checking  the  spread  of  these  diseases  has  resulted  from  its  action,  proves  the 

inutility 
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inutility,  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  of  legislation  with  regard  to  it,  and  the 
necessity,  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pdeumonia,  of  the  adoption  of  the  moBt  energetic 
measures. 

“ 29  In  the  case  of  Ireland,  the  failure  of  the  system  in  checking  the  spread  of  these 
diseases  cannot  he  attributed,  as  it  fairly  may  in  a great  measure  in  this  country,  to  the 
action  or  rather  want  of  action,  of  the  local  authorities,  the  responsibility  and  power 
being  there  vested  solely  in  the  central  authority,  the  Veterinary  Department  of  the 
Privy  Council,  and  its  orders  being  carried  out  by  an  efficient  body  of  men,  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary.” 


MOTION  MADE,  and  Question  proposed.  That  the  Draft  Report  proposed  by  the 
Chairman  be  now  read  a second  time,  paragraph  by  paragraph— -{The  Chairman).— 
Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  the  words  « The  Chairman,”  and  insert  the  words 
« Mr.  Kavanagh”— (Mr.  Kavanagh).— Question  put,  That  the  words  “ The  Chairman, 
stand  part  of  the  Question.— The  Committee  divided : 


Ayes,  11. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 


Noe,  1. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 


Mr.  Dent. 


Mr.  Tipping. 
Mr.  O’Oonor. 


Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Draft  Report  proposed  by  the  Chairman,  read  a second  time,  paragraph  by  para- 
graph : 

Paragraph  1 — 3,  agreed  to. 


Paragraph  4.— Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  to  add  the L™3®' 
“ and  further  recommend,  that  should  stringent  measures  be  taken  in  the  United  King- 
dom for  stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia,  foreign  cattle  coming  from  all  countaes  m which 
that  fatal  disease  exists,  shall  also  he  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing,  as  the  Committee 
are  satisfied  that  no  inspection  can  guard  agarnst  the  introduction  of  a disease  whic hha 
so  Ion"  and  uncertain  a period  of  mcubatipn— (Mr.  Clare  Bead).— Question  put,  that 
those  words  he  there  added.” — The  Committee  divided : 


Ayes,  6. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. ' 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay.  . 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Noes,  7. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  O’Connor. 
Mr.  Clay. 


Another  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  to  add  the  words 
« But  your  Committee  regard  in  a very  different  light  the  other  da* 
viz.,  store  stock.  To  supply  the  demands  of  dairymen  ^Xbnte  in  no 

given  to  prove  that  it  is  a fruitful  source  of  infection,  and  appe dLX 
small  degree  to  keep  alive  disease  in  the  metropolitan  dairies,  and  in  other  rural  districts 
where  these  animals  go. 

“ It  would  also  seem,  especially  with  regard  to  Holland,  from  whence  1 l^rned 

chiefly  come,  to  be  a source  of  supply,  of  a very  fitful  and  eaprimon*  natur ^emg  governed 
by  the  question  of  the  scarcity  or  otherwise  of  hay  or  winter  food  foi  the  sustenance  ot 
those  animals  in  that  country. 

“ Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  greater  risk  than 
source  of  supply,  as  sueli  stock  instead  of  being  purchased  on  lan. 1 bJ  “™Sed  in 

the  case  of ‘fat  Block,  and  sent  direct  to  them  destination  for  slaugl itei r,  ar  P ® 
pens  and  markets,  and  if  infected  spread  that  infection  through  the  land , on^re  y 
and  indirectly  can  restrictions  upon  this  class  of  the  trade  affect  p 
« They  therefore  recommend  that,  after  proper  notice  being  given, 
all  foreign  stock,  save  for  the  purpose  of  slaughter,  should  he  discontinued.  (.  __ 
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Bead). — Question  put.  That  those  words 

Ayes,  6. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


be  there  added.— The  Committee  divided 

Noes,  8. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  J acob  Bright. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  0’ Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Question  put,  That  the  Paragraph  stand  part 

Ayes,  10. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Sir  Henry'  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright- 
Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 


of  the  Report. — The  Committee  divided 

Noes,  4. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


. .,  -o—5-  5.— Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  “ convinces  ” 
S®6?0™  ,other  evidence,”  in  line  4 (both  inclusive)— (Mr.  Clay).— Question  put 
divided-  WdS  F°posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part of  the  paragraph.— The  Committee 

Noes,  6. 


Ayes,  8. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Mr.  Monsell. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay.  J 


.li”0*!1’  Am™>ment  proposed  at  end  of  tie  paraprapli,  to  add  the  words  « and  should 

home  S navket  6T°f  ‘ to,fol'eig“  ^ck  being  at  a reasonable  distance  from  any 

nome  cattle  maihet,  01  place  where  home  stock  are  kept  or  grazed  (Mr.  Clare  Bead> 
Question,  That  those- words  be  there  added,- put,  and  paired.- Paragraph  agreed  to. 

thePl 6--Amendme?‘  “aiJf--Another  amendment  proposed  in  line  15,  after 
™ ,w<™  P’eoro-pneumoma,  to  leave  out  Sub-seotions  (a)  and  (t)  and  insert  the 

r<Fected  shmld  beTIdlttee  a,'ei°f  0p,mT  ,tllat-the  immediate  slaughter  of  all  animals  so 
?r„o“  made  compulsory  mid  that  in  order  to  ensure  t).e  immediate  discovery 

words,  ..ThaUee^hter^K 
Other  Amendments  made. 

[Adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at  Half-past  Eleven. 
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Friday , %bth  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Clare  Read 
Mr.  Call  an. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Monsell.  _ 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 


Paragraph  6,  as  amended,  further  considered. — Other  Amendments  made.  Paragraph, 
as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Paragraphs  7 — 8,  agreed  to. 

Paragraph  9.— Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph,  to  add  the 
words : “ Torn-  Committee  regret  that  the  circulation  mven  to  a Keport  on  Trade im 
Animals,’  by  its  publication  in  the  Journal  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  England, 
has  caused  much  needless  alarm,  very  injurious  in  its  effects,  aB  to  the  prevalence  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  amongst  cattle  in  Ireland.  That  it  has  been  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of  your  Committee  that  the  cattle  in  Ireland  are,  as  a rule,  singularly  hedth^,  imd  that 
Irish  cattle  leaving  home  in  perfect  health  frequently  become  affected  mtb  disease  from 
Eg  brought  into  contact  with  cattle  in  this  country ’’-Mr.  Callan).-Q, uestion  put, 
That  those  words  be  there  added. — The  Committee  divided, 

Noes,  10. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay- 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
words  : “ That  the  evidence  given  clearly  proves  the  fact  with  a ,iew  to 

from  the  principal  Irish  ports  are  of  superior  ^ conveyed  by  those  steamers 

supply  the  requirements  of  the  cattle  trade.  That  the  od  cyomlMt)n.  That 

are  carried  carefully,  and  generally  delive  mortality  arising  from  accidents, 

the  evidence  respecting  Orders  If  Council  regard- 

overcrowdrag,  &o.,  is  not  moie  than  1 • j OTt”— (Mr.  Callan).—1 Question 

inn  disinfection  of  the  steamers  are  substantially  carried  oux  t 

That  dto°se  words  be  there  added-The  Committee  divided : 


Ayes,  3. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  O’ Conor. 


Aye,  1. 

Mr.  Callan. 


Noes,  12. 

Mr.  Ridley.  _ 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.. Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Paragraph  agreed  to. 

Paragraph  10.— Amendment  proposed  in  , line  2,  after  the  word  di 
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the  words,  “when  widely  spread”— (Mr.  James  Barclay).— Question  put.  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted. — The  Committee  divided : 


Ayes,  2. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Clare  Bead. 


Paragraph  agreed  to. 


Noes,  11. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Paragraph  1 1.— Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph,  to  add  the 
words:  “Should  this  disease,  gradually  disappear,  or  become  restricted  to  a few 
localities,  as  many  witnesses  anticipate,  it  may  be  iound  practicable  to  apply  such  stringent 
restrictions  within  these  localities  as  may  prevent  the  spread  of  the  disease  ” — (Mr.  James 
-Barch'j)-  Question,  That  those  words  be  there  added, — put,  and  negatived. — Paragraph 

Paragraph  12.— Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  after  the  word  “ disease,”  to  insert  the 
words  * except  for  the  purposes  of  slaughter  (Mr.  Kavanagh). — Question  put.  That 

those  words  be  there  inserted : 15 


Ayes,  3. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 


Noes,  10. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Another  Amendment  proposed,  in  Sub-section  (a),  line  1,  after  the  word  “ cease,”  to 
insert  the  word  “ meanwhile  (Mr.  James  Barclay.) — Question,  That  the  word  “mean- 

while ” be  there  inserted, — put,  and  negatived. 


Another  Amendment  proposed,  at  end  of  Sub-section  (a),  to  insert  the  words : “ Although 
at  some  future  time,  in  circumstances  already  indicated,  restrictions  may  be  found  expe- 
dient and  practicable  within  limited  areas  ” — (Mr.  James  Barclay). — Question,  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted, — put,  and  negatived. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  Sub-section  ( h ),  to  insert  the  words,  “ but 
owners  shall  be  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  giving  notice  to  the  police  of  the  existence 
of  this  disease  among  their  stock”— (Mr.  Clare  Read).— Question,  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted. — The  Committee  divided : 


Ayes,  8. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Noes,  6. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay. 


„ Anot^  -Amendment  proposed,,  at  tie  end  of  Sub-section  (4),  to  insert  the  words, 
except  in  the  cases  of  annuals  intended  for  slaughter  “-(Mr.  JfnnanamS).- Question, 
Inat  those  words  be  there  inserted, — put,  and  negatived.  J J 


Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  Sub-section  (4),  to  insert  the  words,  “ but 
hat  m ease  of  that  disease  the  penaltiesformo-nng  cattle  shall  not  apply  within  any  borough 
wh.ch  has  a population  exceeding  100,000  people;  and  that  the  penalties  for  exposing 

cattle 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


XXV 


cattle  shall  not  apply  to  markets  where  no  store  cattle  are  offered  for  sale”— (Mr.  i Kava- 
nagh). — Question  put.  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.— The  Committee  divided : 

Aye,  1.  | Noes,  13. 

Mr.  Kavauagk.  Mr.  Monsell. 

1 Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Paragraph,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Paragraph  13  agreed  to. 

Paragraph  14. — Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  to  add  the  words, 

‘ ‘except  foot  and  mouth  disease  -(Mr.  Clare  Head). — Question,  That  those  words  be 
there  added : 

Ayes,  10. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Paragraph,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Paragraph  15. — Amendment  proposed,  in  line  l,to  leave  out  the  words,  “ to  your  Com- 
mittee,” and  at  end  of  paragraph  insert  the  words,  “ But  your  Committee  are  of  opinion 
that  these  complaints  have  been  much  exaggerated,  and  that,  as  regards  the  two  countries, 
the  spread  of  infection  has  been  reciprocal.  They  therefore  recommend” — (Mr. 
Kavanagh) — instead  thereof. — -Question  put.  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  paragraph. — The  Committee  divided  : 

Ayes,  9. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

* Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Paragraph  agreed  to. 

Paragraph  16.— Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  beginning  down  to  the 
word  “recommend,”  in  line  3— (Mr.  Kavanagh).— Question,  that  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  paragraph, — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (J>)  (Mr.  Callan).-—  Question 
put,  That  Sub-section  (5)  stand  part  of  the  paragraph. — The  Committee  divided : 

Ayes,  11.  Noes,  3 . 

Mr.  Monsell.  Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Ridley.  Mr.  Callan. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-IbbetBon.  Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 
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Noes,  5. 
Mr.  Monsell. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Noes,  4. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clay. 
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Another  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  Sub-section  (6)  to  insert  the  words,  “and 
that  all  such  animals  should,  be  rested  six  hours,  and  fed  and  watered,  before  they  are 
sent  inland  by  rail  ” — (Mr.  Clare  Read). — Question  put,  That  those  words  be  there  in- 
serted.— The  Committee  divided: 


Noes,  12. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbctson. 
Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Another  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (c) — (Mr.  Kavanagh). — Ques- 
tion put.  That  Sub-section  (c)  stand  part  of  the  paragraph.— The  Committee  divided: 

Ayes,  10. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clave  Read. 


_ Another  Amendment  proposed,  at  end  of  Sub-section  (c),  to  insert  the  words,  “ That 
similar  steps  should  be  taken  in  Great  Britain  to  prevent  shipment  to  Ireland  of  any 
diseased  or  infected  animals  ”—( Mr.  Callan).— Question  put,  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted. — The  Committee  divided: 


Ayes,  7. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Whereupon,  the  Chairman  declared  himself  with  the  Noes 

, Question  put.  That  the  paragraph  stand  part  of  the  Report— -The  Committee 
divided: 

Ayes,  11. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Paragraph  17.— Amendments  made.— Another  Amendment  proposed,  at  end  of  the 
paragraph  as  amended,  to  add  the  words,  “and  that  a sufficient  number  of  travelling 
inspectors  should  be  appointed  and  employed  by  the  central  authority  to  give  effect  to 

such 
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Noes,  3. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 


Noes,  7. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Noes,  4. 
Mr.  Monsell. 
Mr.  Callan. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Clay. 
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such  orders”— (Mr.  Pelt).— Question  put,  that  those  words  be  there  added.— The  Com- 
mittee divided: 


Noes,  4. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’ Conor. 


Ayes,  9. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Paragraph,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Paragraph  18.— Amendment  proposed  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  to  add  the  words, 
“BuFfour  Committee  hm  Inquired  into  tie  relative  expenses  of  tie  Veterinary 
Department*  of  London  and  Dublin.  In  Ireland  the  importation  of  foreign  stock  m 
insignificant.  The  London  Department  have  to  regulate  a large  and  varying  foieign 
trJFe.  and  are  responsible  for  the  proper  transit,  landing  and  inspection  of  thousands  of 
MLttle  and  sheep.  Pl’liey  have  to  keep  the  Privy  Council  informed  of  the  state  rf  disease 
amono  stock  upon  the  Continent,  which  is  chiefly  procured  through  the  Poieign  Office. 
The  real  work;  however,  of  the  inspection  of  foreign  stock  falls  first  upon  the  port  inspec- 
tors and  afterwards  upon  the  different  market  inspectors  who  are  not  appointed  by  the 
Veterinary  Department  Throughout  Great  Britain  the  Act  is  put  m force  by  the 
wSous local  authorities,  therefore*  the  chief  employment  of  the  ^,f“^Vt!ki 
to  home  stock  is  mainly  confined  to  issuing  general  orders,  and  in  collecting  and  tabu 
latino-  returns,  which  have  hitherto  been  made  public  at  irregular  intervals  , on  the  other 
hand®  in  IrelandT  every  regulation  for  the  suppression  of  cattle  diseases  and  for  the 
inspection  isolation,  and  transit  of  stock,  emanates  from  the  central  authority.  The 
Veterinary  Department  in  Dublin,  through  the  agency  of  the  constabulary,  entirely  work 
the  Act  without  any  assistance  or  contribution  from  the  local  authorities,  oi  in  England 
and  Scofland  With  regard  to  the  home  trade,  therefore,  a.  much  greater  amount  of 
responsibility  and  of  trouble  rests  upon  the  Veterinary  Department  m Dublin  than  in 
London;  yet  the  former  costs  the  country  only  1,8001.  a year,  while  the  expenses  of  the 
latter  are  nearly  12,0001.  It  appears  that  Professor  Ferguson  himself,  with  a sflaiy  of 
7501  perform  Jthe  duties  which  are  in  London  divided  among  the  secretary, .chief cleik, 
and  head  inspector,  whose  united  salaries  amount  to  2,4001.  Your  Committee  deem  i 

divided:  T iri 

Noes,  10. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Another  Amendment,  That  the  following  g^houif  by  ffie^eta^ 

“ Your  Committee  recommend  that  annual  repo  >L-(C/iairman).— Question, 

and  inspectors,  and  laid  before  Parliament  early  m 
That  this  paragraph  be  inserted  in  the  Keport,— put,  and  g 

Another  Amendment  proposed.  That  the  following  new  paragraphs  he  inserted  In  the 
E « Mirny  witnesses  have  strongly  i— tec l that 

authorities  would  result  in  greater  efficiency,  7 counties  or  ridings  should 

of  the  Act,  and  it  has  been  suggested  that  the 'constitution  of  the  local 
include  the  boroughs  within  them,  provision  being  made  m me 

authorities  for  the  due  representation  of  the  boroug  i j , the  00unty  and  hnrgh 

“ In  the  ease  of,  at  least,  two  important  eonntie  the  union  has 

authorities  have  amalgamated  so  far  as  practicable,  under  tne  Ac  , 

proved  satisfactory.  . . , ■ desirable,  and  recommend  that 

“Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that ; amalgamation  is  » f what  they 

in  Scotland,  where  the  local  authorities  “af®r“ritv  to  each  county,  the  bnrghe 
are  in  England,  there  should  be  only  one  loc^ e general  expenses  be  levied  over 

betog  duly  represented  at  the  general  board  ; and  that  g exclusively  over  the 

the  whole  district,  and  the  cost  attending  the  slaughter  car  burgh 

3S3.  6 


Ayes,  3. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 
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burgH  or  landward  part  of  the  county  wherein  the  slaughter  takes  place”— (Mr.  Jamei 
Barclay).  Question,  That  this  paragraph  be  inserted  in  the  Report, — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  proposed.  That  the  following  new  paragraphs  be  inserted  in  the 
.Report:  ‘All  the  witnesses  who  have  expressed  an  opinion  on  the  subject  ao-ree  that 

the  compensation  provided  by  the  Act  is  insufficient.  It  has  been  urged  that  it  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  for  dealing  successfully  and  economically  with  the  suppression  of  dis- 
ease, to  have  early  discovery  of  its  existence;  that  this  is  practically  impossible  bv  anv 
system  of  inspection,  particularly  as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  that  local  authorities 
must  trust  very  much  to  the  co-operation  of  stock-owners,  who,  however,  cannot  be  ex- 
pected to  report  disease,  unless  fairly  and  liberally  compensated  for  their  loss. 

“ The  witnesses  concur  in  the  belief  that  a higher  rate  of  compensation  would  not  m- 
duce  fraud  or  recklessness;  on  these  grounds,  that,  inasmuch  as  the  compensation  is  paid  out 
of  local  rates,  the  local  authority  would  exercise  sufficient  vigilance  to  prevent  excessive 
claims  ; and  that,  if  farmers  were  compensated  to  the  extent  of  even  the  full  value  of  the 
animals  slaughtered,  their  indirect  loss  would  still  be  considerable. 

“ Your  Committee  concur  generally  in  these  opinions,  and  recommend  that  whatever 
compensation  is  paid  should  bear  a certain  proportion  to  the  owner’s  loss,  rather  than  to 
the  value  of  the  animal,  and  that  local  authorities  should  be  empowered  to  grant  such 
condensation  to  an  extent  not  exceeding  three-fourths  of  the  loss  sustained  by  the  owner 
provided  that  it  does  not  exceed  25  l.  for  any  animal  ”-(Mr.  James  Barclay).- Question 
proposed,  That  this  paragraph  be  inserted  in  the  Report.-  Amendment  proposed  to  pio- 
1,ne  /Mo  leave .out  the  worJl  « three  fourths,”  and  insert  « one- 
t (Mi.  Beni)-  instead  thereof^- Question  put,  That  the  word  “ three-fourths  ” stand 
part  of  the  proposed  Amendment.— The  Committee  divided  : 


Ayes,  9. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Pell.' 

Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Tipping 
O’Coi 


Noes,  4. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to— Paragraph  inserted. 

Report  Amentlment  Pr0P0Md>  That  ‘1-e  following  new  paragraph  be  inserted  in  the 
“ Inspection. 

graph  be  thiS 

Report  ^ be 

market,  an  every  other  resneot  oyWI  o-nrl  S unportei  °i  tne  tuil  advantage  which  a 
put,  That  thrs  paragraph  be  inserted  in  the  Report—The  SommitStdS':  Q “ 


Ayes,  5. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  J ames  Barclay. 
Mr.  Cowper. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


Noes,  8. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Cawley, 

Mr.  Tipping, 

Mr.  Lusk. 

. ,ri  . 1 Mr.  O’Conor. 

House^ut  “d  tlt.P°rt’  aS  amendedj  be  the  SeP°rt  °f  Committee  to  The 
Ordered  to  Report,  together  with  the  Minutes  of  the  Evidence,  and  an  Appends. 
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EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES. 


NAME 

of 

WITNESS. 

Profession 

Condition. 

From  whence 
Summoned. 

Number 

of 

Days  Absent 
from 

Home,  under 
Orders 

of  Committee 

Allowance 
during 
Absence 
from  Home. 

Expenses 

of 

Journey  to 
London 
and  back. 

TOTAL 
Expenses 
allowed 
to  Witness. 

Tenant  Farmer  - 

Leconfielri,  Beverley 

3 

£.  i.  d. 
3 3 - 

£.  s.  d. 

3 - - ! 

£.  s.  d. 
6 3 - 

Landed  Proprietor 

Fetbard,  '1  ipperary  - 

4 4 - 

Magistrate  for  counties 

Archall,  Navan 

4 

10  17  - 

of  Meath  and  Gal- 
way. 

Superintendent  Model 

In  London  when  sum- 

6 

6 6 - 

6 6 - 

Farms,  &c.,  Ireland. 
Farmer  ... 

moned. 

Tullerhoy,  County  Lime-  i 

4 

4 4 - 

6 6 - 

10  10  - 

Cattle  Broker 

Liverpool  ... 

8 

8 8 - 

7 3 - 

15  11  - 

Cattle  Broker 

Kingswood  Saggard,  Ire- 

7 

7 7 - 

5 19  - 

13  6 - 

Mr.  Thomas  Duckham 

Farmer  - 

land. 

Baysham  Court,  Ross 

3 

3 3 - 

3 10  - 

6 13  . 

Secretary  to  the  Dro- 

Drogheda 

gheda  Steam  Packet 
Company. 

Director  General  of  the 

Dublin  Castle 

16 

16  16  - 

6 5 - 

23  1 - 

Mr-.  Robert  Morrow  - 

Veterinary  Depart- 
ment in  Ireland. 
Farmer  and  Cattle  Ex- 

Belfast  - 

6 

6 6 - 

4 3 6 

10  9 6 

Captain  Johnes  Smith 

porter. 

Chief  Constable  of  j 

Chester  - 

3 

3 3 - 

3 5 - 

6 8 - 

Cheshire, 

Veterinarj  Surgeon 

Aberdeen  - 

8 

8 8 - 

7 3 6 

15  11  6 

Farmer  - 

Arbroath  ... 

Mr.  George  Stewart  - 

Veterinary  Surgeon 

Perth  - 

7 

Mr.  Wra.  S.  Walker 

Board  of  Supervision, 

Edinburgh  - 

Mr.  Andrew  Milne  - 

Edinburgh. 

Farmer  ... 

Montrose  - 

7 

7 7 - 

7 3 - 

14  10  - 

Farmer  - 

Dundee  - 

6 10  - 

Mr.  Herbert  Murray 

Treasury  Remembrancer, 

Dublin  Castle 

3 

5 10  — 

Mr.  Septimus  Lambert 

Ireland. 

Veterinary  Surgeon  and 

Thetford,  Manchester 

1 3 

3 3 - 

2 18  6 

6 1 6 

Mr.  William  Brown 

Cattle  Dealer. 
Butcher 

Eocles,  Manchester 

i.  3 

2 6 - 

2 18  6 

5 3 6 

Total  - - - £• 

114  12  - 

113  2 - 

227  14  - 

353. 
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LIST  OF  WITNESSES. 


Monday , 10 th  March  1873. 

PAGE 

Mr.  Alexander  Williams  1 

Thursday , 13th  March  1873. 

Mr.  Alexander  Williams  - - - 20 

Thursday,  20 th  March  1873. 

Mr.  Alexander  Williams  - - - 42 

Professor  George  Thomas  Brown  - 53 

Monday,  24 th  March  1873. 
Professor  George  Thomas  Brown  - 64 

Thursday,  27th  March  1873. 
Professor  George  Thomas  Brown  - 86 

Monday,  31s*  March  1873. 
Professor  James  Beart  Simonds-  - 109 

Thursday,  3rd  April  1873. 
Professor  James  Beart  Simonds-  - 131 
Mr.  Charles  Eardley-Wilmot  - - 146 

Thursday,  24 th  April  1873. 
Professor  Thomas  Baldwin  - - 150 

Mr.  George  Philcox  - - - - 172 

Monday,  28 th  April  1873. 
Professor  Thomas  Baldwin  - - 174 

Mr.  William  Stratton  - 183 

Mr.  William  Hunting  - - . - 192 

Thursday,  Is*  May  1873. 

Professor  Hugh  Ferguson  - - - 196 

Mr.  Robert  Fisher  - 208 

Monday,  5th  May  1873. 

Professor  Hugh  Ferguson  - - - 216 

Thursday,  8 th  May  1873. 

Mr.  Robert  Morrow  - 236 

Mr.  Henry  Michael  Jenkins  - - 245 

Monday,  12 th  May  1873. 
Professor  Hugh  Ferguson  - 260 

Mr.  Jerome  James  Guiry  - - - 261 

Mr.  Samuel  Garnett  - - - - 265 

Professor  Thomas  Baldwin  - - 277 

Thursday,  15 th  May  1873. 

Mr.  Peter  O’Neill  - 278 

Mr.  Thomas  Verdon  - 289 

Monday,  1 9th  May  1873. 

Captain  Charles  Dent  - 301 

Mr.  William  Bolster  - 305 

Mr.  Thomas  Verdon  - 317 


Thursday,  2 2nd  May  1873. 

PAGE 

Mr.  Thomas  Verdon  - 325 

Mr.  Richard  Walsli  - 334 

Monday,  9 th  June  1873. 

Mr.  John  Algernon  Clarke  - - 339 

Thursday,  12 th  June  1873. 

Mr.  Thomas  Rigby  - - - - 360 

Professor  John  Adam  M'Bride  - - 370 

Mr.  William  Clode  - 383 

Monday,  1 6th  June  1873. 

Professor  John  Gamgee  - 385 

Mr.  Thomas  Duckham  - 404 

Thursday,  19 th  June  1873. 

Mr.  James  Odams  - - - - 410 

Captain  Johnes  Smith  - - - 421 

Thursday,  2 Gth  June  1873. 

Mr.  William  Clode  - 434 

Mr.  Alexander  Williams  - 436 

Mr.  Anthony  George  Robinson  - - 437 

Mr.  George  Andrew  Lepper  - - 446 

Mr.  Henry  Webb  - 450 

Mr.  John  Denchfield  - 452 

Monday,  30 th  June  1873. 

Mr.  James  Thomson  - 458 

Mr.  William  Goodlet  - 468 

Mr.  George  Stewart  - 476 

Thursday,  3rd  July  1873. 

Mr.  James  Thomson  - 482 

Mr..  George  Stewart  - 483 

Mr.  Andrew  Milne  - 485 

Mr.  William  Stuart  Walker  - - 491 

Mr.  David  Smith  - 498 

Monday,  7th  July  1873. 

Mr.  Herbert  Murray  - 504 

Mr.  Abraham  Hodgetts  - 508 

Mr.  Hermann  Gebhardt  - - - 511 

Thursday,  10*7i  July  1873. 

Mr.  George  Christopher  Roberts  - 527 
Mr.  Septimus  Lambert,  jun.  - - 539 

Mr.  George  Woodcock  - - - 551 

Mr.  William  Brown  - 552 

Monday,  14 th  July  1873. 

Mr.  James  Webb  - 558 

Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read,  m.p.  - - 560 

Mr.  Samuel  James  Payment  - - 564 
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MINUTES  OP 


EVIDENCE, 


Monday,  10 th  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 


Mr  Monsell. 

Lord  Robert  Montagu. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Alexander  Williams,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


1.  Chairman.']  WlIAT  office  do  you  fill  in  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Council? — 
Secretary. 

2.  For  how  long  have  you  filled  that  office  ? — 
With  the  exception  of  six  months,  for  nearly  eight 
years. 

3:  Therefore  you  have  been  secretary  of  the 
office  ever  since  the  Act  of  I860  was  passed,  and 
for  some  time  before  ? — I have. 

4.  Were  you  at  all  engaged  in  this  matter 
before  being  appointed  to  that  office? — I was. 

5.  You  were  medical  adviser,  were  you  not,  to 
Colonel  Harness  ? — Yes. 

6.  What  office  did  he  hold  at  that  time  ? — He 
was  Secretary  to  the  Cattle  Plague  Department 
at  that  time,  but  I had  previously  been  Secretary 
of  the  Veterinary  Department. 

7.  The  Veterinary  Department  was  tempora- 
rily established  before  its  present  constitution 
was  settled,  was  it  not  ? — It  was ; in  August 
1865. 

8.  On  what  form  ?— I had  some  clerks  at  my 
own  house,  and  relieved  Professor  Simonds  of 
some  of  the  work  that  he  used  to  take ; all  the 
correspondence  and  the  general  business  con- 
nected with  it;  Professor  Simouds  attended  to  the 
professional  matters. 

9.  At  that  time  the  Department  was  under  the 
control  of  the  Home  Secretary,  was  it  not? — It 
was ; the  organisation  was  recommended  by  Mr. 
Baring,  now  Lord  Northbrook ; he  and  Mr. 
Helps,  now  Sir  Arthur  Helps,  and  Mr.  Childers, 
arranged  the  first  temporary  establishment. 

0.58. 


10.  When  was  the  Cattle  Plague  Department 
transferred  to  the  Privy  Council  Office? — In  Aiexander 
1866,  a conference  was  held  between  Mr.  Williams. 

Hamilton  of  the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Baring,  now 

Lord  Northbrook,  as  representing  the  Home  10  March 
Office,  and  Mr.  Bruce,  as  representing  the  Coun-  1873. 
cil  Office,  he  being  then  Vice-President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education ; and  on  their 
recommendation  the  Cattle  Plague  Department 

was  sanctioned  as  a temporary  denar tnient  under 
the  Privy  Council  Office.  The  Veterinary  De- 
partment was  then  made  a subordinate  branch 
of  the  Cattle  Plague  Department,  merely  taking 
the  statistical  work. 

11.  The  Cattle  Plague  Department  being  at 
that  time  under  the  Privy  Council  ?— Under  the 
Privy  Council 

12.  How  long  did  that  arrangement  last? — 

For  six  months.  In  November  1866  the  Trea- 
sury sanctioned  the  re-organisation  of  the  Veteri- 
nary Department,  and  the  resumption _ by  the 
department  of  its  original  name,  it  having  been 
for  six  months  called  the  Cattle  Plague  Depart- 
ment, under  a different  organisation,  and  having 
different  officers  attached. 

13.  How  long  did  it  last  in  that  form?— Until 

the  close  of  1868,  without  any  great  alteration, 
except  that  it  was  reduced  from  time  to  time  as 
the  work  was  reduced.  On  the  disappearance  of 
the  cattle  plague,  as  the  work  grew  less,  the  num- 
ber of  clerks  was  reduced.  _ 

14.  Then,  in  1868,  what  change  was  made?— 

In  1868  the  department  was  for  the  first  time 

entered 
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Mr. 

Alexander 

Williams. 

10  March 
1873. 


entered  on  the  Estimates  as  a subordinate  depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council  Office.  Previously, 
all  payments  connected  with  the  department  had 
been  made  out  of  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund, 
no  grant  being  made  by  Parliament,  directly  for  the 
department  in  any  way,  but  sums  being  repaid  for 
the  expenses  that  had  been  incurred. 

15.  That  Avas  its  form  at  the  time  the  Act  of 
1869  Avas  passed  ? — It  Avas. 

16.  And  there  has  been  no  alteration,  has  there, 
in  its  actual  form  in  consequence  of  the  passing 
of  that  Act,  though  there  might  have  been, 
changes  from  time  to  time  in  the  number  of  the 
clerks  ? — In  1 868  another  Commission  sat  upon 
the  subject  before  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

17.  What  Commission  was  that? — It  consisted 
of  Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr.  Hamilton,  Mr. 
Helps,  and  Sir  William  Clerke,  and  it  took  into 
consideration  the  state  of  the  country  Avith  regard 
to  the  risk  of  the  contagious  diseases  of  cattle, 
the  Avork  performed  by  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment, the  propriety  of  reducing  that  work  and 
the  staff  of  the  establishment. 

18.  That  was  a departmental  commission,  Avas 
it  not,  in  consequence  of  the  cessation  of  the 
cattle  plague,  to  consider  what  should  be  the  con- 
stitution of  the  office  ? — Yes. 

19.  And  the  present  constitution  of  the  office 
is  very  much  the  result  of  the  decision  of  that 
Commission,  is  it  not? — No;  there  has  since 
been  another  Commission,  which  modified  it. 
By  a Treasury  Minute  of  the  22nd  of  October 
1869  another  Commission,  consisting  of  Mr.  For- 
ster, Mr.  Hamilton,  Mr.  Helps,  and  Sir  William 
Clerke,  was  appointed  to  organise  the  staff  that 
was  necessary  for  conducting  the  business  of  the 
Veterinary  Department. 

20.  But  am  I not  right  in  saying  that  although 
the  last  Commission  (of  which  I was  a member) 
decided  the  actual  number  of  the  principal  clerks, 
yet  that  the  constitution  of  it  as  a Veterinary 
Department  was  settled  in  the  previous  Commis- 
sion ? — It  Avas. 

21 . Then  the  result  of  the  Commission  of  which 
I was  a member  was  the  organisation  of  the  de- 
partment as  at  present,  was  it  not  ? — Y es. 

22.  What  is  its  present  constitution  and  organ- 
isation'/— The  Treasury  sanctioned  an  estab- 
lishment consisting  of  a secretary,  chief  clerk, 
two  inspectors,  and  three  clerks. 

23.  Three  first-class  clerks,  you  mean  ? — Three 
clerks  are  the  only  clerks  that  are  on  the  estab- 
lishment. 

24.  What  are  the  duties  of  the  secretary  ? — 
In  the  first  place,  to  keep  himself  generally  ac- 
quainted with  all  matters  connected  with  the 
subject  at  home  and  abroad,  then  to  attend 
Committees  of  the  Lords  of  the  Council  which 
relate  to  the  department,  and  to  submit  all 
matters  to  them  according  to  his  instructions, 
and  generally  to  carry  out  the  instructions  of 
the  Lords  of  the  Council. 

25.  The  secretary  is  responsible,  is  he  not,  to 
the  Lord  President,  and  to  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Council,  for  the  carrying  out  under  his  con- 
trol and  supervision  of  the  Act  of  1869,  so  far 
as  the  Central  Department  can  carry  out  such 
Act?— Yes. 

26.  Has  the  chief  clerk  any  special  duty  ? — He 
conducts  the  general  business  of  the  office,  and 
the  correspondence,  and  takes  the  duties  of  the 
secretary  in  his  absence. 

_ 27.  Then  there  are  three  clerks  who  are  spe- 
cially named  as  clerks ; I suppose  that  each  of 


them  has  special  business  under  him  ? — Generally 
so,  but  the  business  varies  so  much  that  one  is 
obliged  to  assist  the  other  whenever  the  pressure 
is  upon  any  particular  branch. 

28.  In  what  mode  do  you  attempt  to  divide  it? 
— Miscellaneous,  in  the  first  place ; then  statisti- 
cal (which  is  much  the  largest  branch  of  the 
office)  in  the  second  place ; then  the  transit  of 
animals,  and  all  matters  connected  with  that,  is  a 
third  branch. 

29.  How  many  other  clerks  have  you  in  the 
office  ? — At  the  present  moment  Ave  have  seven 
1 emporavy  clerks,  our  proper  complement  being 
nine  ; there  beinn  two  vacancies  which  have  not 
been  filled  up ; the  salaries  of  this  class  wiry  from 
.150  l.  to  230 1.  Then  ive  have  17  other  temporary 
clerks,  who  are  hoav  registered  as  writers,  at  sala- 
ries varying  from  2 1.  to  21.  10  s.  a Aveek ; and 
Ave  have  five  ordinary  Avx’ilers,  who  are  dismissed 
Avlien  they  are  not  required,  and  taken  on  again 
when  they  are  required. 

30.  Your  demand  for  Avriters  must  of  course 
vary,  according  to  the  pressure  upon  the  office, 
from  the  state  of  diseases'? — I am  sorry  to  say 
that  the  writers  are  not  capable  of  doing  the  Avork 
that  could  be  done  by  the  temporary  clerks,  and 
therefore  we  cannot  make  as  much  uso  of  them 
as  we  ought  to  do,  but  Ave  do  apply  for  them 
when  we  are  pressed,  though  we  very  rarely  find 
them  capable  of  doing  the  betler  class  of  work. 

31.  You  have  suffered  by  the  change  of  sys- 
tem, from  temporary  clerks  to  writers? — Very 
seriously ; though  only  so  far  as  those  five  clerks  are 
concerned  at  present ; hut  if  the  places  of  all  our 
clerks  are  to  be  supplied  by  writers,  l do  not 
think  I shall  he  able  to  carry  out  the  work  of  the 
office ; you  cannot  expect  that,  class  of  work 
for  30  s.  a week. 

32.  The  first  duty  of  the  department  is  the 
carrying  out  the  Act,  as  regards  the  import  of 
foreign  animals,  is  it  not? — It  is. 

33.  Secondly,  the  prevention,  as  much  as  pos- 
sible, of  home  diseases  ? — I should  scarcely  say 
the  prevention  ; we  do  very  little  with  regard  to 
seeing  that  the  Act  is  carried  out;  that  is  not 
done  at  all  by  us ; that  is  done,  or  ought  to  be 
done,  by  the  local  authorities. 

34.  But  it  is  your  business,  is  it  not,  to  com- 
municate Avith  the  local  authorities,  and  to  get 
information  from  them?— -Quite  so,  and  to  will 
their  attention  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

35.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  you  have  much  more 
Avork  in  the  department,  with  regard  to  home 
diseases,  than  Avith  regard  to  the  foreign  import  ? 
— Certainly. 

36.  Then,  again,  there  are  the  regulations  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  of  the  Orders  in 
Council,  with  regard  to  the  transit  of  animals  ? — 
Yes. 

37 . How  many  inspectors  are  there  connected 
Avith  the  office?  — Two  are  attached  to  the 
office. 

38.  What  are  their  names  ? — Professor  Brown 
and  Mr.  Cope  are  the  inspectors  now. 

39.  Mr.  Cope  has  been  appointed  in  conse- 
quence of  Professor  Simonds  having  left  the 
office,  has  he  not  ? — Yes. 

40.  What  are  the  duties  of  those  tAVO  gentle- 
men?—Generally  advising  the  department  with 
reference  to  all  matters  relating  to  contagious  dis- 
eases of  animals  ; visiting  and  inspecting  places 
where  disease  exists,  or  about  which  information 
is  required,  and  advising  the  department  with 

regard 
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regard  to  foreign  diseases,  as  well  as  English 

41  In  case  of  the  outbreak  of  any  serious  dis- 
ease in  the  country,  the  . inspector  would  be  sent 
down  to  inquire  into  it,  would  he  notr  lie 

42.  There  are  several  inspectors  of  foreign 
animals  at  the  ports,  are  there  not?— There 

M 43.  Until  lately  they  were  appointed  by  the 

Customs,  I believe  ?— They  were. 

44. '  And  they  are  now  appointed  under  the 

Veterinary  Department,  are  they  not?— By  the 
Lord  President.  . ™ 

45.  When  was  that  change  made  t — J-he 
change  was  brought  about  gradually.  The  first 
appointment  was  the  1st  of  October  1871,  and  on 
the  1st  of  July  1872  the  last  appointment  ap- 
pears to  have  been  made. 

46.  Those  inspectors  are  now  not  only  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  President,  but  they  are  en- 
tirely under  the  authority  of  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment, are  they  not.,  and  are  not  responsible 
to  the  Customs? — Entirely  so. 

47.  What  is  their  duty?— To  carry  out  the 
instructions  of  the  department. 

48.  This  paper  which  I have  iu  my  hand  con- 
tains the  instructions  to  those  inspectors,  does  it 
not? — It  does. 

49.  Will  you  hand  it  in  ? — I will. 

50.  The  payment  of  those  gentlemen  is  now 
transferred  from  the  Customs  Department  to  the 
Veterinary  Department,  is  it  not  ? — It  is. 

51.  Was  it  not  the  case  that  they  were  paid  by 
fees,  and  that  they  are  now  paid  generally  by  a 
fixed  salary  ? — It  is  so. 

62.  It  is  their  duty,  is  it  not,  to  be  on  the 
watch  for  foreign  cargoes  of  cattle  which  come 
from  all  countries,  and  to  examine  them  ? It  is. 
They  also  have  communication  with  the  Cus- 
toms, who  inform  them  of  the  expected  arrival  of 
vessels. 

53.  What  was  the  chief  reason  which  actuated 
the  Veterinary  Department  in  desiring  the  trans- 
fer of  these  gentlemen  to  their  control  ? — They 
had  no  direct  control  over  them,  as  to  what  the 
examination  should  be,  and  only  indirectly  by 
communications  through  the  Customs,  and  with 
the  approval  of  the  Customs. 

54.  Was  it  not  the  case  that  great  inconve- 
nience was  found  in  your  having,  in  cases  of 
urgency,  to  communicate  with  the  Customs,  and 
through  them  with  the  inspectors,  and  also  from 
the  fact  of  the  Lord  President  and  myself  being 
obliged  to  take  that  course? — Quite  so. 

55.  And  you  found  an  advantage  in  their 
being  immediately  responsible  to  the  department 
which  is  responsible  to  the  public  for  the  preven- 
tion, as  much  as  possible,  of  these  diseases  ? — 
Yes. 

56.  Previously^  they  were  paid  by  fees  upon 
each  animal,  were  they  not  ? — F ees  and  allow- 
ances. There  were  different  methods  of  pay- 
ment ; some  by  fees  for  each  animal,  some  for 
each  cargo,  and  varying  materially  at  different 
places,  but  all  for  work  done,  the  inspector  having 
no  interest  whatever  in  the  matter  except  on  Mb 
services  being  required. 

57.  I must  not  be  supposed  for  a moment  to 
cast  any  slur  upon  those  gentlemen,  who,  I believe, 
have  performed  their  duty  very  well;  but  we 
considered,  did  we  not,  that  a system  was  bad 
which  might  induce  them  to  hurry  over  their  in- 
spection ? — Quite  so. 

0.58. 


58.  When  the  “ Joseph  Soames,”  which,  as  Mr. 
you  are  aware,  was  the  ship  which  brought  the  Alexander 
cattle  plague  iuto  Hull,  arrived  at  Hull,  the  Cus-  Williams. 
toms  officer  went  on  board,  and  information  was  "77" 
sent  to  the  veterinary  inspector,  who  immediately  l°  o*arc  i 
attended.  It  is  the  business,  of  course,  of  the 
Customs  officers,  in  the  performance  of  their 

duties,  always  to  board  a ship  on  her  arrival,  is  it 
not  ? — I presume  so. 

59.  The  statement  being  that  the  veterinary 
inspector  immediately  attended,  those  animals 
could  not  have  been  landed,  and  either  slaughtered 
or  passed  into  the  interior  without  having  been 
previously  examined? — Certainly  not. 

60.  The  examination  is  after  their  being  landed, 
is  it  not  ?— After  their  being  landed. 

61.  And  the  business  of  the  inspector  is  to  deal 
with  them  after  landing,  and  not  before  ? — After 
landing.  He  had  special  instructions  in  this  case, 
and  therefore  he  went  on  hoard ; otherwise  they 
would  only  have  come  under  his  charge  after 
landing. 

62.  The  first  instruction  in  this  paper  is,  that 
the  inspector  is  responsible,  at  the  place  or  places 
at  which  he  is  acting  as  veterinary  inspector,  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  foreign 
animals  Order  of  1871,  from  the  time  at  which 
any  foreign  animals  are  delivered  into  his  charge 
by  the  officers  of  Customs? — Yes;  the  landing 
is  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Customs,  the  in- 
spection after  landing  being  in  the  hands  of  the 
inspectors. 

63.  There  are  a great  many  inspectors  ap- 
pointed throughout  the  country  in  consequence 
of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1869 ; it  is  the  busi- 
ness of  each  local  authority  to  appoint  inspectors, 
is  it  not  ? — It  is. 

64.  With  the  exception  of  the  two  general  in- 
spectors whom  you  have  mentioned,  the  only 
inspectors  appointed  by  the  Lord  President  are 
those  at  the  ports,  are  they  not  ? — Yes. 

65.  But  wo  do  not  consider  that  their  duties 
are  entirely  restricted  to  the  examination  of 
foreign  animals,  do  we? — We  do  not. 

66.  What  other  duty  do  we  call  upon  them  to 
perform  ? — There  are  two  sets  of  inspectors,  one 
paid  by  salary  and  the  other  still  by  fees,  as 
formerly.  As  to  those  paid  by  salaries,  we  are 
entitled  to  the  whole  of  their  time,  and  when  they 
are  not  engaged  in  the  inspection  of  foreign  cattle 
and  we  do  not  require  them  for  that  purpose,  they 
are  sent  to  obtain  information  about  disease,  or 
to  look  after  the  transit  of  animals  in  the  district ; 
but,  of  course,  in  those  matters  they  can  do  little, 
because  their  time  is  much  occupied  in  the  attend- 
ance necessary  at  their  own  stations. 

67.  By  far  the  largest  proportion  are  paid  by 
salary,  are  they  not? — Yes.  _ 

68.  And  those  at  the  principal  ports  ? — Yes  ; at 
all  of  those  importing  a large  number  of  animals. 

69  I think  that  we  do  not  ask  from  -Parlia- 
ment more  money  than  was  asked  by  the  Cus- 
toms ? — The  same  amount. 

70.  Although  we  impose  upon  them,  or  try  to 
impose  upon  them,  other  duties?— Yes,  we  do 
really  impose  upon  them  other  duties..  • 

71.  I suppose  I should  be  right  in  thinking 
that  it  is  almost  impossible. for  them  to  perform 
those  duties  without  an  addition  to  their  number. 

— Certainly,  it  is  impossible  for  the  present  num- 
ber to  perform  them  properly. 

72.  That  is  to  say,  that  the  present  money 
which  we  have  for  inspection,  which  is  the  same 
amount  as  was  previously  voted  to  the  Customs, 
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does  not  enable  us  to  have  that  examination  of 
Irish  cattle  that  we  should  desire  to  have? — We 
should  want  four  times  the  staff,  I think. 

73.  At  present  we  have  an  inspector  at  Liver- 
pool and  one  at  Bristol,  have  we  not? — Yes; 
but  not  for  Irish  animals  specially. 

74.  Those  inspectors  carry  on  the  inspection 
which  exists  at  those  ports  for  foreign  cattle ; and 
we  tried  to  get  them  to  examine  Irish  cattle  also? 
— Yes. 

75.  With  regard  to  the  regulations  for  transit, 
we  ask  them  to  inspect  the  vessels  which  arrive, 
and  to  report  to  us  as  regards  their  fulfilment  of 
our  Transit  Order  in  the  matter  of  ventilation 
and  crowding? — Yes,  we  do. 

76.  But  there,  again,  we  should  be  glad  of  a 
rather  large  staff? — Quite  so. 

77.  Supposing  they  find  that  the  Act  has  not 
been  carried  out  in  the  disinfection  of  a steamer, 
what  power  have  the  inspectors  of  carrying  it 
out? — The  inspectors  merely  report  it  to  the 
office,  and  an  official  letter  is  then  written  to  the 
owners,  calling  their  attention  to  the  order,  and 
requiring  them  to  attend  to  it. 

78.  I have  shown  you  the  heads  of  a Return 
with  regard  to  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  local 
authorities ; has  any  similar  Return  ever  been 
moved  for? — Yes,  a similar  Return  was  moved 
for  by  Sir  Charles  Addeiley,  about  the  end  of 
March  1871,  I think. 

79.  Will  you  give  the  heads  of  that  Return  ? 
— We  received  the  letter  from  the  Home  Office 
on  the  6th  of  April  1871  ; it  was  to  be  a Return 
“ of  all  expenses  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
31st  day  of  March  1871  of  the  entire  staff  of 
officers  connected  with  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act,  1869,  in  the  Council  Office,  and 
of  the  salaries  and  duties  of  each  officer,  clerk, 
&c.,  and  from  all  clerks  of  the  local  authorities 
of  allowances  of  Inspectors  during  the  year 
ending  31st  of  March  1871,  under  that  Act  in 
each  distinct,  whether  paid  to  inspectors  or  in 
extra  fees  to  police,  showing  the  amounts  ex- 
pended by  each  committee,  sub-committee,  or 
district  committee,  appointed  by  any  such  local 
authority.” 

80.  You  received  the  letter  from  the  Home 
Office  on  what  date  ? — On  the  6th  of  April. 

8 1 . When  did  you  get  answers  ? — On  the 
1 8th  of  April  the  whole  of  the  local  authorities, 
404  in  number,  had  received  the  letter ; only 
283  of  them  had  replied  on  the  30th  of  May,  on 
which  date  a second  circular  was  6ent  to  those 
who  had  not  replied.  After  waiting  till  the  4t.h 
of  July,  the  Return  was  sent  in,  leaving  37  local 
authorities  then  from  whom  no  replies  had  been 
received  at  all. 

82.  Acting  upon  my  advice,  I think  you  did 
not  wait  any  longer,  otherwise  the  Return  could 
not  have  been  brought  before  Parliament? — 
Quite  so. 

83.  Did  you  find  that  the  returns  were  always 
similar,  or  did  they  vary  in  the  information  which 
they  gave? — They  varied  very  much,  and  were 
very  difficult  to  arrange. 

84.  It  is  very  important  to  this  Committee  that 
we  should  as  much  as  possible  obtain  a return  of 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  local  authorities, 
and  of  the  number  of  officers  whom  they  appoint ; 
is  there  any  suggestion  which  you  could  make 
by  which  we  should  be  more  likely  to  get  that 
while  the  Committee  is  sitting  ? — I really  do  not 
know  at  all  how  to  get  it,  or  how  to  get  it 
rapidly. 


85.  When  you  talk  about  extra  staff,  there  ia 
an  impression,  I believe,  in  the  country  that  you 
could  very  well  perform  extra  work,  not  having 
enough  work  to  do  at  present ; what  is  the  real 
fact  of  that  matter? — That,  if  we  have  the 
slightest  extra  work  in  the  office,  or  if  one  of  the 
clerks  is  ill  or  unable  to  attend,  we  are  thrown 
back  directly. 

86.  During  what  hours  are  the  clerks  expected 
to  attend? — From  eleven  to  five. 

87.  Have  they  ever  any  extra  work?— Con- 
stantly; during  the  making  of  that  Report,  a num- 
ber of  them  were  there  night  after  night  till  one 
o’clock,  for  which  they  do  not  get  any  pay ; and 
not  only  do  they  get  no  pay,  but  they  are  put  to 
expenses  to  which  they  would  not  otherwise  be 
put. 

88.  And  you  have  not  always  kept  the  Sabbath 
as  much  as  you  ought  to  do  in  this  country,  I 
believe? — We  were  12  or  14  Sundays  at  work 
during  the  last  year. 

89.  I think  it  is  true  that  you  have  hardly  had 
a holiday  since  you  have  been  appointed  ?— Not 
in  any  one  year  have  I had  the  holiday  to  winch 
I am  entitled. 

90.  What  was  the  law  with  regard  to  the  im- 
port of  foreign  animals  previous  to  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1869? — In  December  1868  ali  foreign 
cattle,  except  those  from  Spain,  Portugal,  Nor- 
mandy, and  Brittany,  which  were  landed  on  the 
south  or  west  coast  of  England  and  other  places, 
were  subject  to  the  Foreign  Cattle  Regulations. 

91.  The  Privy  Council  Office  had  the  power, 
had  it  not,  of  issuing  orders  at  that  time  with 
regard  to  the  import  of  foreign  animals  ? — Yes. 

92.  It  also  had  the  power,  had  it  not,  upon  the 
appearance  of  disease  in  the  country,  of  issuing 
orders  as  regards  the  movement  of  animals?— 
Yes. 

93.  Whence  did  it  derive  those  powers? — 
From  the  Acts  then  in  force. 

94.  There  were  several  Acts  in  existence,  were 
there  not  ? — Eight  at.  that  time. 

95.  When  it  was  my  duty  to  bring  in  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  in  1869,  the 
first  thing  I had  to  consider  was  that  there  existed 
a great  many  Acts  varying  in  their  provisions, 
almost  conflicting,  and  a great  number  of  Orders 
in  Council  ? — There  were. 

96.  One  thing  that  was  done  in  passing  the 
Act,  was  to  consolidate  those  Acts,  was  it  not? — 
It  was  so. 

97.  What  were  the  Regulations  in  force  re- 
lating to  the  importation  of  animals  before  the 
Act,  say  in  December  1868  ? — In  addition  to  the 
Regulations  with  regard  to  all  foreign  cattle 
already  mentioned,  sheep  from  the  Continent  of 
Europe  were  obliged  to  be  slaughtered  at  the 
landing  place,  or  to  undergo  14  days’  quarantine. 

98.  That  was  in  consequence  of  a recent  out- 
break of  sheep-pox,  was  it  not? — It  was. 

99.  What  was  done  in  February  1869  ? — On 
the  19tli  of  February  the  Government  revoked 
the  Orders  relating  to  sheep  coming  from  the 
Continent  of  Europe. 

100.  Now,  I want  to  get  at  the  exact  state 
in  which,  so  far  as  you  can  recollect,  we  were 
with  regard  to  the  import  of  foreign  animals  just 
before  the  Act  of  1869  was  passed ; there  were 
several  countries,  were  there  not,  on  arriving  from 
which  cattle  had  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
landing  ? — There  were. 

101.  What  were  those  countries? — All  coun- 

tries, 
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tries,  excepting  Spain,  Portugal,  Normandy,  and 
Brittany.  . , . 

102.  That  restriction  had  been  imposed  m con-  ar 
sequence  of  the  cattle  plague,  had  it  not?— In  ai 

consequence  of  the  cattle  plague.  el 

103.  Were  the  cattle  from  the  countries  you 

have  iust  named,  which  had  not  to  be  slaughtered  T 
at  the  port  of  landing,  under  any  restriction  n 
whatever  ? — Under  examination  the  same  as  at  tl 
•present,  only  not  quite  so  stringent.  h 

* 104.  In  what  position  was  the  metropolis  at 
that  time  ?—  At  that  time  the  movement  of  the  ri 
cattle  of  the  metropolis  was  prohibited,  with  n 
certain  exceptions.  . 1 

105.  The  cordon  was  in  existence?— ine  cordon 

was  in  existence.  o Tt.  ^ 

106.  When  was  the  cordon  put  on? — In 

February  1866.  . , t 

107  And  it  was  taken  off,  was  it  not,  upon  tne 
opening  of  the  Deptford  Market?— Upon  the  i 
opening  of  the  Deptford  Market.  c 

108.  At  what  date? — On  the  1st  of  January  : 

^109.  How  was  the  metropolis  supplied  with  i 
foreign  cattle  at  that  time  before  the  opening  of 
this  market?— Foreign  cattle  landed  at  landing 
places  outside  the  metropolis  were  allowed  to 
come  to  the  Metropolitan  Market  by  railway.  . 

110.  That  applied  to  Thames  Haven,  did  it 
not?— It  applied  to  Thames  Haven,  and  to  two 
other  places  outside  the  metropolis;  sometimes 
they  were  used,  and  sometimes  they  were  not. 

111.  With  regard  to  sheep,  was  there  any  re- 

striction upon  their  import?  — Not  at  that  par- 
ticular time,  unless  they  came  in  the  same  vessel 
with  foreign  cattle.  , , ... 

112.  In  which  case  they  shared  the  fate  ot  the 

cattle  ? — Yes.  , . , 

113.  What  were  the  changes  made  m tne 
regulations  with  regard  to  foreign  animals  im- 
mediately after  the  passing  of  the  Act?-- A 
general  order  was  passed,  forming  for  the  nrst 
time  what  we  called  the  schedule  of  foreign  coun- 
tries, which  brings  them  within  the  regulations  ot 
the  4th  Schedule  of  the  Act  as  to  slaughter  at  the 
landing  place. 

* 114.  When  you  speak  of  foreign  countries  you 
nfean  those  foreign  countries,  cattle  arriving  from 
which  had  to  be  slaughtered,  not  only  at  the  port 
of  landing,  but  within  a certain  defined  area  at 
the  port  of  landing  ? — Yes.  _ 

115.  What  were  the  countries  which  were 
scheduled  immediately  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act ''—Russia,  the  Austro-Hungarian  Umpire, 
the  States  of  the  North  German  Confederation, 
the  dominions  of  the  Sultan,  the  dominions  of  the 
King  of  Italy,  the  Papal  States,  Belgium,  the 
Netherlands,  and  the  dominions  of  the  Hellenes. 

116.  Then  the  only  countries  in  Europe  with 

ports  that  were  not  scheduled  were  Spam, 
Portugal,  France,  Denmark,  Sweden,  and  Nor- 
way?— Yes.  . . 

117.  Were  any  alterations  made  in  the  sche- 
dules during  the  year  1870?  — In  September 
1870,  France  was  added  to  the  schedule  on  ac- 
count of  the  cattle  plague,  when  the  war  broke 
out;  sheep  and  goats  from  the  North  German 
Confederation  were  scheduled  on  the  24th  Sep- 
tember 1870  on  account  of  the  cattle  plague,  and 
the  same  was  done  with  relation  to  1 ranee  as  to 
sheep  and  goats ; and  the  same  as  regards  Belgium 
on  the  1st  of  December  1870. 

118.  All  that  was  in  1870?— AH  that  was  m 
1870. 

0.58. 


119.  In  consequence  of  the  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague  which  followed  the  war  between  France 
and  Germany,  France  was  scheduled,  and  sheep 
and  goats  from  Germany  were  ordered  to  be 
slaughtered,  and  also  from  Belgium? — Yes. 

120.  What  alterations  were  made  in  1871? — 
The  landing  in  this  country  of  cattle  brought 
from  F ranee  and  Belgium  was  prohibited.  First 
they  had  been  scheduled,  and  then  they  were  pro- 
hibited. 

121.  In  consequence  of  the  cattle  plague 
raging  so  greatly  in  France  and  Belgium,  the 
import  was  prohibited  altogether,  was  it  not? — 
Altogether. 


-aatogexuer. 

122.  Was  it  prohibited  from  Germany  in 
1871  ? — I think  not. 

123.  When  was  Holland  unscheduled? — On 
the  29th  April  1871. 

124.  You  recollect,  I suppose,  the  grounds 
upon  which  Holland  was  unscheduled ; can  you 
describe  them  ? — The  Dutch  Government  passed 
a decree  (as  I think  it  is  called)  prohibiting 
entirely  the  import  into  the  Netherlands  of  any 
animals,  cattle,  sheep,  and  goats,  I believe. 

125.  When  you  talk  of  animals,  you  mean 
cattle,  sheep,  goats,  and  pigs? — Yes;  except  in 
this  case,  in  which  pigs  are  not  included.* 

126.  There  was  a correspondence  between  the 
Governments  and  personal  interviews  between 
myself  and  the  representatives  of  Holland  in  this 
country,  were  there  not? — There  were. 

127.  And  it  was  not  until  we  had  got  that 
guarantee  of  a prohibition  of  import  into  Holland 
that  we  permitted  the  export  from  Holland  to 
this  country  of  animals  allowed  to  go  into  the 
interior? — Just  so. 

128.  We  got  a guarantee  that  there  should  be 
no  animals  whatever  imported  into  Holland,  did 
Ave  not  ? — I will  give  you  the  words : “ Prohibiting 
the  importation  and  transit  from  foreign  countries 
of  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  fresh  hides,  fresh  and 
salted  meat,  unmelted  fat,  manure,  and  other 
matters  likely  to  produce  contagious  and  in- 
fectious disease.”  Three  weeks*  notice  was  to  be 
given  of  any  alteration  in  those  regulations. 

129.  There  is  a notion  that  ave  were  contented 
•with  allowing  the  through  transit  of  _ animals 
from  Germany,  or  from  other  countries,  into 
Holland;  but  that  was  not  the  case?— Not  at 
all. 

130.  It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  representations 
were  constantly  made  to  the  office  to  unschedule 
other  places;  for  instance,  Schleswig  and  Hol- 
stein?—Yes. 

131.  And  that  we  refused  to  do  so,  because 
we  could  not  obtain  an  assurance  that  there 

i would  not  be  that  through  transit  of  annuals 
from  other  parts  ? —That  is  the  case, 
i 132.  What  alterations  were  made  m 1872. 
The  most  important  one  was  that  of  admitting 

- cattle  from  Schleswig  and  Holstein  under  certain 

- X6iSl^What  was  the  date  of  that  order?— The 

l‘  4th  of  July  1872.  . 

134.  Will  you  describe  the  exact  purport  ot 
. that  order  ? — I must  mention  that  cattle  coming 
i from  any  port  of  the  Empire  of  Germany  were  at 

- that  time  subject  to  slaughter  at  the  place  of  lami- 
1 ing:  that  is  to  Bay,  Germany  was  m the  schedule. 
0 Representations  were  made,  and  pretty  good 
a evidence  given  that  neither  Schleswig  nor  Hol- 
stein had  ever  had  any  cattle  p ague  .iijd 

u the  animals  there  were  generally  very  healthy, 
and  that  therefore  if  an  import  could  take  place 
A 3 
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from  Schleswig  and  Holstein,  and  only  from 
Schleswig  and  Holstein,  the  cattle  might  be  ad- 
mitted under  the  same  regulations  that  the  free 
cattle,  or  cattle  from  the  Netherlands  were  ad- 
mitted under  at  that  time. 

133.  It  had  been  constantly  represented  to  the 
office  that  Schleswig  and  Holstein  were  safe  as 
regards  disease,  and  that  they  were  countries  in 
which  so  many  and  such  good  cattle  were  bred 
that  it  was  very  desirable  to  permit  the  import ; 
but  we  had  always  refused  to  do  it,  because  we 
eoukl  get  no  guarantee  that  we  received  only 
Schleswig  and  Holstein  cattle  ? — Quite  so. 

136.  We  considered  that  we  did  get  that 
guarantee  by  the  stringent  conditions  (as  you 
called  them)  on  which  they  were  then  permitted 
to  be  imported;  what  were  those  conditions? — 
The  cattle  were  to  be  accompanied  by  a declara- 
tion and  certificates ; the  declaration  being  from 
the  agent,  solemnly  and  sincerely  declaring  that  the 
cattle  now  about  to  be  put  on  board,  and  so  on,  were 
bred  and  fed  exclusively  in  Denmark,  Schleswig, 
or  Holstein,  and  that  they  had  never  been  in  con- 
tact with  cattle  not  so  exclusively  bred  and  fed  ; 
then  there  was  a description  of  the  cattle,  so  that 
they  could  be  identified ; secondly,  this  declara- 
tion warf  made  before  the  British  Consul  at  the 
port  of  export,  and  he  certified  that  it  was  so 
made,  and  that  it  was  worthy  of  belief;  then  it 
was  also  accompanied  by  a certificate  of  an  officer 
of  the  Royal  Prussian  Provincial  Council  Office 
to  this  effect : “ I hereby  certify  that  I have  this 
day  seen  the  cattle  above  described,  and  that  I 
believe  the  foregoing  declaration  of  A.  B.  to  be 
true  in  all  respects,”  and  the  Government  them- 
selves appeared  to  •wish,  and  indicated  that  they 
would  take  every  precaution. 

137.  Supposing  that  those  conditions  were  not 
fulfilled,  was  there  any  penalty  ? — I presume  that 
the  cattle  would  not  have  been  allowed  to  land. 
There  is  a general  penalty  of  a bond  of  1,000  l. 
on  all  landing. 

138.  It  is  the  case,  is  it  not,  that  the  owner  or 
charterer  of  the  vessel  in  which  they  were  im- 
ported entered  into  a bond  not  exceeding  1,000 1. 
that  those  conditions  should  be  fulfilled? — Yes. 

139.  The  principle  of  this  permission  was  this, 
was  it  not,  that  the  German  Government  under- 
took to  give  a certificate  that  those  animals  were 
really  Schleswig  or  Holstein  animals;  that  that 
certificate  was  endorsed  by  a representative  of  the 
British  Government,  and  that  a bond  was  entered 
into  that  those  conditions  were  fulfilled? — Yes. 

140.  And  the  importers  were  also  informed, 
were  they  not,  that  any  breach  of  those  conditions 
would  result  in  the  immediate  stoppage  of  the 
import? — Yes. 

141.  It  turned  out,  did  it  not,  curiously  enough, 

a few  weeks  after  this  order  was  issued,  that 
although  there  had  never  been  cattle  plague,  as 
far  as  we  can  tell,  in  Schleswig  or  Holstein 
before,  cattle  plague  broke  out  in  Hamburg, 
and  that  there  was  supposed  to  be  one  case  on  the 
borders  of  Holstein,  close  to  Hamburg? — Just 
so. 

142.  And,  of  course,  that  order  was  revoked? 
— It  was. 

143.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  that 
order  had  anything  whatever  to  do  with  the  out- 
break of  cattle  plague  in  this  country  last  year  ? 
— Not  the  slightest. 

144.  In  fact,  we  know,  as  far  as  it  is  possible 
to  know,  that  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — 
Quite  so. 


145.  What  are  the  Schleswig  or  Holstein 
ports  ? — I am  not  very  well  up  in  that  matter 
but  I believe  Husum  and  Tonning  are  the  prin- 
cipal ones. 

146.  Wc  did  not  permit  the  Schleswig  or 
Holstein  cattle  to  come  from  anywhere  but  from 
ports  in  Schleswig  or  Holstein  ? — Certainly  not 

147.  W e did  not  permit  them  to  come  from 
Hamburg  under  those  conditions? — No;  that  is 
a general  regulation. 

148.  The  reason  why  we  had  refused  before- 
hand to  do  something  of  this  sort  was,  not  that  we 
suspected  the  Schleswig  or  Holstein  cattle,  but 
that  inasmuch  as  there  was  a railway  communica- 
tion between  Schleswig  and  Holstein  and  the  in- 
terior of  Germany,  we  could  not  guarantee  that 
we  should  not  get  other  animals  through  the 
Schleswig  or  Holstein  ports  ? — Quite  so. 

149.  And  it  was  only  on  obtaining  this  Govern- 
ment guarantee  that  they  were  only  Schleswig 
or  Holstein  animals,  that  we  allowed  them  to 
come  in  ? — Quite  so. 

150.  If  the  Schleswig  or  Holstein  animals  had 
been  shipped  at  Hamburg,  or  at  any  port  out- 
side Schleswig  or  Holstein,  they  would  have  been 
treated  just  like  German  animals,  and  would  have 
been  slaughtered  at  the  place  of  landing,  would 
they  not  ? — They  -would. 

151.  In  fact  the  order  only  applied  to  Schleswig 
or  Holstein  animals  coming  from  Schleswig  or 
Holstein  ports  ?— Certainly. 

152.  The  order  is  now  revoked,  is  it  not  ? — It 

153.  That  was  one  order  which  was  made  in 
1872  : what  other  orders  were  there  with  regard 
to  foreign  import? — There  is  011c  of  the  15th 
July  which  revokes  in  part  the  order  of  the  8th 
December  1871,  prohibiting  the  landing  in  Great 
Britain  of  cattle  brought  from  France  and  Bel- 
gium, and  some  other  matters. 

154.  That  was  relaxing  the  restriction  on  cattle 
brought  from  Belgium  on  account  of  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  cattle  plague,  was  it.  not? — Yes,  and 
the  same  order  applies  the  regulations  of  the  4th 
schedule  to  cattle  coming  from  that  country. 

155.  Owing  to  the  outbreak  of  cattle  plague 
in  Russia,  and  its  import  into  this  country,  an 
order  was  issued  with  regard  to  Russia,  was  it 
not  ? — Yes,  on  the  19th  July  (I  think  that  is  the 
date  of  the  order),  absolutely  prohibiting  the 
landing  of  cattle  ami  other  things  from  any  place 
in  that  country. 

156.  The  first  cargo  that  arrived  last  year  with 
any  case  of  cattle  plague  on  board  was  one  which 
came  into  Deptford,  was  it  not  ? — Yes. 

157.  And  the  next  day,  I think,  the  order  was 
issued  prohibiting  all  import  of  cattle  from  Russia? 
— Yes,  the  disease  was  only  absolutely  proved  to 
exist  on  the  19th,  and  the  order  was  passed  the 
same  day ; it  was  a very  obscure  case. 

158.  Will  you  state  from  what  country  cattle 
are  prohibited;  are  they  prohibited  from  any 
country  but  Russia  ? — They  are  prohibited  from 
Russia  only. 

159.  What  are  the  scheduled  countries  cattle 
arriving  from  which  must  be  slaughtered  at  the 
port  oi  landing? — The  Austro-Hungarian  Em- 
pire, Belgium,  France,  Germany,  Greece,  Italy, 
and  Turkey ; Russia  has  a special  regulation, 
sheep  and  goats  being  scheduled. 

160.  Sheep  and  goats  from  Russia  are  not 
allowed  to  be  imported  alive  into  the  interior  ? — 
They  are  not. 

161.  Are 
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161  Are  there  any  restrictions  tfith  regard  to  181.  Did  you  attend  it? — I did,  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
sheep,"  ^oats,  and  pigs  from  other  countries  ? the  Privy  Council 

Wotmv  at  the  present  moment.  . 182.  Do  von  thmk  it  likely  to  result  m any  WilUams. 

^ 16 9 Unless  they  come  in  the  same  cargo  with  practical  advantage  ? — I think  it  is  possible  that  “* 
ttle  and  are  landed  in  a different  part  of  a if  it  were  taken  up  by  diplomats  instead  of  by 

cart  Quite  so.  veterinary  surgeons  and  secretaries  it  might  so 

^°163  All  sheep,  goats,  or  pigs  that  are  in  the  result. 

me  caro-o  with  cattle  when  landed  from  any  183.  What  were  the  conclusions  come  to  from 
S!hedule<f  country  must  be  slaughtered  within  a which  you  would  expect  most  advantage?— In 
defined  part  of  a port,  as  well  as  the  cattle  ?—  page  26  of  the  Appendix  to  my  Report, ’"the  first 


xo  March 
'*73- 


Yes. 


recommendation  is,  that  every  country  should 


164.  There  has  been  a proposition  made  to  the  communicate,  by  telegraph,  direct  information  of 

. 1 J.T r,  annum]  nf  til  A PVPl'V  ftnt.VlVftfll-  flf  Cfl.tt.lft  Tllfl.Crilft.  SO  AR  Irftpn 


denartment.  has  there  not,  for  a renewal  of  the  every  outbreak  of  cattle  plague,  so 
imnort  from  Russia  ?— There  has.  other  countries  properly  informed  or 


; to  keep 

imDort  from  Russia  ?— There  has.  other  countries  properly  mlormed  on  the  matter. 

165  In  what,  form  was  that  proposition  made  ? Of  course  I am  strongly  in  favour  of  the  second 
—The  first  proposal  was  to  import  as  previously,  recommendation,  which  is,  that  every  country 
166.  That  was  at  once  disregarded,  was  it  not?  should  extinguish  the  cattle  plague  as  soon  as 
It  was  at  once  refused.  Afterwards  a proposal  possible. 

■was  made  to  establish  a quarantine  station  at  or  184.  You  think  there  would  be  an  advantage 
near  some  port  in  Russia,  and  to  have  proper  if  there  was  a general  concurrence  in  the  efforts 
officers  and  every  arrangement  to  insure  the  to  stop  the  cattle  plague  throughout  Europe  ?— 
health  of  the  animals,  and  then  to  export  them.  Certainly. 


I think,  from  Cronstadt  to  this  country,  the  im- 
porters offering  to  bear  the  expense. 


167.  The  propos.il  was  this,  was  it  not:  that 
the  importers  would  bear  the  expense  of  keeping 
the  animals  for  some  time,  either  at  St.  Peters- 


185.  The  great  danger,  I suppose,  comes  from 
Russia,  and  from  the  Danubian  Provinces  ? — And 
Austria,  I think. 

186.  Is  not  the  great  difficulty  to  get  those 
countries  to  take  the  necessary  steps  ? — Austria 


WfforUCronstadt,  and"  that  they  would  bear  the  and  Russia  will  not  Lake  any  steps,  I believe, 
exnense  of  inspection,  and  would  allow  any  officer  1 87.  The  cattle  plague  more  or  less  exists  still 
from  this  country  to  examine  them  ?— Yes.  ^ in  some  of  the  provinces  of  the  Austrian  Empire, 


168ir*Ancf  they  stated,  did  they  not,  that  they  does  it  not  ?— Yes.  At  page  30  of  the  Appendix 
could  o-uarantee  a large  import?— Yes,  a very  to  my  Report  for  1872,  you  will  find  that  a great 
larcre  import.  number  of  provinces  in  Austria  were  infected 

169  Do  you  remember  what  they  talked  of?  with  cattle  plague  during  1872. 

—I  tliink  they  said  something  like  1,000  a week  ^ 188.  Do  you  consider  that^there  are  any.  parts 


at  once,  or  from  500  to  1,000. 

170.  Fat  cattle,  I suppose? — Fat  cattle.  That 
was  a mere  verbal  communication;  we  have  no 
papers  on  the  subject. 

171.  That  was  some  months  ago,  was  it  not  ? — 


of  Austria  to  which  it  is  indigenous  a9  it  is  in  the 
steppes  of  Russia? — I do  not  think  so. 

189.  Not  even  in  Galicia? — I should  scarcely 


say  so ; Austria  says  not. 

190.  Do  you  at  all  think  that  any  arrangement 


That  was  some  months  ago,  but  they  have  called  could  be  come  to  by  the  different  countries 
since  about  it  through  diplomatic  negociations,  which  would 

172  However,  hitherto  the  offer  lias  not  been  enable  us  to  take  off  the  restrictions  upon  foreign 
entertained ?— It  lias  not  been  entertained  as  yet.  import 7— To  relax  the  there 

173.  Did  you  think  it  could  have  been  done  might,  but  not  to  take  it  off  altogethei . 
with  safety?— It  is  possible,  but  it  would  have  191.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  enable  us  to 
bed  very  difficult  to  do.  It  depends  entirely 


we 'could"  rely" upon  the  inspection  in  Russia,  tion  might  be  made  as  would  add  very  materially 
would  it  not  ?— That  they  propose  that  wc  should  to  our  security ; if,  for  ^tance,^Germany  would 


do  by  sending  our  own  inspector  out. 


take  the  same  precautions  with  regard  to  the 

,1  . 1 U enimolo  .,0  \ t flnflO  +TV  TlVfttfiCt 


"Hi  "There  has  always* been  cattle  plague  in  through  transit  of  animals  as  it  does  to  protect 
E lia,  asiar  as.  we  iLw,  ha.  ."S 


think  so.113  Tomy  knowledge*  it  has"  not" been  free  heSy  when  they  left  Germany.  That  is  one 
from  cattle  plague.  l>“Lot 


176.  But  thl  reason  that  we  did  not  prohibit  192.  There  is  great  care 
the  import  from  Bussia  was  the  immense  size  of  there  not,  to  prevent  tile  unport  of  cattle 
the  country,  and  the  belief  that  cattle  might  the  Germano-Kuss.au  border  ?-Th< we  re, 
come  s^from  one  port,  though  perhaps  not  J93.  ^youtak  that,  ^^untd 

Si  lir^othd  reason  was;  I boBeve,  that  prevent  the  through 
in  consequence  of  the  length  of  the  voyage,  the  which  were  coming  > y • 

disease  was  almost  certain  to  appear  during  the  believe  not.  ■ denartment 

voyage  ?-Almost  certain  to  bo  Started.  - 194.  I.  it  not  the  ease thah  °”fXXSt 

178.  And  that  has  been  proved  to  be  the  case  informed  the  German  of  th  bn 

&pTrkM.o°ftl,e  ^ HlffigfS  ^erat6Sefranyif  ion 

the  directions  of  the  De-  came  from  them  of  the  existence  of  such 


partment  are  for  the  present  to  continue  the  pro-  cattle  plague  ? Certainly ; ^ 

hibition  from  Russia  ?-Yes.  mumcate  with  the-  central  authority  betore  any 


uumuu  nom  jxrussia : — xco.  — . « 

180.  There  was  an  International  Conference  stoppage  comes  ^to  torce.  , &t  Ham_ 

with  regard  to  the  diseases  of  animals  at  Vienna  195.  With  leg  . e(j  to  be 

last  year,  was  there  not  ?-There  was.  burgh,  can  you  recollect  what  is  supposed 
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the  history  of  it  ?— It  will  he  found  in  page  xii 
of  my  Report. 

196.  Do  you  think  that  contagious  diseases, 
and  especially  cattle  plague,  have  been  more  pre- 
valent than  usual  on  the  Continent  during  the 
last  few  years? — I do;  they  have  been  more 
extensively  distributed. 

197. -  In  consequence  of  the  war  ? — In 
consequence  of  the  war,  certainly;  but  also 
generally  without  reference  to  the  war. 

198.  The  history  of  this  plague  seems  to  show, 
does  it  not,  that  any  war,  and  especially  any  war 
in  which  are  engaged  troops  coming  from  Russia, 
or  in  which  troops  are  fed  from  Russia,  almost 
always  brings  the  plague  into  the  West  of 
Europe  ? — It  has  almost  always  been  so. 

199.  Besides  the  danger  from  war,  there  is  a 
great  increase  of  communication,  is  there  not, 
between  the  West  and  the  East  of  Europe? — 
Very  great,  and  I think  that  we  shall  eventually 
be  entirely  dependent  for  our  foreign  supply  of 
cattle  indirectly  upon  Russia. 

200.  Does  that  answer  mean  that  we  must  look 
forward  soon  to  the  time  when  the  W est  of  Europe, 
or  Europe  independently  of  Russia,  and  countries 
somewhat  like  Russia,  such  as  Galicia,  and  parts 
of  Transylvania,  will  not  breed  more  cattle  than 
they  want  for  themselves  ? — I believe  so. 

201.  And  that  the  increased  demand  must  be 
supplied  from  Russia,  or  from  other  sources  ? — 
Yes. 

202.  There  is  now  direct  railway  communi- 
cation between  Hamburg,  for  example,  or 
Antwerp  and  Russia,  is  there  not? — I believe 
so. 

203.  Then  you  think  that  in  future  any  large 
increase  of  the  import  of  live  animals  into  this 
country  must  be  from  Russia  or  from  countries 
similarly  situated  ? — Either  directly  or  in- 
directly ; Germany  imports  into  her  territories 
as  many  cattle  as  she  sends  to  us.  I found-  that 
out  when  I was  at  Vienna.  If  that  be  the  case 
now,  and  any  further  supplies  are  wanted,  con- 
sidering the  competition  of  the  other  markets, 
such  as  Paris,  Berlin,  and  so  on,  I do  not  think 
we  can  possibly  get  any  great  import  of  cattle 
further  than  we  have  now  without  going  directly 
or  indirectly  to  Russia  for  it. 

204.  Germany  imports  largely  from  Russia, 
does  she  not  ? — Not  now ; at  the  present  moment 
she  has  stopped  it. 

205.  Do  you  think  that  the  stoppage  of  the 
import  from  Russia  has  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  great  scarcity  of  cattle  ? — I do  not  know  that 
it  has  yet,  but  I think  it  must  have.  We  shall 
lose  the  Schleswig  cattle,  I believe,  by  Germany 
requiring  it  for  herself. 

206.  Until  this  late  outbreak,  with  increased 
violence,  of  cattle  plague  in  Russia  was  known, 
there  was  considerable  import  from  Russia  into 
Germany,  and  you  think  that  that  enabled  us  to 
import  cattle  from  Schleswig  and  Holstein  ? — I 
thank  so. 

207.  So  that,  unless  Germany  imports  from 
Russia,  you  think  that  Germany  will  want  her 
own  cattle  for  herself? — From  Russia  or  from 
somewhere  else,  but  most  likely  from  Russia, 
Austria,  or  Hungary. 

208.  Austria  is  naturally  an  exporting  country, 
is  it  not  ? — It  is. 

209.  Holland  is  a largely  exporting  country, 
is  it  not  ? — It  is. 

210.  But  we  take  almost  the  whole  of  her  ex- 
port, I think  ? — A good  deal. 


211.  Do  you  expect  that  the  supply  from  Hol- 
land is  likely  to  diminish? — I think  so.  As 
Germany  and  France  compete,  we  shall  not  be 
able  to  buy  them,  unless  we  give  more  for  them. 

212.  Then  you  think  that  it  would  be  a very- 
great  advantage  as  regards  the  home  consump- 
tion if  by  any  means  we  could  make  the  import 
from  Russia  safe  ? — I think  so ; very  great 
indeed. 

213.  But,  at  present,  you  would  believe  the 
danger  to  be  very  great  from  Russia?— Very 
great. 

214.  Even  if  we  are  able  to  take  off  the  abso- 
lute prohibition,  you  do  not  look  forward  to  the 
time  at  which  we  could  allow  Russian  cattle  to 
be  landed  without  very  stringent  regulations  for 
their  slaughter? — It  would  depend  very  much 
upon  what  the  regulations  were.  1 think  there 
would  not  he  very  much  danger  in  admitting 
Russian  cattle  under  the  regulations  of  the 
schedule,  if  proper  precautions  were  taken. 

215.  But  you  do  not  look  forward  to  the  time 
at  which  Russian  cattle  could  be  admitted  freely 
into  the  interior?— No,  I look  forward  to  the 
time  when  precautions  will  be  taken  on  the 
Germano-Russian  frontier,  so  that  they  will  be 
able  to  get  Russian  cattle  and  we  shall  get 
German  cattle. 

216.  You  think  it'  possible  that  Germany  may 
have  such  a system  of  quarantine  on  its  borders 
as  would  enable  them  to  import  cattle  from  Rus- 
sia, and  so  to  send  us  cattle  ? — Certainly. 

217.  Russian  store  cattle  are  sent  into  Ger- 
mauy,  are  they  not  ? — I think  not. 

218.  During  the  war,  there  was  great  danger 
of  the  introduction  of  the  cattle  plague  into  this 
country,  was  there  not? — Very  great. 

219.  That  is  to  say,  the  cattle  plague  was 
raging  in  France,  in  Belgium,  and  in  Germany? 
— Yes,  and  close  to  the  shore  in  Franco,  within 
30  miles  of  our  coast. 

220.  So  that  then  there  was  apparently  more 
danger  of  its  introduction,  than  there  was  at  the 
time  the  cattle  plague  was  first  introduced  into 
England  ? — Certainly ; there  was  a daily  danger. 

221.  You  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
although  there  was  the  cattle  plague  in  those 
neighbouring  countries,  yet  that  there  was  no 
cattle  plague  introduced  from  either  Germany, 
Belgium,  or  Franco  ? — Certainly  not  directly  in 
that  way. 

222.  As  you  know  the  slaughter  of  all  tat 
stock  at  landing  places,  and  the  quarantine  of  all 
store  stock  is  strongly  recommended,  do  you 
think  that  those  regulations  would  be.  sufficient 
to  prevent  the  spread  of  cattle  plague  if  it  were 
introduced  into  this  country  by  foreign  cattle  . 

I do  not  think  they  would  ; the  result  of  putting 
healthy  cattle  aud  diseased  cattle  under  the.  same 
regulation  as  to  slaughter,  would  immediately 
take  away  the  inducement  of  the  importer  to  bring 
healthy  ones,  because  whether  they  are  healthy 
or  diseased,  he  would  get  the  same  price  for  the 
animals,  and  therefore  the  chance  is  that  we 
should  get  all  the  infected  animals  from  the 
Continent  which  people  wanted  to  get  rid  of,  and 
disease  would  always  be  prevalent,  I think,  m 
a market  of  that  class. 

223.  The  regulations  which  we  have  in  force 
for  the  slaughter  of  all  scheduled  animals  do  not 
give  us  a perfect  immunity  against  danger,  do 
they  ? — Certainly  not. 

224.  For  instance,  the  cattle  plague  was  in- 
troduced into  Hull  last  year,  where  there  was  a 

J strict 
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strict  regulation  that  they  should  be  slaughtered 
at  the  o°rt  of  landing  ? — Yes. 

095 .‘And  then  the  disease  was  introduced,  as 
we  fully  believe,  by  cattle  from  a Russian  vessel . 

-i#'  We^  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
introduction  of  the  cattle  plague  is  owing  to  the 
cattle  plague  having  come  to  Hull  m the  Joseph 
Soaracs,”  which  came  from  Russia  ? — les. 

•’27.  Notwithstanding  all  possible  precautions 
with  regard  to  slaughter,  there  is  always  the 
danger  of  the  disease  being  conveyed  by  some 
individual  ?— Yes,  indirectly. 

22S.  On  the  Continent  I believe  they  take  the 
most  stringent  precautions  with  regard  to  in- 
dividuals’—They  take  precautions  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  carry  out  m a large 
market  such  as  would  be  required  at  all  the  ports. 

229.  For  instance,  I think  I was  informed  that 

at  Hamburg,  the  cattle  plague  breaking  out  in 
a village  close  to  which  there  was  a large  hotel, 
a cordon  was  put  around  that  hotel,  and  nobody 
was  allowed  to  leave  for  some  time,  and  even  then 
not  without  being  disinfected  Yes,  I b4™  so. 

230.  ^ ou  think  that  it  would  be  rather  difficult 

to  carry  out  as  stringent  regulations  in  England . 
—I  think  so.  . , 

231  Then  I understand  you  to  say,  that. al- 
though the  slaughter  at  the  port  of  landing  is  a 
most0  desirable  "precaution,  and  likely  to  do  a 
<rreat  deal  towards  preventing  the  introduction 
of  the  disease,  yet  it  docs  not  make  us  absolutely 
safe  from  disease;  and  you  believe  that  that 
being  the  case,  the  disease  is  quite  os  likely  to 
spread,  or  rather  more  likely  to  spread,  it  all  the 
animals  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing 
than  it  is  at  this  moment  ?— -I  believe  so. 

232.  "Why  do  you  think  that  ?— Because  the 
per-centage  of  diseased  animals  which  came  witn 
the  whole  stock  would  be  very  much  larger. 

233.  Take  this  illustration,  for  instance,  an 

importer  of  cattle  from  a scheduled  country,  who 
knows  that  they  must  be  slaughtered  at  Dept- 
ford, knows  the  worst  that  will  happen  to  those 
animals,  and  is  not  so  very  careful  to  prevent 
disease  amongst  them ; but  an  importer  from  the 
country,  animals  from  which  are  admitted  to  go 
into  the  interior  unless  disease  be  found  amongst 
them,  is  very  anxious  that  such  disease  should 
not  be  found  ? — Quite  so.  . 

234.  And  his  anxiety  arises,  does  it  not,  from 

the  fact  that  our  orders  are,  that  if  there  be  any 
animal  diseased,  the  whole  cargo  must  be 
slaughtered? — Yes.  . . , 

235.  And  that  is  a great  inconvenience,  and 
of  course  a costly  inconvenience  to  him?  .Just 
so.  This  has  already  been  proved  by  the  returns 
during  the  past  year  from  Deptford,  as  compared 
with  the  undefined  parts  of  the  port  of  London. 

236.  You  mean  to  say  that  there  is  more  dis- 

ease among  the  animals  arriving  at  Deptford 
than  among  the  animals  arriving  at  undefined 
ports? — Yes.  , 

237.  Are  those  statistics  arrived  at  by  the 
examination  upon  landing  ?— Yes ; in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  Act.  In  1872,  of  161,200 
animals  landed  at  Deptford,  4,321  were  found 
affected  -with  disease;  whilst  of  578,583  landed 


239.  Would  you  suggest  any  modification  with  Mr. 
regard  to  the  present  regulations  for  the  import  of  Aferanaer 
foreign  animals  ? - In  the  first  place,  with  regard  Williams. 
to  the  vessels  bringing  the  animals,  I think  im-  March 
provements  might  be  made  both  as  regards  their  ig 
fittings,  and  also  as  regards  their  ventilation. 

Then?  I think,  that  at  all  the  landing  places  where 
foreign  animals  are  allowed  to  land  there  should 
be  thoroughly  proper  provision  made  for  the 
isolation  of  the  animals,  for  the  slaughtering  of 
them,  and  for  the  disposal  of  the  carcases  of  any 
diseased  ones.  At  present,  only'  at  Deptford  are 
those  arrangements  made. 


lose  arrangements  maim. 

240.  Your  remark  now  applies  to  the  sche- 
duled animals  ? — To  all  animals- 


anectea  witn  disease;  u ... - 

at  the  other  landing  places,  only  46  were  found 
affected. 


inectea.  . 

238.  And  if  anything,  the  examination  would 
be  rather  more  stringent  of  those  which  do  not 
land  at  Deptford  than  of  those  which  do . It 
would. 

0.58. 


iledammaisr — ao  au  amiuuia. 

241.  With  regard  to  animals  which  come  from 
scheduled  countries,  a cattle  market  was  put  up 
at  Deptford  by  the  Corporation  after  much  nego- 
tiation with  the  Veterinary  Department,  and  you 
have  reason,  have  you  not,  to  be  quite  satisfied 
with  the  provisions  which  are  made  at  Deptford 
for  slaughtering  and  for  landing  ? — Yes. 

242.  But  similar  provisions  have  not  been 
made  at  many  of  the  outports  ? — Not  at  any  of 
the  other  ports. 

243.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  the  department  has 

considered  that  it  had  great  ground  of  complaint 
as  regards  the  port  of  Hull  ?— Particularly  of  the 
port  of  Hull.  . . .. 

244.  Why  were  our  suggestions  not  carried 
out  with  regal’d  to  the  port  of  Hull  ? — They 
simply  would  not  cany  them  out,  and  the  only 
remedy  you  have  is  to  stop  the  importation  of  cattle. 

245.  It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  we  constantly 
recommend  and,  in  fact,  ordered,  certain  things  to 
be  done  at  Hull  ?— Yes,  we  have  done  so. 

246.  And  without  success?— Without  success. 

247.  And  we  found  that  the  only  way  m which 
we  could  meet  the  difficulty  was  to  say  that  no 
animal  should  be  imported  into  Hull  unless  those 
requirements  were  fulfilled  ?— That  seemed  the 
only  way  in  which  it  could  be  done. 

248.  And  that  has  not  been  done  ? — It  has  not 

been  done.  ’ , . - Tj..ii  . 

249.  Take,  for  instance,  the  port  ox  iiull , 
what  additional  provision  have  we  tried  to  get 
made  there?— I think  if  .you  would  be  good 
enough  to  examine  Professor  Brown  upon  that 
pointTie  would  he  able  to  enter  into  particulars ; 
I know  nothing  of  the  locality  myself. 

250.  But  generally  speaking,  there  needs  to  be 
better  provision  for  the  slaughter,  does  there  not. 
— Better  provision  for  isolation,  better  provision 
for  slaughtering,  and  better  provision  for  the 
destruction  of  carcases. 

251.  That  applies  to  the  ports  generally  f— 
That  applies  to  the  ports  generally. 

252.  I suppose  that  there  would  be  considera- 
ble expense  involved  in  carrying  this  out,  would 
there  not?— There  would. 

253.  And  it  would,  in  fact,  be  compelling  every 
outport  to  have  something  like  the  same  provi- 
sion as  the  City  of  London  has  made  at  Dept- 
ford?—Not  so  extensive  as  that. 

254.  But  as  extensive  in  proportion  as  ex 

te  25A  AnclTwould  require  them  to  incur  the 
same  expense  ?-Yes,  the  same  proportionate  ex 

to  is  no  division  wtover;  .t 
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imaginary  line  supposed  to  be  guarded ; 1711611161* 
it  is  or  not,  I am  not  prepared  to  say. 

257.  We  have  had  constant  correspondence 
going  on  with  regard  to  the  area  at  Hull,  have 
•we  not  ? — Yes,  and  they  have  proposed  to  remedy 
. it  on  several  occasions,  but  afterwards  we  have 
found  that  it  has  not  been  done.  I should  reduce 
the  number  of  ports  for  the  same  reasons  ; some 
of  the  ports  land  only  a few  animals  in  the  year, 
and  yet  we  have  to  keep  up  all  the  machinery. 

25b.  But.  we  have  reduced  the  number,  have 
we  not? — We  have  reduced  them  from  above 
200  to  32. 

259.  When  did  we  do  that?  — We  did  that 
gradually  ou  altering  the  arrangements  as  regards 
the  inspectors. 

260.  Was  it  not  the  case  last  year,  after  the 
change  of  inspectors,  that  there  was  a consider- 
able diminution  in  the  number  of  ports  ? — There 
was. 

261.  Are  you  prepared  with  any  suggestion  as 
to  any  further  reduction  in  the  number  of  ports  ? 
— I should  simply  take  the  import,  and  where  it 
amounted  to  only  a very  few  animals  it  is  scarcely 
worth  while  to  keep  the  port  open  for  them. 

262.  Are  you  prepared  with  any  suggestion  as 
to  the  details  of  the  conditions  upon  which  a port 
should  be  allowed  to  keep  open  for  the  reception 
of  animals? — I could  prepare  it  in  the  course  of 
a few  days. 

263.  Mr.  Dent.']  Do  all  your  observations 
apply  to  cattle  from  scheduled  countries  ? — Yes, 
but  very  nearly  the  same  observations  would 
apply  to  cattle  from  unscheduled  countries. 

264.  Chairman.]  When  there  were  a very 
large  number  of  ports,  what  were  the  regulations? 
— The  regulations  were  somewhat  similar  to  what 
they  are  now,  but  the  Customs  had  then  some- 
thing like  150  inspectors ; butchers  or  any  people 
who  happened  to  be  nearest  were  employed  to 
examine  any  cargoes  of  cattle  which  came. 

265.  Was  it  not  the  case  that  you  and  I were 
always  much  alarmed  at  the  possibility  of  the 
import  of  disease  into  ports  at  which  few  animals 
arrived,  because  we  could  not  rely  upon  that  in- 
spection ? — Quite  so. 

266.  And  that  was  one  reason,  was  it  not,  why 
we  wished  the  transfer  of  the  inspectors  to  our 
own  control,  and  why  when  that  transfer  was 
effected  we  very  much  diminished  the  number  of 
ports? — Quite  so.  . 

267.  Those  suggestions  which  you  make  are 
suggestions  with  regard  to  machinery,  and  not 
suggestions  with  regard  to  the  principle  of  an 
order ; our  orders  have  always  been  to  this  effect, 
that  animals  could  only  be  landed  in  a certain 
port  and  must  be  slaughtered  in  the  port,  and 
you  would  make  no  change  with  regard  to  that  ? 
— I should  not  make  any  change  with  regard  to 
that. 

268.  Rut  you  would  simply  oblige  the  local 
authority  to  show  us  the  mode  in  which  it  would 
carry  out  those  provisions,  and  that  it  would  do 
so  more  effectually  ? — More  effectually,  and  that 
it  would  have  real  isolation,  and  not  an  assumed 
isolation ; we  have  got  a great  deal  done  in  the 
various  ports  during,  the  last  few  years  in  this 
matter,  but  it  is  still  very  imperfect. 

269.  Do  you  consider  that  we  have  got  any- 
thing done  at  Hull  ? — Yes ; I forget  now  the 
exact  state  of  Hull  at  the  present  moment,  but 
the  defined  part  has  been  altered  several  times. 
They  have  no  land  in  the  defined  part  for  the 
burial  of  carcases. 


270.  It  is  quite  true,  is  it  not,  that  we  could 
have  prevented  the  import  of  cattle  into  Hull  by 
our  powers  ? — Yes,  on  one  or  two  occasions  we 
have  done  it  as  regards  other  ports. 

271.  But  that  would  have  been  a very  serious 
interference  with  the  trade  ?— Very  serious,  and 
not  only  with  the  trade  in  animals  but  with  the 
trade  of  the  port. 

272.  It  is  the  case  in  Hull  and  in  outports 
generally,  is  it  not,  that  there  are  much  fewer 
vessels  given  up  to  the  cattle  trade  than  in 
London? — I do  not  know  that  there  is  one 
vessel  out  of  London  given  up  to  the  cattle 
trade. 

273.  And  consequently  anything  that  affects 
the  import  of  cattle  affects  almost  the  whole  of 
the  carrying  trade  ? — Yes. 

274.  It  makes  it  more  difficult,  does  it  not,  to 
have  proper  precautions,  the  cattle  being  brought 
in  with  other  cargo  ? — Certainly ; there  ought  to 
be  ships  for  cattle  only. 

275.  Would  you  suggest  that  no  cattle  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  be  imported  except  in  ships 
provided  for  the  cattle  trade  ? — I should  certainly 
suggest  it. 

276.  I suppose  you  are  aware,  are  you  not, 
that  there  would  be  very  considerable  repre- 
sentations against  that  from  importers?  — No 
doubt. 

277.  Do  the  cattle  which  come  into  Hull,  for 
instance,  arrive  upon  the  deck  of  the  vessel  ? — I 
think  so. 

278.  With  regard  to  the  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague  in  this  country  last  year,  do  you  yourself 
consider  that  the  account  given  by  Professor 
Brown  of  that  outbreak  in  the  Appendix  to  your 
Report  is  the  correct  one  ? — I do. 

279.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  pro- 
duced by  the  carcases  washed  ashore  at  various 
parts  of  the  coast  ? — Certainly ; I consider  it  im- 
possible that  it  coukl  have  been  so  produced. 

280.  Do  you  agree  with  Professor  Brown  in 
believing  that  it  was  introduced  from  the  "Joseph 
Soamcs  ’’  ? — Indirectly  from  the  “ Joseph 
Soames  ”. 

281.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  that  out- 
break ? — It  was  on  the  4th  of  September. 

282.  What  day  of  the  week  was  that? — Wed- 
nesday, I think. 

283.  I was  in  Yorkshire,  was  I not  ?— I believe 
you  were. 

284.  You  telegraphed  for  me,  and  I came  up? — 
Yes. 

285.  When  did  we  issue  the  first  order? — We 
first  sent  down  Mr.  Wilkinson,  our  Inspector,  in 
Newcastle. 

286.  Upon  the  supposition  that  there  was 
cattle  plague,  you  ordered  Mr.  Wilkinson,  the 
neighbouring  Inspector,  to  proceed  to  the  spot? — 
Yes. 

287.  And  you  sent  down  Professor  Brown 
almost  immediately  ? — Almost  immediately. 

288.  Mr.  Wilkinson  was  one  of  our  Inspectors 
at  the  ports  ? — Yes,  at  Newcastle,  one  of  our  best 
Inspectors.  On  his  certifying  that  the  disease 
was  cattle  plague,  we  immediately  informed  the 
local  authority.  Professor  Brown  had  then 
already  started.  Mr.  Wilkinson’s  .Report  was 
received  on  the  5th  of  September,  and  on  the  6th, 
the  Friday,  Professor  Brown  was  on  the  spot, 
endeavouring  to  trace  the  history  of  the  out- 
break. 

289.  On  Friday,  I think,  I was  in  London  ?— ■ 
You  were. 

290.  On 
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290.  On  Saturday  the  order  was  issued  stop- 
pin  or  the  movement  of  cattle  in  the  East  hiding-  ? 

es ; Professor  Brown  having  telegraphed  to 
say  that  three  of  the  cattle  had  been  bought  at 
Hull,  and  that  there  was  no  indication  of  any 
other  part  of  the  country  having  received  the 

291.  On  that  Saturday  when  Lord  Hartington 
and  I issued  that  order,  the  only  fact  which  we 
had  before  us  was  the  undoubted  existence  of  the 
cattle  plague  in  one  farm  ?— Yes;  at  Yapliam. 

292.  The  order  that  we  issued  was,  stopping 
all  the  fairs  and  the  market  in  the  city  of  York, 
and  the  movement  of  all  cattle  in  the  East  Riding  ? 
Yc#,  as  well  as  the  markets. 

293.  Although  it  was  a matter  of  serious  ques- 
tion whether  we  ought  to  issue  so  strong  an  order 
on  the  Saturday,  there  being  only  an  outbreak  in 
one  farm,  yet  our  fears  were  quite  justified  by  the 
news  which  came  on  Monday.  Hid  we  not  re  - 
ceive  an  account  of  a from  outbreak  on.  Monday? 
— Yes. 

294.  One  great  reason  why  we_  issued  that 

order  at  once  was  to  do  everything  in  our  power 
to  prevent  the  conveyance  of  cattle  from  the 
East  Riding  to  the  London  market,  was  it  not  ? 
—Yes.  , 

' 295.  And  I suppose,  judging  from  what  hap- 
pened when  the  cattle  plague  broke  out  before, 
if  it  had  got  into  the  London  market  there  is 
every  reason  to  fear  that  it  would  have  been  all 
over  England  immediately  ? — In  a very  short 
time. 

296.  Do  you  think  that  the  Act  requires 
alteration  with  regard  to  the  cattle  plague? — I 
think  that  the  power  of  slaughter  should  be  ex- 
tended. 

297.  You  would  not  suggest  any  alteration 
with  regard  to  our  power  of  preventing  the  import 
from  other  countries  as  regards  cattle  plague  ? — 
No,  I think  there  are  ample  powers  for  preventing 
its  introduction. 

298.  You  do  not  suggest  any  alteration  with 
regal'd  to  - its  introduction,  but  after  it  has  once 
been  introduced  would  you  make  any  suggestion 
to  prevent  its  spreading  ? — I would  apply  the 
power  of  slaughter  not  only  to  infected  animals, 
and  to  animals  in  contact  with  infected  animals, 
but  also  to  any  animal  which,  in  the  opinion  of  a 
qualified  inspector,  would  be  likely  to  introduce 
the  disease  anywhere  else. 

299.  At  present  the  local  authority  is  ordered 
to  enforce  the  slaughter  of  all  animals  affected,  is 
it  not? — Yes. 

300.  But  it  lies  within  its  discretion  to  enforce 
the  slaughter  of  animals  which  have  been  herded 
with  those  that  are  infected? — It  does. 

301.  Would  you  take  away  that  discretion? — 
Yes;  I should  make  that  compulsory. 

302.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  although  we  have 
every  reason  to  be  thankful  for  the  care  taken 

fenerally  by  the  local  authorities,  aud  especially 
y Admiral  Duneombe,  in  getting  that  order 
carried  out,  yet  that  a good  deal  of  difficulty  was 
found  even  last  year  in  getting  those  animals 
slaughtered  which  had  been  herded  with  those 
which  were  affected  ? — Considerable  difficulty 
and  delay. 

303.  And  we  were  obliged  to  make  strong 
representations  to  the  East  Riding,  and  Admiral 
Duneombe  found  it  necessary  himself  to  take  very 
active  measures? — It  was  so. 

304.  But  you  would  go  still  further,  would  you 
not,  and  give  power  to  the  local  authority  to  order 
0.58. 


the  slaughter  of  animals  in  neighbouring  fields  jjjx.t 
and  farms? — I do  not  think  that  it  would  be  Buffi-  Alexander 
cient  to  give  it  to  the  local  authority ; it  would  IP'illiams. 

be  necessary,  I think,  to  give  it  to  the  Privy  

Council,  or  some  person  who  would  carry  it  out,  io  March 
but  there  should  be  the  power  to  slaughter  animals  1 ^73- 

which  would  be  likely  to  spread  disease. 

305.  Would  you  impose  upon  our  Department 
the  responsibility  of  drawing  a line  within  which 
we  should  slaughter  all  the  animals?— I cannot 
see  any  other  way  of  dealing  with  it. 

306.  Supposing  that  any  such  power  existed 
anywhere,  you  think  that  it  is  a power  that  ought 
to  be  exercised  by  the  Central  Department, 
rather  than  by  the  local  authority? — I think  that 
it  would  not  be  exercised  by  the  local  authority 
if  it  existed,  and,  therefore,  somebody  must 
supersede  their  action. 

307.  You  would  not  leave  such  power  to  the 
discretion  of  any  local  inspectors? — Certainly 
not. 

308.  But  it  ought  to  be  exercised,  you  think, 
according  to  the  orders  of  an  inspector  from  the 
Central  Department  ? — Certainly. 

309.  I understood  you  to  say,  I think,  that 
you  would  furnish  us  in  greater  detail  with  your 
suggestions  as  to  the  precautions  to  be  taken  at 
the  outposts  with  regard  to  cattle  from  scheduled  ‘ 
countries  ? — I will  do  so. 

310.  The  experience  that  we  gained  last 
autumn,  that  it  was  very  difficult  to  get  cattle 
slaughtered  which  had  been  herded  with  those 
which  were  diseased,  merely  confirms  the  expe- 
rience of  the  great  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague, 
does  it  not  ? —It.  does. 

311.  And  even  after  it  had  been  raging  for 
some  time,  and  people  were  convinced  that  no- 
thing but  slaughter  would  stamp  it  out,  it  was 
still  exceedingly  difficult  to  get  that  slaughter 
done,  was  it  not? — Very  difficult,  indeed;  and 
the  same  thing  has  been  found  in  every  country. 

312.  Therefore,  you  would  take  away  any  dis- 
cretion about  the  matter,  and  make  it  compulsory  ; 
would  you  suggest  any  alteration  in  the  amount 
of  compensation  for  slaughtered  animals  ?— I am 
scarcely  capable  of  giving  an  opinion  upon  that ; 
it  was  very  fully  discussed  in  Parliament,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  I could  give  any  additional  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 

313.  Have  you  found  any  obstacle  in  carrying 
out  the  Act,  in  consequence  of  the  present  regu- . 
lation  with  regard  to  compensation  in  reference 
to  cattle  plague? — I could  not  say  positively 

314.  Do  you  agree  with  the  recommendation 
of  the  International  Conference  at  Vienna,  that 
for  all  animals  killed,  and  goods  destroyed,  by 
order  of  the  authorities,  for  the  purpose  ol  sup- 
pressing the  cattle  plague,  the  owner  shall  receive 
compensation  equal  to  their  value  ? I do  not ; I 
think  I gave  no  vote  upon  that  matter.  When 
the  compensation  was  increased  in  the  Nether- 
lands, returns  of  cattle  plague  came  in  enormous 
numbers  when  they  paid  the  full  value,  and  lots 
of  animals  were  probably  slaughtered  which  were 
not  affected  by  it ; I should  say  that  the  tuLL 

value  should  not  be  paid.  . , 

315.  You  would  consider  that  if  an  animal  lias 

the  cattle  plague  its  value  goes  down  almost  to 
nothing? — Certainly.  , , ' f 

316.  And  you  would  consider  that  the  value  ol 
an  animal,  which  happens  to  be  in  a field  along 
side  of  an  animal  which,  has  the  cattle . plague, 
would  be  very  much  diminished  ? — Certainly. 
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317.  Do  you  consider  that  the  market  price  of 
those  animals  which  are  in  an  adjacent  field 
would  be  diminished  if  all  the  facts  were  known? 
— I should  say  so,  because  they  would  not  be 
slaughtered  unless  they  were  likely  to  get  the 
disease. 

318.  Do  you  consider  that  pleuro-pneumoma 
has  been  largely  introduced  from  abroad  during 
the  last  few  years  ? — Not  largely. 

319.  Do  you  think  it  has  been  introduced  to 
any  extent  from  Holland  ? — I should  say  not. 

320.  Or  from  Denmark? — Certainly  not,  I 
should  say ; there  is  a record  in  the  Report  of 
all  the  cases  which  have  been  detected,  and  every 
case  which  lias  been  stated,  which  lias  come  before 
me,  I have  been  careful  to  inquire  into,  and  I 
have  found  that  the  evidence  was  inconclusive  in 
every  instance  that  the  disease  had  been  intro- 
duced by  foreign  animals.  . 

321.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  it  has 
been  introduced  from  Spain  or  from  Portugal? — 
No,  I think  not. 

322.  The  main  part  of  our  import  from  un- 
scheduled countries  conies  from  Spain,  Portu- 
gal, Denmark,  and  Holland,  does  it  not? — Yes, 
I should  sav  so. 

323.  And  you  do  not  believe  that  pleuuo-pneu- 
monia  has  been  introduced,  to  any  extent,  from 
those  countries  ? — I do  not. 

324.  Do  you  believe  that  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease has  been  introduced,  to  any  extent,  from 
those  countries  ? — Not  into  the  country  ; we  have 
had  a good  many  cases  brought  to  the  ports,  but 
not  only  the  animals  themselves,  but  all  the  ani- 
mals brought  with  them  have  been  slaughtered. 

325.  The  regulation  is,  that  whenever  any 
animal,  infected  with  the  loot  and  mouth  disease, 
is  in  a cargo,  the  whole  of  that  cargo  is  slaughtered 
at  its  lauding? — Yes. 

326.  And  the  importers  have  made  very  strong 
representations  against  that,  have  they  not? — 
Yes. 

327.  And  those  representations  have  been 
backed  by  deputations  from  the  butchers  and  con- 
sumers of  the  towns  in  the  North  of  England? 
— They  have. 

328.  Tlie  restriction,  with  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  upon  the  importation  of  animals 
from  abroad  is  very  much  more  stringent,  is  it 
not,  than  with  regard  to  animals  from  Ireland? 
— Yes;  except  the  restrictions  applying  to  home 
animals,  there  are  no  further  restrictions  with 
regard  to  Ireland. 

329.  We  do  not  order  the  slaughter  of  home  or 
Irish  animals  for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  under 
any  circumstances  ? — No. 

330.  With  regard  to  the  foreign  import,  the 
presence  of  an  animal  infected  involves  the 
slaughter  of  the  rest  of  the  cargo;  but  nothing 
of  the  sort  applies  to  home  animals  going  from 
one  place  to  another,  or  to  Irish  animals  coming 
into  En eland  ? — That  is  so. 

331.  Have  not  great  complaints  been  made  as 
to  that  by  the  foreign  importers  ? — There  have 
been  many  complaints. 

332.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  tbe  pre- 
sence of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  within  the 
last  year  or  two,  is  mainly,  or  to  a considerable 
extent,  owing  to  foreign  import? — I have  no 
reason  to  believe  so. 

333.  With  regard  to  Deptford,  when  animals 
arrive  there,  how  soon  must  they  be  slaughtered? 
— They  are  detained  until  two  inspections  have 
taken  place,  the  last  one  of  which  must  be  by 


daylight. ; so  that  if  the  first  takes  place  when 
they  land,  say  at  six  o’clock  in  the  evening,  the 
second  examination  will  take  place  in  the  morning. 
If  the  first  examination  took  place  in  the  morning’ 
and  it  was  dark  at  the  expiration  of  12  hours* 
they  would  be  detained  24  hours,  until  the  next 
morning,  for  a day-light  examination,  as  a last 
examination. 

334.  How  long  can  they  be  kept  after  exami- 
nation ? — They  must  be  slaughtered  within  10 
days. 

335.  Has  scab  been  more  prevalent  in  this 
country  lately,  or  not? — I should  think  there 
has  not  been  much  difference  from  last  year. 

336.  Do  you  think  that  it  lias  been  introduced 
much  from  abroad  ? — W e slaughter  them  all  for 
scab,  and  during  the  year  there  have  conic  from 
Belgium  14;  from  France,  one;  from  Germany, 
414 ; from  Holland,  nine ; from  Norway,  40* 
(which  were  returned  to  Norway),  and  seven 
from  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  All  these  were 
slaughtered.  I have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
auy  one  of  them  introduced  any  scab  iuto  this 
country. 

337.  Not  only  were  all  those  slaughtered,  but 
all  the  animals  wliicli  came  in  the  same  cargo 
with  them  were  slaughtered  ? — Yes,  except  the 
40  which  were  i-eturned  to  Norway. 

338.  Supposing  that  we  were  to  schedule  all 
countries,  and  that  we  were  to  oblige  all  animals 
arriving  at  our  ports  to  be  slaughtered  at  the 
port  of  landing,  do  you  think  that  that  would  put 
an  end  to  pleuro-pneumonia  in  tlie  country  ?— - 
Certainly  not. 

339.  To  foot  and  mouth  disease? — No,  cer- 
tainly not. 

340.  To  scab  ? — Certainly  not. 

341.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  materially 
diminish  either  of  those  diseases  ? — I do  not  think 
it  would  diminish  them  at  all.  That  is  my  firm 
belief.  After  carefully  going  into  a great  number 
of  eases,  I have  never  been  able  to  trace  a single 
case ; there  are  cases,  I have  no  doubt,  of  those 
diseases  being  introduced  by  foreign  animals,  but 
in  every  case  I have  gone  into  the  evidence  has 
failed. 

342.  Do  you,  or  do  you  not,  consider  that,  if 
combined  with  that  stoppage  of  foreign  import, 
there  was  any  relaxation  of  home  restrictions, 
there  would  he  a considerable  increase  of  disease  ? 
— A considerable  increase  of  disease. 

343.  Of  course,  we  grow  the  greatest  quantity 
of  the  meat  which  we  consume,  but  there  is  a 
very  considerable  import  of  foreign  live  meat,  is 
there  not  ?—  There  is. 

344.  So  much  so  that  even  if  there  be  some 
risk  in  the  consequent  introduction,  it  is  a risk 
which  we  must  be  prepared  to  run  in  order  to 
obtain  tlie  necessary  supply  ? — I believe  so. 

345.  In  your  Report,  at  page  25,  you  make  a 
calculation  of  the  proportion  which  the  foreign 
supply  of  cattle,  and  also  the  Irish  supply,  bears 
to  the  home  supply  of  cattle  ? — I do. 

346.  And  you  have  still  reason  to  believe  that 
calculation  to  he  correct? — Siuiply  as  a statis- 
tical calculation. 

347.  In  the  year  1870,  for  instance,  you  think 
that  the  home  supply  was  about  60^  per  cent,  of 
our  live  cattle ; the  Irish  supply  27  A per  cent., 
and  the  foreign  supply  12£  per  cent.  ? — Just  so. 

348.  As  regards  the  weight,  I suppose  Schles- 
wig cattle  would  run  alongside  of  some  of  our 
heavier  animals  ? — I believe  so,  but  I am  not  at 
all  practically  acquainted  with  that ; I have  taken 

the 
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the  figures  which  the  honourable  Member  for 
South  Norfolk  furnished,  1 believe,  to  the  journal 
of  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  namely,  500  lbs. 

349.  The  agricultural  returns  are  tarnished 

by  the  officers  of  Inland  Revenue,  are  they  not? 
__By  the  Board  of  Trade  through  the  officers  of 
Inland  Revenue.  . . , 

350.  The  question  I am  now  going  to  aslc  you 
is  one  which  I ask  you  of  your  own  knowledge,  of 
your  own  department.  I do  not  suppose  that 
you  would  think  yourself  justified  m giving  an 
answer  with  regard  to  another  department ; but 
looking  merely  at  your  own  department,  do  you 
not  consider  that  those  returns  might  with  great 
advantage  be  supplied  by  the  inspectors  under 
our  department  ?— I think  it  would  give  them 
such  a knowledge  of  all  matters  relating  to  the 
cattle,  such  a thorough  knowledge  of  the  cattle 
population  of  the  country,  that  it  would  enable 
them  to  carry  out  the  law,  and  to  see  that  it  was 
carried  out  much  more  efficiently  than  can  be 
done  so  long  as  the  things  are  separated. 

351.  Do  you  not  suppose  that  in  all  proba- 
bility it  would  result  in  a considerable  saving? — 

I should  imagine  so,  certainly. 

352.  I am  not  now  speaking  of  the  inspectors 
at  the  ports  merely,  but  I am  speaking  of  the  in- 
spectors throughout  the  country,  and  the  local 
authorities  ; do  you  not  think,  that  if  those  in- 
spectors and  the  local  authorities  performed  their 
duties  under  the  Act  they  would  be  able,  with 
much  less  trouble  than  persons  employed  specially 
for  the  purpose,  to  make  the  returns  to  the  Inland 
Revenue?-  I should  rather  say  that  the  persons 
who  take  the  agricultural  returns  would  have 
more  facilities  for  working  out  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  than  perfectly  indepen- 
dent persons. 

353.  But  in  order  to  do  that  they  ought  to  be 
qualified  in  other  ways  with  veterinary  know- 
ledge, ought  they  not?— Yes;  the  present  in- 
spectors are  not  so  qualified,  arul  therefore  I can 
hardly  imagine  that  the  present  inspectors,  and 
the  local  authorities  would  be  able  to  do  either 
the  one  or  the  other.  1 do  not  think  that  it  could 
be  carried  out  without  qualified  veterinary  sur- 
geons as  inspectors. 

354.  Do  the  same  persons  make  the  returns 
for  cattle  as  for  corn  at  present? — I am  not 
aware. 

355.  You  simply  think  that  whoever  is  em- 
ployed in  inspecting  animals  ought  to  be  able  to 
give  the  statistics  with  regard  to  animals  ? For 
instance,  in  Portugal,  and  in  two  or  three  coun- 
tries,.the  people  who  collect  the.  agricultural  re- 
turns have  districts  allotted  to  them,  and  they 
absolutely  know  every  animal  in  the  district  per- 
fectly well ; every  animal  born  and  everything 
about  it,  so  that  they  would  be  much  more 
capable  of  seeing  that  the  regulations  were 
carried  out  than  people  who  had  no  knowledge 
on  the  subject  whatever.  Therefore,  I think  that 
if  the  inspectors  under  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act  would  take  the  returns  also,  they 
would  be  much  more  competent  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

356.  With  regard  to  sheep-pox,  there  have 
been  one  or  two  outbreaks  since  1869,  have  there 
not  ? — No  outbreak  at  all ; three  sheep  have  been 
landed  with  sheep-pox ; one  in  1869,  one  iu  1870, 
and  one  in  1871. 

357.  You  consider  that  our  present  regulations 
have  been  proved  to  be  quite  efficient  enough  as 
regards  slieep-pox? — I do;  I believe  that  the 
. 0.58. 


slaughter  of  the  animals  would  reduce  the  time  Mr. 
of  the  existence  of  the  disease,  and  to  that  extent  Alexander 
reduce  the  number  of  cases ; but  that  the  present  Williams. 
regulations  as  to  isolation  are  perfectly  sufficient  ~TT~  , 
to  prevent  its  spreading  if  properly  carried  out.  1 

358.  Some  persons,  especially  in  Norfolk,  have 
strongly  recommended  that  there  should  be  tbe 
same  regulation  with  regard  to  sheep-pox  as  with 
regard  to  cattle  plague,  would  you  recommend 
that  ? — I would  not ; it  would  not  have  the  same 
advantage;  slaughter  would  be  advantageous, 
but  not  necessary. 

359.  Experience  proves  that  we  have  been 
able  to  stamp  it  out  very  quickly? — Yes. 

360.  Professor  Brown,  in  page  23  of  the 
Appendix,  recommends  that  there  should  be 
power  to  slaughter  all  animals  that  actually  have 
the  disease  of  sheep-pox,  do  you  disagree  with 
that  recommendation? — No,  I think  it  would  be 


advantageous,  but  not  necessary;  that  is  the 
distinction  which  I make. 

361.  At  present  we  can  only  compel  isolation? 

— That  is  all. 

362.  As  regards  the  cattle  plague  and  the  sheep 
pox,  the  effect  of  the  efforts  to  prevent  their 
spread  in  the  country  you  consider  to  have  been 
on  the  whole  successful  ? — Certainly. 

363.  You  would  not  think  that  there  has  been 
anything  like  the  same  success  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia ? — I do  not. 

364.  It  still  exists  to  a great  extent  in  the 
country,  does  it  not  ?—  It  does. 

365.  Do  you  think  it  has  actually  increased 
within  the  last  few  years  or  not?— It  is  very 
difficult  to  discover ; the  returns  show  a greater 
number  of  cases,  but  that  may  be  due  to  increased 
vigilance  in  finding  out  the  disease  and  sending 
in  tbe  returns. 

366.  Before  the  Act  was  passed,  there  was  no 
attempt  at  all  to  stop  the  disease  in  the  country, 
was  there  ?— None  at  all. 

367.  And  consequently  it  would  be  some  years 
befor«  persons  would  get  accustomed  to  putting 
the  Act  into  operation?— Quite  so. 

368.  And,  therefore,  the  fact  that  the  returns 
which  we  obtain  do  not  show  a decrease,  is  no 
proof  that  there  is  not  a decrease  ?— It  is  not. 

369.  But  nevertheless  pleuro-pneumoma  still 
exists,  does  it  not? — It  does. 

370.  Would  you  make  any  suggestion  with 
reward  to  an  improvement  in  Ihe  method,  ot 
stoopin'*  it?— I can  scarcely  make  a suggestion 
with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  without  saying 
also  that  I would  impose  the  same  general  regu- 
lation with  regard  to  all  contagious  and  infectious 

diseases.  A mere  declaration  of  the  inspectoi 
should  make  a place  an  infected  place,  simply  lor 
the  purpose  of  stopping  the  movement  within  the 
district;  I think  that  the  movement  should  be 
stopped  within  a district  in  which  a case  ot  any 
of  those  infectious  or  contagious  diseases  occurred. 

371.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  very 
prevalent  cf  late,  has  it  not?— It  has. 

372.  It  is  sometimes  supposed  that  the  out 
break  last  year  was  more  virulent  ancl  more  ex- 
tended than  any  previous  outbreak  in  tbe  country, 
do  you  think  that  that  was  so  ?— I have  no  liffor- 
mafion  with  regard  to  that;  that  is  rather  a 

"t?  ffiScase,  i,  it  not,  that  there  is  much 
quicker  communication  with  the  central dsP“': 
ment  with  regard  to  that  disease  than  theie  ever 
was  between  me  provinces  and  London  respect- 
ing it  before?  - Except  during  the  lasL  y* 
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Mr.  during  which  we  have  not  treated  returns  of  foot 
Alexander  and  mouth  disease. 

Williams.  374.  Going  back  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  there 
— — • was  an  application  from  several  places,  was  there 

i o March  not,  to  order  the  slaughter  of  animals  affected  ? — 
,873-  There  was. 

375.  And  after  that  application  had  been  made 
from  many  counties  an  order  was  at  last  issued 
permitting  such  slaughter  ? — Yes. 

376.  What  was  the  date  of  that  order? — Six- 
teenth of  February  1871. 

377.  Have  many  counties  made  use  of  it? — ■ On 
the  31st  of  December,  only  28  local  authorities 
altogether  had  it  in  operation,  of  which  22  were 
counties,  and  six  boroughs. 

378.  That  order  not  only  enabled  the  local 
authority  to  enforce  the  slaughter,  but  compelled 
it  to  give  compensation,  did  it  not? — It  did ; 
there  was  another  order  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia as  to  the  slaughter  of  animals  after 
contact. 

379.  There  was  an  order  issued  on  the  31st  of 
December  1872,  was  there  not,  enabling  cattle  to 
be  slaughtered  which  had  been  in  contact  with 
cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — Yes,  but 
it  was  dated  the  5th  of  November. 

380.  And  that  has  been  applied  in  five 
counties,  but  not  in  any  borough ; is  not  that  so  ? 
— Yes. 

381.  "With  regard  to  foot-and-mouth  disease  : 
in  September  1869,  in  consequence  of  an  outbreak 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  and  several  counties 
having  requested  that  the  Foot-and-Mouth  Dis- 
ease Regulations  (which  are  optional)  should  be 
made  compulsory,  an  order  was  issued,  I believe, 
applying  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  to  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  through  the  whole  of  the 
country  ? — Yes. 

382.  Do  you  recollect  how  many  local  autho- 
rities had  asked  for  the  issue  of  that  order  ? — I 
cannot  recollect  the  number.  There  were  com- 
plaints made  that  the  provisions  and  restrictions 
of  the  Act  were  not  sufficient  to  check  the  foot- 
and-m  outh  disease,  and  the  Privy  Council  passed 
an  Order  applying  the  provisions  of  the  Act  re- 
lating to  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  laying  down 
certain  rules  instead  of  the  pleuro-pneumonia 
Tides. 

383.  The  Act  passed  on  the  9th  of  August, 
and  this  order  wras  issued  on  the  28  th  of  Sep- 
tember 1869.  That  was  an  order  enforcing  the 
application  of  the  provisions  with  regard  to 
pleuro-pneumonia,  with  some  slight  altera- 
tions, in  the  case  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 
throughout  the  country?— It  was. 

384.  It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  that  order  was 
issued  immediately  after  my  return  from  abroad, 
whence  I had  returned  in  consequence  of  the 
outbreak  ? — -Yes. 

385.  Will  you,  if  you  can,  furnish  the  number 
of  local  authorities  who  bad  requested  the  issuing 
of  that  order  ? — I was  away  when  that  order  was 
passed. 

386.  After  that  order  had  been  passed  many 
counties  very  strongly  protested  against  its  en- 
forcement, did  they  not  ? — They  did. 

387.  And,  in  consequence,  finding  that  public 
opinion  did  not  agree  with  the  Department  in  its 
enforcement,  the  order  was  revoked,  and,  in  place 
of  it,,  another  order  was  issued  allowing  the 
counties  to  enforce  such  orders,  if  they  thought 
fit  to  do  so  ? — Yes,  permissive  orders. 

388.  When  was  the  date  of  that?—  Sixteenth 
of  December  1869. 


389.  Can  you  tell  us  without  much  difficulty 
how  many  local  authorities  enforce  the  pleuro 
pneumonia  rules  with  the  slight  alteration  which 
was  made  for  foot-and-mouth  disease,  and  how 
many^do  not  ?— Twenty -three  enforce  them  out 

390.  The  Order  of  January  1870  was  modified 
by  the  Consolidated  Order,  which  was  issued  on 
the  8th  of  November  1870? — Yes,  after  the  30th 
of  November  the  returns  for  foot  and  mouth 
disease  were  much  simplified. 

391.  But  at  present  a discretion  rests  with  the 
local  authorities  whether  they  do  or  do  not  en- 
force the  special  rules  with  regard  to  the  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  ? — Merely  for  prohibition-  or 
regulating  the  movement  of  animals  out  of°any 
field,  stable,  shed,  and  so  forth : but  those  rules 
were  not  adopted  for  foot-and-mouth  disease. 

392.  What  are  the  present  rules  with  respect 
to  which  they  have  discretion  ?—  Article  28  of 
the  General  Order,  by  which  a local  authority 
may  from  time  to  time  make  regulations  « for 
prohibiting  or  regulating  the  movement  out  of 
any  field,  stable,  cowshed,  or  other  premises 
in  which  foot-and-mouth  disease  has  been  found 
to  exist,  of  any  animal  that  has  been  in  the  same 
field,  stable,  cowshed,  or  other  premises  with  or 
in  contact  with  any  animal  affected  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease.” 

393-  Discretion  lies  with  the  local  authorities 
whether  they  do  or  do  not  enforce  this  regula- 
tion ? — That  is  so. 

394..  Can  you  tell  us  in  what  counties  that 
discretion  is  used  for  enforcement,  and  in  what 
counties  it  is  not? — I can  do  so  in  the  course  of 
a day  or  two,  so  far  as  wc  have  received  informa- 
tion. 

395.  Although  there  arc  several  counties  which 
decliue  to  put  in  force  those  regulations,  were 
not  strong  representations  made  last  autumn  for 
much  more  stringent  regulations  with  regard  to 
foot-and-mouth  disease?— Both  then  and  since. 

396.  What  did  those  representations  demand? 
— That  the  cattle  plague  restrictions  should  bo 
put  on  for  the  purpose  of  stopping  the  disease. 

397.  That  is  to  say,  that  markets  should  he 
stopped  for  a time  (and  I think  the  time  gene- 
rally suggested  was  six  weeks),  and  that  no 
cattle  should  be  allowed  to  be  moved  without  a 
license  7 — Quite  so. 

398.  And  the  department,  after  much  con- 
sideration, felt  that  they  could  not  advise  such 
stringent  regulations  for  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — Certainly  not. 

399.  From  what  parts  of  the  country  did  those 
representations  mainly  come  ? — I can  scarcely 
say  off-hand. 

400.  There  was  one  very  strong  one  from 
Northumberland,  was  there  not? — There  was. 

401.  Could  you  furnish  the  Committee*  at 
their  next  sitting,  with  the  principal  counties 
from  which  those  representations  came  ? — Yes. 

402.  At  first  an  attempt  was  made  to  obtain 
detailed  returns  from  the  local  authorities  with  • 
regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease? — That  was 
so. 

403.  Did  you  find  it  easy  to  obtain  such  re- 
turns, or  not? — It  was  very  difficult  to  obtain 
them. 

404.  I believe  you  made  very  reiterated  efforts 
to  get  them  more  correct? — We  did. 

405..  And  at  last,  finding  that  they  could  not 
be  relied  upon,  and  that  they  were  very  partially 
furnished,  acting  on  my  advice  and  Lord  Ripon’s, 

you 
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you  discontinued  asking  for  those  returns?— We 

406.  Did  you  not  find,  at  any  rate,  that  pre- 
viously to  last  autumn  there  were  many  parts 
of  the  country  in  which  there  was  a strong  feel- 
incr,  that  the  restrictions  which  we  attempted  to 
enforce  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
were  worse  than  the  disease  itself;  that  the 
remedy  was  worse  than  the  disease  ? — In  many 
parts  of  the  country  it  was  so. 

407.  And  in  fact,  that  public  opinion  did  not 
support  the  department  in  any  strong  efforts  to 
stop  it?— I think  not,  though  perhaps  that  is 
modified  to  some  extent  now ; there  seems  to  be 
more  feeling  in  favour  of  strong  restrictions  for 
stopping  foot  and  month  disease  than  there  was  ; 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  it  was  considered 
by  many  absurd  to  put  it  into  the  Act,  they 
thought  it  so  unimportant.,  but  now  I think  the 
feeling  is  very  much  modified,  and  in  other 
countries  it  is  so  too. 

408.  Are  there  other  countries  in  Europe 
where  they  have  very  strong  regulations  with 
regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  in  Switz- 
erland. 

409.  Do  you  recollect  the  regulations  there? — . 
Up  to  the  end  of  last  year  they  had,  first  of  all, 
to  prevent  the  movement  of  animals  affected  by 
this  disease,  and  then,  to  insure  this,  licenses 
were  required  for  the  movement  of  any  cattle 
above  six  months’  old. 

410.  Do  you  think  that  at  present  the  Act,  or 
the  administration  of  the  Act,  does  anything  to 
stop  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I 
certainly  think  that  the  disease  would  be  infinitely 
worse  if  nothing  were  done. 

411.  But  still,  would  you  consider  that  we 
have  been  at  all  successful  in  our  efforts  to  stop 
it? — I think  not,  because  the  Act  has  not  been 
enforced. 

412.  Is  it  the  case  that  in  some  districts  the 
Act- is  enforced,  and  that  in  neighbouring  dis- 
tricts there  is  no  attempt  to  enforce  it? — It  is 
so. 

413.  At  the  same  time  it  is  enforced  by  the 
county,  and  not  put  in  force  by  the  boroughs  ? — 
It  is  so. 

414.  And  in  those  places  in  which.it  is  put  in 
force  is  there  not  a great  difference  in  the  mode 
in  which  it  is  attempted  to  be  done  ? — It  is  so. 

415.  Do  you  imagine  that  there  would  be  any 
chance  of  really  stamping  out  the  disease  if  com- 
pulsory isolation  were  enforced  throughout  the 
country? — With  other  precautions,  certainly. 

416.  It  was  the  case,  was  it  not,  that  while  the 
regulations  were  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  cattle 
plague  the  effect  of  thus  diminishing  the  move- 
ment of  animals  -without  licenses  would  very 
much  diminish  foot  and  mouth  disease? — It  al- 
most entirely  got  rid  of  it ; there  was  scarcely  a 
case  to  be  found. 

417.  Would  you  not  say  that  although  there 
are  outbreaks  more  or  less  violent,  coming  at  in- 
tervening spaces  of  two  or  three,  or  four,  or  more 
years,  yet  that  the  diseases  have  been  existing 
in  the  country  for  the  last  20  or  30  years? — 
Certainly. 

418.  1 observe  in  your  Report,  at  page  25,  that 
after  two  suggestions  about  which  we  have 
already  asked  you  with  regard  to  the  foreign  im- 
port, .you  make  two  suggestions  as  to  the  home 
movement  of  animals,  one  being  that  we  should 
increase  our  restrictions  on  the  movement  of 
animals,  and  make  those  restrictions  uniform 

0.58. 


and  compulsory ; how  would  you  so  increase  the  Mr. 
restrictions?—!  should  do  so  by  the  method  Alexander 
which  I explained  a short  time  ago,  namely,  by  Williams. 

making  infected  places  in  the  case  of  any  of  those  

diseases.  30  March 

419.  Taking  foot  and  mouth  disease,  for  in-  3873- 
stance,  you  would  make  it  compulsory  that  any 

place  in  which  it  was  discovered  should  be  con- 
sidered an  infected  place? — That  is  to  say,  that 
under  the  certificate  of  an  inspector  that  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  existed  in  any  place,  that 
place  should  thereupon  become  an  infected  place, 
and  all  movements  should  be  immediately  stopped 
in  a rather  large  district  at  first. 

420.  Your  next  suggestion  is  “ to  provide,  by 
Government  supervision  and  by  licenses  for 
movement,  for  these  restrictions  being  more 
efficiently  carried  out  ” ; then  am  I to  understand 
that,  for  foot  and  mouth  dis'ease,  you  would  oblige 
every  local  authority  to  declare  the  place  in  which 
it  breaks  out  infected,  and  to  prevent  the  move- 
ment of  any  animal  from  that  place,  except  by 
license  ? — Y es.  In  the  infected  places  no  move- 
ment should  be  allowed  without  the  license  or 
consent  of  the  inspector.  The  area  of  these  in- 
fected places,  although  lar<?e  at  first,  might  he 
allowed  to  lie  reduced  by  the  declaration  of  the 
local  authority. 

421.  You  do  not  consider  that  merely  giving 
the  local  authorities  power  to  do  this  would  have 
any  effect  at  all  ? — No. 

422.  It  must  be  made  obligatory  from  the 
central  department?  — I 6ee  no  other  way  of 
carrying  it  out. 

423.  Do  you  think  that  the  officers  of  the 
local  authorities  could  be  relied  upon  for  its  due 
observance  ? — I think  the  officers  of  the  local 
authorities  should  be  independent. 

424.  Do  you  think  that  the  officers  should  be 
appointed  by  the  department  throughout  the 
kingdom  ? — I think  so. 

425.  Who  should  give  the  licenses  ? — The 
Inspector.  He  should  be  assisted  by  the  officers 
of  the  local  authority  who  might  carry  out  all  the 
details  under  his  superintendence. 

426.  Would  you  not  leave  the  licenses  to  he 
given  bv  the  justices  ? — I do  not  think  so ; I am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  justices  do  not  inquire 
much  into  the  circumstances,  on  the  whole. 

427.  You  think  that  you  could  not  rely  suf- 
ficiently upon  the  investigations  of  the  justices 
to  make  that  of  much  force  ? — I think  not. 

428.  Was  it  not  the  case  that  during  the 
greatest  violence  of  the  cattle  plague  great  diffi- 
culty was  found  in  carrying  out  with  real 
stringency  the  restrictions  as  to  isolation  and 
movement  ?— At  first  there  was,  hut  afterwards 
they  were  pretty  well  carried  out,  except  with 
regard  to  the  licenses. 

429.  Do  you  think  that  it  is  at  all  probable, 

seeing  that  the  deaths  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  are  a very  small  per-centagc,  that  public 
opinion  would  sufficiently  support  such  stringent 
regulations,  so  as  really  to  enable  yon  to  carry 
them  out?— I did  not  formerly  think  so;  but, 
looking  to  the  estimates  made  not  only  in  this 
country  but  abroad,  with  regard  to  the  enormous 
losses  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  I think,  it 
the  public  could  be  shown  that  those  losses  were 
really  not  imaginary,  they  would  probably  sup- 
port the  regulations.  ' 

430.  Then  your  hope  that  these  regulations 
will  he  carried  out  lies  in  your  belief  that, 
the  public  will  he  convinced  of  the  necessity 
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Mr.  from  a proper  estimate  of  the  loss  ? — I think  it 
Alexander  possible. 

Williams.  431.  Is  that  confirmed  by  the  experience 

which  you  have  had  ? — The  experience  of  those 

io  March  -who  have  inquired  into  the  matter. 
j873-  432.  Is  there  any  country,  except  Switzerland, 

in  which  you  have  reason  to  suppose  that  those 
regulations  are  strictly  carried  out? — I do  not 
think  they  are  strictly  carried  out  in  Switzer- 
land. In  Germany  and  in  the  Netherlands  they 
do  not  attempt  to  carry  them  out. 

433.  Although  in  Germany  and  Holland  they 
have  very  strong  regulations  with  regard  to 
cattle  plague,  they  do  not  attempt  to  carry  out 
regulations  with  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease? — So  I believe.  In  Switzerland  they 
tried  it  last  year  by  means  of  the  cantons.  There 
is  a report  just  received  that,  notwithstanding 
the  attempts  of  the*  cantons  to  carry  out  the 
regulation,  they  failed  to  check  the  disease  be- 
cause they  did  not  cany  them  out;  and  the 
Federal  Council  have  now  passed  a more 
stringent  law  on  the  matter,  and  they  will  them- 
selves see  that  they  are  carried  out. 

434.  Am  I right  in  taking  this  impression  from 
your  Report,  and  what  you  have  said  to-day, 
that  you  think  it  is  not  of  much  use  to  contend 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  at  all,  unless  we 
make  it  compulsory  throughout  the  country  that 
a place  where  it  occurs  should  be  declared  in- 
fected, and  that  there  should  be  a prevention  of 
movement  without  license? — I believe  so;  I 
do  not  mean  in  that  particular  way,  but  in  some 
similar  method,  movement  should  be  prevented 
in  any  place  where  the  disease  exists.  - 

435.  And  you  think  that  that  would  be  effec- 
tual if  it  were  carried  out  ? — I do. 

436.  And  you  think  that  it  could  not  be  carried 
out,  unless  under  very  strong  supervision  from 
the  central  department  ? — I do. 

437.  And  your  ground  for  hoping  that  it  would 
then  be  successful  is  your  trust  that  public 
opinion  might  support  it  ? — It  would  be  success- 
ful, whether  it  were  supported  or  not,  if  it  were 
absolutely  carried  out;  but  it  is  a question  of 
expense. 

438.  You  mean  that  the  department  should  be 
prepared,  out  of  Treasury  money,  to  do  the  work 
if  the  local  authorities  did  not  do  it  ? — Quite  so, 
and  to  recover  it  from  the  local  authority  if 
thought  advisable. 

439.  You  would  not  order  cattle  to  be  killed 
for  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I should  not. 

440.  Supposing  that  you  had  these  regulations 
in  force,  and  a case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
occurred,  say,  in  the  market  on  Norwich  Hill, 
what  would  you  do? — I can  scarcely  go  into  de- 
tail ; I am  quite  prepared  to  go  into  it  if  I had 
time  to  prepare  the  details,  but  I have  not  as  yet 
had  time.  1 should  make  the  inspector  absolutely 
and  really  responsible  that  everything  that,  was 
proper  was  done,  and  I should  dismiss  him  if  he 
did  not  do  it. 

441.  Would  not  that  imply,  in  order  to  be  suc- 
cessful, that  there  should  be  power  somewhere, 
and  that  that  power  should  be  sometimes  used  to 
stop  markets  on  account  of  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease ?— It  might  become  necessary,  though  I do 
not  think  it  would  be  necessary  as  a general  mea- 
sure, but  only  in  particular  instances. 

442.  Supposing  that  Parliament,  or  that  the 
Government,  were  not  prepared  to  carry  out  those 
very  stringent  regulations,  would  you  consider  it 
of  much  use  to  carry  on  the  present  regulations 


with  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease? 

Very  little;  I think  it  may  have  some  effect  in 
checking  the  disease,  but  not  to  any  great  extent. 

443.  Supposing  there  was  no  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  a district  at  all,  would  you  have  any 
restrictions  whatever?— No. 

444.  Then  you  uould  not  subject  the  district 
to  any  restriction  until  the  disease  had  been  re- 
ported ? — Certainly  not. 

445.  Would  you  rely  upon  the  local  authority 
for  reporting  ? — I should  not. 

.446.  Then  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  officers 
from  thecentral  department  to  report? — Certainly. 

447.  Then,  in  fact,  in  order  to  effectually  stop 
the  disease,  you  think  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  inspectors  throughout  the  country  appointed 
by  and  responsible  to  the  central  department? 
— It  is  the  only  way,  I think,  in  which  it  can  be 
checked. 

448.  Do  you  think  they  would  be  able  to  get 
this  information  ? — Yes,  if  there  were  compulsory 
powers  of  entry. 

449.  Another  suggestion  would  be  that  there 
should  be  compulsory  powers  of  entry? — Yes. 

450.  Inasmuch  as  there  would  be  no  slaughter 
for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  there  would  of  course 
be  no  compensation  ; and  would  not  the  owner 
have  a very  strong  inducement  to  conceal  the 
disease? — I should  hope  there  would  be  such 
machinery  that  it  could  not  be  concealed. 

451.  Then  in  order  that  it  should  be  found  out, 
would  it  not  be  requisite  that  the  inspector  should 
be  constantly  visiting  almost  every  farm?— He 
should  constantly  know  what  was  going  on  at 
every  farm. 

452.  Have  you  at  all  considered  what  number 
of  inspectors  would  be  necessary? — Yes,  it  would 
require  a very  large  number ; but  that  does  not 
at  all  alter  my  opinion  as  to  the  necessity. 

453.  Have  you  at  all  estimated  the  amount  of 
bill  upon  the  Treasury  that  it  would  imply  ? — A 
very  large  amount. 

454.  Of  course,  although  put  in  force  by  in- 
spectors appointed  by  the  central  department. 
Parliament  might  require  that  the  expenses 
should  be  defrayed  by  the  locality ? — Yes ; I 
give  no  opinion  upon  that. 

455.  But  you  are  strongly  of  opinion  that  in 
order  to  make  these  restrictions  of  real  force,  we 
must  rely  upon  administration  from  a central  de- 
partment, and  not  upon  local  administration  ?— 
Certainly. 

456.  And,  I suppose,  your  reason  for  that 
would  be  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  the 
local  authorities  to  be  sufficiently-  convinced  of 
the  danger  from  the  disease  to  induce  them  to 
incur  the  loss  consequent  upon  this  mode  of  pre- 
venting it  ? — I should  think  so. 

457..  We  have  in  a county  a great  many  local 
authorities ; at  present  each  borough  is  a local 
authority  ; does  much  practical  evil  result  from 
that? — Very  great. 

458.  You  would  prefer  for  working  the  Act 
that  there  should  be  only  one  local  authority  ? — - 
I am  not  prepared  to-  say  exactly  what  form  of 
local  authority  there  should  be,  but  it  is  certainly 
objectionable  to  have  a borough  and  a county 
with  separate  jurisdictions. 

459.  Do  you  imagine  that  the  boroughs  would 
very  patiently  submit  to  the  local  authority  of 
the  counties?  -No,  I am  certain  they  would  not. 

.460.  With  regard  to  the  Irish  import,  do  you 
think  that  diseases  have  been  lately  introduced 
from  Ireland  ? — I have  no  doubt  of  it. 

461.  Do 
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461.  Do  you  think  that  much  pi  euro-pneumonia 
has  come  from  Ireland?— Some  has,  I believe, 
hut  I have  very  little  evidence  of  any  absolute 
cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  from  Ireland.  # _ 

462.  As  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease,  it  is 
only  recently  that  it  has  broken  out  in  Ireland 
at  all,  is  it  not  ? - Comparatively  recently. 

463.  I think  it  is  since  you  and  I have  been 

colleagues  ? — I think  it  was  there  before,  but  the 
present  outbreak  commenced  from  some  animals 
sent  from  this  country.  „ . . 

464.  For  a year  or  two  alter  I was  iirst  in  the 
department  they  supposed  in  Ireland  that  they 
were  free  from  the  disease,  did  they  not?  — I 
think  they  said  so,  but  I really  have  no  informa- 
tion about  Ireland.  . 

465.  They  consider  in  Ireland,  do  they  not, 
that  we  sent  it  to  them  ?— Yes. 

466.  But  they  have  sent  it  back  with  interest 
of  late  ? — "With  very  considerable  interest. 

467.  And  there  has  been  a very  considerable 
import  of  animals  from  Ireland  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease?— Undoutedly. 

468.  Into  what  ports  chiefly  ? — Bristol  and 
Liverpool  are  the  two  worst. 

469.  Into  Holyhead  ? — Holyhead  I have  not 
so  carefully  gone  into ; at  Liverpool  and  _ Bristol 
we  have  inspectors  ; Birmingham  complains  also. 

470.  We  have  had  strong  representations,  have 
we  not,  from  the  county  authorities,  both  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Liverpool,  and  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Bristol,  on  account  of  the  increase  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  near  those  two  ports  ? — 
We  have. 

471.  And  they  have  requested  us  to  take 
stronger  steps  as  regards  our  inspection  of  those 
ports  ?— They  have. 

472.  What  have  we  done  ? — We  have  simply 
stationed  an  inspector  at  each  of  those  ports,  who 
does  not  inspect  the  animals,  because  it  would  be 
simply  impossible  for  him  to  do  it;  it  would  re- 
quire eight  or  nine  inspectors ; but  on  seeing  the 
disease  he  reports  to  the  local  authorities. 

473.  That  inspector  being  one  of  our  inspectors? 
— Yes,  he  is  one  of  our  inspectors. 

474.  But  we  consider  that  it  is  the  business  of 
the  local  authority  to  do  that? — Yes. 

475.  The  Act  contemplates  that  the  local 
authority  should  undertake  that  duty,  does  it 
not  ? — It  does. 

476.  And  consequently  in  any  attempt  to  do 
it  by  our  inspector  out  of  the  Treasury  money,  we 
should  have  been  met  with  a difficulty  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  authorities  ? — Quite  so,  and 
we  should  have  wanted  four  times  the  staff  of 
inspectors. 

477.  Consequently  we  have  not  been  able  to 
appoint  an  inspector  for  the  purpose,  but  we  have 
tried  to  get  our  inspectors  for  foreign  animals  to 
attempt  to  perform  the  duty? — Partially. 

478.  But  you  consider  that  it  cannot  be  per- 
formed by  our  inspectors  unless  they  are  very 
considerably  increased  in  number  ? — Quite  so. 

479.  Supposing  that  a cargo  arrives  from  Ire- 
land with  toot  and  mouth  disease  on  board,  what 
happens  ?— They  are  landed,  and  go  away  just  as 
they  like,  I think.  Nothing  occurs. 

480.  If  that  cargo,  instead  of  coming  from 
Limerick  or  from  Dublin,  came  from  Antwerp 
or  from  Rotterdam,  all  the  animals  would  be 
killed,  would  they  not? — Certainly. 

481.  And  consequently  not  only  the  farmers 
in  the  neighbourhood  have  complained,  but  the 

0.58. 


foreign  importers  have  complained,  have  they 
not  ? — They  have. 

482.  Clause  57  of  the  Act  enables  prosecutions 
in  the  event  of  an  animal  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  being  moved  along  the  highway,  does  it 
not  ? — Yes ; and  the  attention  of  the  local  autho- 
rities is  always  called  to  that ; but  it  would  be 
impossible  to  carry  that  out ; there  is  not  accom- 
modation for  the  animals ; they  have  no  places  to 
put  them  in. 

483.  There  is  no  provision  at  all  corresponding 
to  the  regulation  with  regard  to  foreign  import, 
because  the  apparently  healthy  foreign  animals 
that  come  are  all  killed,  whereas  the  apparently 
healthy  animals  coming  from  Ireland  would  go 
into  the  interior  without  any  hindrance  whatever? 
— Quite  so. 

484.  And  you  have  reason  to  fear  that  many 
of  those  animals  carry  the  disease  with  them  ? — 
Yes. 

485.  A railway  truck  comes  with  animals  to 
Islington  Market,  and  there  is  foot  and  mouth 
disease  amongBt  some  of  them ; what  becomes  of 
those  animals? — What  should  become  of  them 
would  be  that  they  should  be  seized  by  the  in- 
spector and  removed  to  some  isolated  place. 

486.  Is  that  the  regulation  in  force  ? — That  is 
tbe  regulation  in  force,  and  I believe  that  it  is 
carried  out. 

487.  But  those  animals  that  were  not  diseased 
would  be  able  to  travel  about  without  let  or 
hindrance  ? — They  would. 

488.  Therefore,  although  the  Irish  import  has 
nothing  like  the  same  restrictions  put  upon  it  as 
the  foreign  import,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  the 
Irish  import  is  in  exactly  tbe  same  position  as 
the  transit  of  animals  from  one  part  of  England 
to  another  part,  or  the  animals  arriving  by  sea 
from  Scotland  to  the  port  of  London? — Quite  so; 
hut  from  the  numbers  it  is  impossible  to  carry  it 
out  in  the  case  of  Irish  animals,  whereas  it  can 
to  a great  extent  be  carried  out  in  the  case  of 
transit.  If  you  get  five  or  six  cargoes  into  a port' 
it  is  impossible  to  carry  it  out,  it  would  stop  the 
trade. 

489.  Is  not  the  Irish  traffic  so  enormous  that 
the  danger  is  considerably  greater  ? — It  is  so. 

490.  The  Irish  import  of  cattle,  you  say,  is 
2?r  per  cent,  of  our  whole  supply  ? — Yes,  more 
than  twice  the  foreign  supply. 

491.  Consequently,  if  there  be  foot-and-mouth 
disease  in  an  Irish  cargo,  the  danger  of  its  spread 
is  very  much  greater  to  the  country  than  in  any 
transit,  you  may  say,  of  one  particular  set  of 
animals  from  one  part  of  England  to  another, 
generally  speaking?— Certainly;  because  they  are 
herded  together  in  such  large  numbers. 

492.  As  regards  England,  or  as  regards  Great 
Britain,  there  is  more  or  less  of  an  attempt  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  by 
restrictions  when  it  breaks  out ; I presume  you 
do  not  feel  yourself  able  to  give  any  information 
as  to  what  is  done  in  Ireland? — No,  I cannot. 

493.  You  would  say,  would  you  not,  that  vour 

general  experience  with  regard  to  all  import  from 
all  countries  is,  that  there  is  an  inclination  onthe 
part  of  the  owner  of  a diseased  beast  to  send  him 
to  a distant  market?— Certainly;  to  smuggle  him 
off  in  any  way.  . . 

494.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  as  to 
what  should  be  done  in  England  itself  with  regard 
to  the  Irish  import?— I do  not  think  we  could 
do  anything  more  to  the  Irish  cattle  than  1 should 
propose  to  do  to  the  home  cattle ; that  is  to  say. 
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to  put  them  under  precisely  the  same  regula- 
tions, but  to  see  that  they  were  carried  out.  I 
mean  that,  if  the  animals  were  diseased,  they 
should  be  detained  and  treated. 

495.  If  your  regulations  with  regard  to  the 
stoppage  of  the  disease  in  the  English  farms 
were  carried  out,  of  course  that  would  be  suffi- 
cient with  regard  to  the  Irish  import  ? — I believe 
so,  except  that  at  each  port  you  would  require 
the  accommodation  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  it  out. 

496.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  require  to  have 
places  to  which  animals  that  -were  at  all  affected, 
or  animals  that  had  been  in  contact  with  diseased 
animals,  should  be  sent? — Yes. 

497.  There  is  no  such  provision  at  any  one  of 
the  provincial  ports,  is  there? — Not  at  one  of 
them,  nor  even  for  retaining  the  Irish  animals. 

498.  At  any  of  the  large  markets  in  the  coun- 
try is  there  any  provision  for  retaining  animals  ? 
— I could  scarcely  answer  that  question,  but 
Professor  Brown  has  visited  them  all,  and  he  will 
be  able  to  tell  the  Committee. 

499.  Supposing  we  were  not  to  attempt  to 
carry  out  these  very  stringent  restrictions  that 
you  have  advised  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  our  home  farni3,  would  you  or  would 
you  not  in  that  case,  recommend  anything  to  be 
done  as  regards  the  Irish  import  ? — I do  not  think 
I should  require  anything  to  be  done  as  regards 
the  Irish  import,  which  we  did  not  do  to  English 
stock. 

500.  I understood  you  to  say  that  you  thought 
there  would  be  very  little  advantage  in  our  pre- 
sent regulations,  and  that  we  should  have  to 
choose  between  ceasing  to  treat  foot  and  mouth 
disease  breaking  out  in  Great  Britain  as  a disease, 
and  putting  in  force  the  very  strong  regulations 
which  you  recommend  throughout  the  country. 
Supposing  that  we  took  the  first  course,  and  felt 
that  we  could  not  do  what  you  suggest,  and  there- 
fore that  we  had  better  do  nothing,  do  you  think 
it  would  then  be  possible  to  continue  the  restric- 
tions, as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease,  upon  the 
foreign  import? — I do  not  think  it  would  be  just 
to  do  so. 

501.  The  Veterinary  Department  issued  a 
transit  order,  followed  by  two  or  three  orders  of 
the  same  sort? — Yes. 

502.  There  was  a departmental  committee,  was 
there  not,  to  consider  what  order  should  be  issued, 
both  as  regards  the  disinfecting  of  vessels  and 
railways,  and  as  regards  the  prevention  of  cruelty, 
with  especial  reference,  to  the  provision  of  water 
and  food  for  animals,  both  upon  steamers  and 
upon  railways  ? — There  was. 

503.  That  committee  consisted,  did  it  not,  of 
Sir  Arthur  Helps  on  behalf  of  the  Privy  Council, 
of  yourself  for  the  Veterinary  Department,  of 
Mr.  Farrer  for  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  of  Mr. 
Goulburn  of  the  Customs  ? — Y es. 

504.  In  consequence  of  their  recommendation 
that  transit  order  was  issued ; taking  first  dis- 
infecting, have  you  reason  to  suppose  that  that 
order  has  had  any  effect  upon  the  foreign  im- 
port?—I think  so,  certainly,  as  regards  disinfect- 
ing vessels. 

505.  You  would  apply  that  more  to  the  Port 
of  London  than  to  the  outports,  would  you,? — 
Certainly. 

506.  Chiefly  because  the  cattle  trade  being  of 
such  importance  to  the  Port  of  London,  many  of 
the  vessels  are  given  up  to  that  trade  entirely? — 
Yes. 


507.  As  regards  ventilation,  has  anything  been 
done  with  reference  to  the  vessels  from  the  Con- 
tinent coming  int->  London? — They  are  all  ven- 
tilated in  the  simple  way  of  having  an  orifice 
communicating  with  the  lower  part  of  the  hold 
and  another  coming  out  of  the  hold ; but  I am 
informed  that  the  other  systems  which  have  been 
brought  before  me  have  broken  down  on  attempt- 
ing to  cany  them  out. 

508.  That  committee  reported  in  favour  of 
efforts  to  prevent  overcrowding;  do  you  think 
that  has  been  of  any  effect? — I think  it  has. 

509.  That,  again,  would  apply  more  to  cattle 
coming  from  the  Continent  to  London  than  from 
other  places,  would  it  not? — Yes. 

510.  With  regard  to  vessels  arriving  from 
Ireland,  has  much  been  done  for  disinfecting 

them? — We  have  endeavoured  to  carry  that  out 
by  reporting  to  the  local  authorities  and 
writing  to  the  owners,  and  we  have  in  a great 
number  of  cases  succeeded  in  getting  it  carried 
out.  Most  of  the  vessels  to  Bristol,  I think, 
carry  out  the  disinfecting  arrangement  pretty  well. 

511.  There  again  you  were  under  a disadvan- 
tage, were  you  not,  by  not  having  a sufficient  staff 
to  carry  out  the  order? — Yes. 

512.  The  difference  being  that  you  had  to 
rely  upon  the  local  authorities  as  regards  carry- 
ing out  the  Privy  Council  Orders  for  disinfecting 
Irish  vessels,  whereas  as  regards  foreign  vessels 
we  rely  upon  our  own  officers? — It  is  so. 

513.  Was  not  an  attempt  made  to  get  a better 
supply  of  water  for  animals  at  the  landing  places? 

514.  That  has  been  generally  curried  out,  has 
it  not  ? — 1 think  it  ha9  very  generally  at  every 
place  where  they  are  put  on  board  or  landed. 

515.  ITas  anything  been  done  to  prevent  over- 
crowding in  Irish  vessels  ? — The  same  regula- 
tions apply  to  Irish  vessels  as  apply  to  foreign 
vespels. 

516.  There  was  great  complaint  of  overcrowd- 
ing, was  there  not  ? — There  was. 

517.  Do  you  think  it  has  been  really  seriously 
diminished  ? — I have  very  little  information 
about  it. 

518.  In  order  really  to  carry  out  the  regulations 
with  regard  to  the  disinfecting  of  Irish  vessels, 
and  to  secure  their  ventilation,  and  the  preven- 
tion of  overcrowding,  would  you  not  think  that 
one  of  two  things  must  be  done ; that  is  to  say, 
either  that  you  must  have  a larger  staff  at  the 
ports  in  England  at  which  they  arrive,  or  that 
more  steps  must  be  taken  in  Ireland  with  regard 
to  the  vessels  before  they  leave  ?— Yes. 

519.  With  regard  to  railways,  it  was  recom- 
mended that  water  should  be  supplied  at  many 
stations,  was  it  not  ? — It  is  already  supplied  at 
547  stations. 

520.  What  order  was  that? — The  first  was  the 
order  of  the  12th  May  1870. 

521.  Can  you  hand  in  a table  containing  the 
number  of  stations  at  which  it  has  been  supplied  ? 
— It  is  in  last  year’s  Report. 

522.  Has  anything  been  done  with  regard  to 
overcrowding  on  railways  ? — Only  the  order  which 
says  that  they  are  liable  if  they  do  overcrowd. 

523.  Do  you  think  there  has  been  less  over- 
crowding than  there  was  before  ? — I think  there 
has ; but  so  long  as  railway  companies  let  trucks 
by  the  truck,  instead  of  by  the  head  of  cattle,  I 
think  overcrowding  will  take  place. 

524.  There  have  been  some  prosecutions,  have 
there  not,  under  this  Act? — A good  many. 

525.  Have 
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525.  Have  they  succeeded  generally  ?— . As  re- 
gards transit  I think  they  have,  but  we  have  had 
nothing  to  do  with  them. 

526.  Would  you  not  think  . that  upon  the 
whole  as  regards  cruelty,  it  is  diminished  ?— De- 

C 527^  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  make  upon 
that  point? — We  are  not  given  information 
which  would  enable  one  to  make  suggestions. 
There  has  been  no  proposal  by  which  it  could  be 

improved  practically. 

528.  Do  you  suppose  that  if  we  were  able  to 

have  one  or  two  inspectors,  whose  business  it 
would  be  to  see  that  those  regulations  were  car- 
ried out  on  the  railways,  much  more  would  be 
done  ?-I  think  so.  , 

529.  At  present  whatever  you  have  done  has 
been  done  with  your  staff,  without  any  addition 
for  that  purpose? — Without  any  addition  tor 
that  purpose ; at  odd  times  and  very  irregularly. 

530.  Complaints  are  very  often  made  ot  the 

animals  being  delayed  in  their  transit;  have  we 
any  power  to  prevent  that? — None  whatever 
that  I am  aware  of.  _ . 

5S1.  That  matter  was  debated,  was  it  not,  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  ? — It  was.  _ 

532.  And  no  power  was  given  to  us  to  stop  it  ? 

—No.  ^ . 

533.  There  have  been  some  prosecutions  lor 
not  giving  water  in  transit,  have  there  not  ? — The 
only  information  Iget  is  through  the  newspapers 
in  that  matter.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
prosecutions,  but  I have  seen  some  accounts  of 
some  of  them. 


reply  that  they  make  is  that  that  ought  to  rest 
with  the  person  who  is  in  charge,  whose  interest 
it  is  to  see  that  the  animals  are  watered  ? — Yes ; 
and  there  are  other  difficulties.  They  would  be 
liable  to  prosecutions  for  detaining  the  animals, 
and  there  are  lots  of  objections  and  difficulties 
made. 

537.  However,  that  is  the  change  which  has 
been  constantly  before  us;  and  we  have  not 
felt  that  we  have  sufficient  power  to  do  it? — 
Quite  so. 

538.  You  would  see  advantages  in  it;  hut  you 
would  not  give  a positive  opinion  that  it  should 
be  attempted  ? — Certainly  not,  unless  some  better 
mode  of  watering  were  adopted. 

539.  Are  not  animals  often  sent  without  any 
one  being  in  charge  at  all? — I think  not.  I be- 
lieve the  railway  companies  give  a free  pass  to 
people  in  charge  of  cattle. 

540.  Do  you  think  that  cattle  come  from  Scot- 
land to  London  without  anybody  in  charge  ? — I 
really  do  not  know.  I should  imagine  that  small 
numbers  of  cattle  would  constantly  be  sent  with- 
out anybody  in  charge  of  them. 

541.  There  have  been  several  suggestions  for 

providing  trucks  which  would  enable  the  animals 
to  obtain  water  while  travelling ; have  you  seen 
any  of  those  provisions  which  you  think  would 
be  successful? — I have  seen  most  of  the  pro- 
posals, but  I have  not  seen  one  that  I think 
would  be  successful.  I think  it  might  be  readily 
done  if  the  railway  companies  really  wished  to 
do  it.  .... 

542.  It  has  been  frequently  stated  that  it  is 
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^34.  TVitb  regard  to  food,  do  you  know  whether  probable  that  the  foot  and  mouth  » 

the  order  stating  that  food  must  be  supplied  at  caught  upon  the  vessel  by  the  animals,  although 
the  request  of  tie  owner  has  been  put  iu  (broe  ? it  did  not  exist  before  their  departure  from  Ire- 


— We*have  had  no  information  ; wc  have  had  no 
complaints  about-  it,  and  therefore  we  consider 
that  it  is  in  force. 

535.  It  has  been  very  often  urged  that  the  Order 
should  be  altered.  At  present  the  railway  com- 
pany is  compelled  to  provide  the  water,  but  it  is 
not  compelled  to  give  the  water  at  the  request  of 
the  owner  or  of  the  person  in  charge  of  the 
animals.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  railway 
company,  or  their  servants,  should  have  the  re- 
sponsibility of  seeing  that  the  animals  had  suffi- 
cient water;  would  you  he  in  favour  of  that 
change,  or  not  ? — I think  it  would  be  an  advisable 
change ; but  I do  not  think  it  would  ever  receive 
the  sanction  of  Parliament,  because  in  1869  it 
was  strongly  discussed  at  the  time  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward,  and  it  was  thoroughly  opposed 
by  the  railway  companies. 

536.  The  change  would  he  this : that  whereas 
they  must  now  provide  the  water,  they  would 
then,  in  fact,  have  to  water  the  animals,  and  the 


land ; do  you  not  think  that  that  is  the  case  ? — It 
is  possible  if  the  vessel  were  not  disinfected,  if 
any  germs  of  the  disease  existed  on  board. 

543.  How  long  does  it  take  for  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  to  Bhow  itself? — I think  that  is 
rather  a question  for  the  inspectors  than  for  my- 
self; I am  of  opinion  that  if  a lot  of  cattle  were 
collected  together  in  a vessel,  and  were  48  hours 
together,  if  there  was  any  foot  and  mouth  disease 
amongst  them,  it  would  show  itself  in  some  of 
them  in  48  hours. 

544.  Therehas  been  a memorial  from  Cheshire, 
has  there  not,  with  regard  to  the  loot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — There  has. 

545.  "Will  you  put  that  in  ? — I will. 

546.  Will  you  also  put  in  the  memorial  from 
the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  ?— 1 will. 

547.  Was  there  not  a memorial  from  the 
Highland  Agricultural  Society  ? — There  was. 

548.  Will  you  put  that  in  also  ? — I will. 
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MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  .Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 


Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mi’.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


CLARE  SEWELL  READ,  Esq.,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Alexander  Williams,  called  in ; and  further  Examined. 


Mr.  549.  Chairman .]  I think  when  you  were  last 
Alexander  under  examination,  you  did  not  give  the  Com- 
Williams.  mittee  any  account  of  the  expenses  of  your 
X'l'aF”  , department;  will  you  hand  in  a return  or  state- 
i8'7^rC  1 mcnt  those  expenses? — This  is  the  statement 
( handing  in  a Paper). 

550.  Before  we  go  into  the  particulars  of  those 
expenses,  will  you  kindly  give  us  an  abstract  of 
the  work  that  is  done  in  the  department? — I 
can  furnish  such  an  abstract. 

551.  We  should  be  glad  to  have  the  Paper  put 
in,  but  at  the  same  time,  if  yon  can  now  give  us 
the  substance  of  them  in  evidence,  we  should 
wish  to  have  it? — The  work  of  the  office  is 
divided  into  three  branches,  as  I have  already 
stated  ; first,  what  we  may  call  the  miscellaneous 
work,  which  includes  the  correspondence.  This 
may  be  divided  into  the  docketing,  registration, 
indexing,  writing,  forwarding  and  keeping 
copies  of  outward  letters,  and  copying  despatches, 
of  which  we  have  a large  number. 

552.  Can  you  give  us  any  idea  how  many  let- 
ters are  written  by  the  department? — During 
the  year  1872,  the  inward  letters  and  other  papers 
requiring  registration,  amounted  to  5,558;  the 
outward  letters  during  the  same  period,  were 
3,043. 

553.  Were  those  written  in  the  office  ? — Those 
were  written  in  the  office,  and  the  circulars  were 
3,276.  Of  the  diplomatic  and  consular  de- 
spatches received  during  the  year,  427  had  to  be 
copied.  They  are  registered,  and  then  they  are 
copied,  because  the  Foreign  Office  requires  them 
to  be  returned.  In  this  branch  is  done  the  draft- 
ing of  the  Orders  of  Council,  recording  all  mat- 
ters relating  to  them,  and  also  to  the  orders  and 
licensing  required  to  be  published  by  the  local 
authority,  examining  and  noting  all  orders  and 
regulations  of  local  authorities ; keeping  all  re- 
cords of  all  changes  in  the  names  and  addresses 
of  their  clerks,  inspectors,  and  other  officers,  and 
of  their  districts,  in  order  to  communicate  with 
the  proper  authority,  or  proper  inspector.  The 
number  of  local  authorities  is  404 ; the  number  of 
inspectors  during  the  year,  was  between  1,600 
and  1,700. 


554.  Does  that  include  the  superintendents  of 
police  ? — All  persons  who  were  appointed  in- 
spectors, whether  superintendents  of  police  or 
otherwise.  Those  were  not  absolutely  in 
office  on  the  31st  December.  I have  here  a list 
of  them,  which  is  rather  a formidable  document 
{handing  in  a volume ).  Another  part  of  the  work 
of  this  branch  is  the  supplying  of  copies  of  orders 
to  local  authorities,  lords  lieutenant,  inspectors, 

Siblic  offices,  embassies,  and  other  persons. 

uring  the  year  16  orders  were  prepared  and 
passed,  and  upwards  of  59,000  copies  of  them 
were  distributed. 

555.  With  regard  to  the  1,600  inspectors,  I 
suppose  you  do  not  communicate  directly  with 
them,  but  through  the  local  authority  ?— On  cer- 
tain points  we  are  obliged  to  communicate 
directly  with  them,  as  regards  returns  and  other 
things. 

556.  Do  they  send  you  weekly  returns? — 
Yes. 

557.  As  well  as  to  the  local  authority  ? — As 
well  as  to  the  local  authority,  on  all  diseases  ex- 
cept foot  and  mouth  disease. 

558.  When  the  inspectors  are  superintendents 
of  police,  do  they  communicate  direct  with  you? 
—I  believe  so.  The  counties  are  very  different 
in  their  means  of  communication;  sometimes  the 
chief  of  the  police  makes  all  the  communications, 
at  other  times  single  inspectors  send  their  returns 
and  communications ; it  is  different  in  different 
counties. 

559.  Whether  they  are  veterinary  surgeons  or 
police  officers? — Whether  they  are  veterinary 
surgeons  or  police  officers.  You  will  find  in  that 
return  the  arrangement  in  each  county ; but 
they  are  so  very  different  that  it  is  impossible  to 
give  any  general  idea  of  the  way  in  which  it  is 
managed. 

560.  Mr.  Dent..~\  Take,  for  instance,  the  West 
Riding  of  .Yorkshire ; a weekly  return  of  the  dis- 
ease there  is  sent  from  the  chief  constable’s  office 
to  you,  is  it  not,  and  not  from  each  separate  in- 
spector ? — It  is  sent  from  each  individual  inspec- 
tor ; in  fact,  I am  not  aware  that  we  receive  a 
general  return  at  all. 
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561.  Do  you  not  receive  a weekly  summary  ? 

I think  not ; we  make  them  all  up  ourselves 

from  the  inspector’s  returns. 

562.  Chairman.!  Is  it  not  the  duty  of  every 
inspector  appointed  by  a local  authority  to  fur- 
nish you  with  a weekly  return,  as  well  as  to  fur- 
nish the  local  authority  with  it? — It  is;  but  in 
some  counties  they  have  made  a different  arrange- 
ment. 

563.  Is  it  by  Act  of  Parliament  that  they  are 
bound  to  give  you  the  return,  or  is  it  by  order  ? 

By  order.  By  Act  of  Parliament  they  are 

bound  to  give  us  such  returns  as  we  require,  and 
our  orders  require  them  weekly,  except  in  the 
case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease ; then  an  addi- 
tional part  of  the  work  of  the  miscellaneous  part 
of  the  office  is  recording  the  opinions  of  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  department ; we  are  constantly 
asked  for  opinions,  and  of  late  years  we  have 
given  them  whenever  we  have  been  able,  to  the 
focal  authorities  on  their  application. 

564.  Previously,  I believe,  your  general  answer 
was,  that  you  did  not  interpret  Acts  of  Par- 
liament ? — It  was  so. 

565.  Now  you  are  good  enough  to  give  legal 
advice  on  the  wording  of  your  orders  ? — Yes. 

566.  And  also,  perhaps,  on  the  wording  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  the  local  authorities? — It 
is  done  always,  with  the  proviso  that  it  is  merely 
as  we  are  advised ; not  that  it  has  any  weight 
in  a court  of  justice. 

567.  Have  you.  any  legal  adviser  for  drawing 
orders? — We  have. 

568.  Do  you  submit  all  the  orders  to  some 
legal  opinion? — We  do.  Mr.  Reilly  is  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  department,  and  has  been  for  some 
years,  except  for  an  interval  when  the  Treasury 
refused  to  allow  us  to  consult  him.  Pie  drew 
the  Act 

' 569.  There  is  no  solicitor  especially  belonging 
to  the  office,  is  there  ? — There  is  none  at  all. 
We  draw  all  the  orders  ourselves,  and-  submit 
them  to  Mr.  Reilly. 

570.  Plave  you  given  us  now  all  the  work  of 
the  office  ? — During  the  past  year  we  had  a second 
series  of  the  handbook  to  compile,  which  took  up 
a great  deal  of  time.  It  was  thought  advisable 
that  the  local  authorities  should  have  some  little 
handbook  of  reference  on  various  points,  and  the 
second  series  was  compiled  during  the  last  yeai’, 
and  we  distributed  upwards  of  4,000  copies  of 
that.  That  is  all  with  reference  to  that  branch. 
The  Committee  will  have  to  consider  that  those 
divisions  are  not  absolute  or  real,  but  that  it  is 
rather  that  the  work  is  generally  done  in  those 
separate  branches.  At  the  same  time,  one  has  to 
help  the  other;  but  the  things  are  thoroughly 
mixed  up,  and  sometimes  the  whole  office  is  en- 
gaged on  one  particular  branch.  Tbe  next. branch 
to  which  I will  refer  is  the  statistical  branch. 

571.  That,  I suppose,  some  years  ago  was  under 
Mr.  Clode,  was  it  not  ? — It  was. 

572.  Pie  has  left  your  office  for  some  time,  has 
he  not? — Yes;  he  was  merely  lent  for  a short 
time  from  the  Registrar  General’s  Office,  during 
Colonel  Harness’s  time.  In  the  statistical  branch, 
first,  the  accounts  are  kept,  which  are  not  a very 
small  item  in  the  work,  on  account  of  there  being 
so  much  correspondence. 

573.  What  sort  of  accounts  are  they? — Ac- 
counts of  every  farthing  received  and  every  far- 
thing paid,  with  vouchers  for  everything  in  par- 
ticular forms,  divided  into  all  kinds  of  separate 
items ; and  the  difficulty  of  knowing  what  you 

0.58. 


can  pay  and  what  you  cannot  pay,  renders  it  ex- 
tremely awkward  to  check  the  accounts.  Twelve 
months  afterwards  the  question  comes  up  as  to 
whether  you  ought  or  ought  not  to  have  paid 
those  sums. 

574.  What  expenses  do  you  pay  ? — The  Privy 
Council  is  responsible  for  it,  but  we  keep  the 
accounts,  and  practically  pay  all  the  amounts 
granted  us  by  the  vote.  We  are  obliged  to 
account  practically  for  every  penny  of  the  vote. 

575.  But  the  expenditure  is  almost  all  in  sala- 
ries, is  it  not ; you  have  only  350 1.  for  travelling 
expenses,  and  350 1.  for  incidental  expenses, 
whereas  there  is  10,893 1.  as  salaries  ? — I think  it 
is  something  of  that  kind. 

576.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee what  accounts  are  kept  beyond  those  sala- 
ries ? — The  accounts  are  kept  by  one  of  the  clerks 
of  the  office ; I am  scarcely  capable  of  explaining 
all  the  details,  but  I know  there  is  constant  diffi- 
culty and  trouble  about  it. 

577.  What  would  be  the  amount  of  those  ordi- 
nary expenses,  barring  the  salaries? — If  any  per- 
son in  the  department  takes  a cab  there  must  be 
a voucher  for  it,  and  entries  made  ; then  if.any 
inspector  goes  travelling  anywhere,  he  is  not 
allowed  a certain  sum,  but  he  is  obliged  to  bring 
accounts  for  every  item,  and  every  item  has  to 
be  checked,  in  case  there  should  be,  for  instance, 
an  item  for  washing  in  the  hotel  bills,  which 
sometimes  occurs,  and  which  causes  great  diffi- 
culty afterwards,  because  you  cannot  return  the 
money  and  settle  the  matter,  but  you  have  to  go 
through  a long  correspondence.  With  regard  to 
all  the  inspectors  at  ports  the  same  thing  occurs ; 
their  accounts  must  be  produced,  and  all  the  ac- 
counts must  be  gone  through  carefully,  to  see 
that  they  are  in  accordance  with  the  Treasury 
sanction. 

578.  But  the  whole  amount  of  the  travelling 
expenses  and  incidental  expenses  is  something 
like  700  7.,  is  it  not? — Then  we  have  to  keep 
monthly  accounts  of  all  the  payments  made,  get 
vouchers,  and  deduct  income  tax,  and  so  forth. 

579.  From  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the 
department? — Yes;  then  we  have  to  get  the 
orders  of  the  Paymaster  General,  and  then  we 
have  to  get  the  receipt  or  order  cashed..  In 
the  case  of  the  temporary  clerks  and  writers, 
that  has  to  be  done  weekly,  and  all  the  vouchers 
returned  to  the  Council  Office.  Then  the  in- 
spectors spend  money  in  disinfectants ; the  Board 
of  Trade  pay  certain  sums  for  the  burial  of  car- 
cases. 

580.  Do  they  charge  that  to  you? — They 
charge  it  to  us,  and  we  have  to  go  into  the  items 
to  see  whether  we  have  Treasury  authority  to 
pay  it,  before  we  can  pay  it. 

581.  Does  that  come  under  the  head  of 
incidental  expenses  ? — It  comes  under  the  head 
of  incidental  expenses.  • 

582.  Still  they  are  not  very  enormous,  are  they  ? 

— No,  but  if  there  are  10,000  items  in  a sum  of 
350  ?.,  it  is  almost  as  troublesome  as  if  they  were  50 1. 
each.  It  is  the  number  of  copies  required ; there 
are  four  or  five  copies  of  the  monthly  requests 
for  payment.  ’ , 

583.  Is  there  any  other  observation  which  you 
would  like  to  make  upon  that  head  ? — I have  only 
at  present  mentioned  the  accounts  in  the  Statistical 
Department;  but  the  principal  work  in  the  Statis- 
tical Department  is  that  relating  to.  the  diseases 
among  home  animals.  First,  there  is  the  registry 
and  indexing  returns,  and  I may  mention  that 
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those  returns  are  so  very  frequently  incorrect 
and  wrong,  that  a correspondence  is  necessitated 
on  a great  number  of  them,  and  therefore  they 
have  to  be  very  carefully  treated,  in  order  to  find 
out  the  errors,  or  else  the  total  of  our  returns 
would  be  worth  very  little. 

584.  Notwithstanding  all  the  correspondence, 
there  were  not  above  3,000  letters  sent  out  .ast 
year,  is  not  that  so  ? — A good  deal  of  the  correc- 
tion of  returns  is  done  without  being  registered; 
the  returns  are  examined  and  checked,  and  fre- 
quently on  the  returns,  matters  of  information  or 
correspondence  are  put  by  the  inspectors,  and 
copies  have  to  be  made,  because  the  original 
return  must  be  retained  in  the  statistical  branch 
as  a check  upon  that. 

585.  With  regard  to  the  correspondence,  are 
vou  aware  that  it  is  no  very  uncommon  thing  for 
Members  of  Parliament  to  write  3,000  letters 
with  their  own  hand  in  the  course  of  a year  ?— 
Yes,  but  I do  not  think  they  would  be  able  to 
lay  their  hands  in  a quarter  of  an  hour  upon  any 
individual  letter  written  five  years  ago  ; it  requires 
a verv  complicated  machinery  to  do  that.  It 
would’  be  useless  to  us  if  we  could  not  refer  to  all 
the  letters.  That  wa3  carefully  gone  into  by 
each  Committee ; five  Committees  nave  sat  upon 
the  department ; and  all  this  has  been  very  care- 
fully gone  into  by  each  of  them  as  regards 
reducing  the  work;  and  each  of  those  Com- 
mittees recommended  that  it  could  not  be  reduced 
so  as  to  be  carried  on  efficiently. 

586.  You  have  now  one  secretary,  one  chief 
clerk,  three  first  class  clerks,  eight  temporary 
cleiks,  seventeen . extra  temporary  clerks,  and 
three  writers,  have  you  not  ? — That  is  merely  the 
estimate  that  we  think  we  shall  require ; we  may 
require  less,  but  we  cannot  have  more  without 
application  to  the  Treasury. 

587.  But  I see  that  it  is  precisely  the  same 
number  which  you  had  last  year,  or  that  the 
estimate  was  for  last  year,  except  that  you  had 
two  extra  clerks  and  two  writers  less  ?— I doubt 
whether  that  is  correct. 

588.  Who  makes  this  calculation  ?— I sent  in 
a certain  estimate,  but  it  has  been  altered  by  the 
Treasury. 

589.  This  is  the  only  return  that  we  have  as 
Members  of  Parliament  to  guide  us  as  to  the 
expenses  which  are  incurred;  can  you  give  us 
any  other  return?—  The  Appropriation  Accounts 
will  tell  you  the  money  absolutely  spent.  _ I have 
already  given  in  a paper  which  will  give  you 
the  actual  expenses.  This  is  a mere  estimate. 
This  has  been  altered  since  it  was  sent  in  by  me; 
I am  certain  on  one  point,  and  it  is  altered  in- 
correctly. they  have  put  down  a salary  of  500 1. 
for  the  second  inspector,  whereas  he  is  only 
receiving  400  Z.  We  have  to  keep  records  of  all 
outbreaks  of  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia, 
sheep-pox  and  glanders,  and  general  returns  of 
the  attacks,  deaths,  and  recoveries  from  those 
diseases ; and  also  of  sheep  scab,  and  other  di- 
seases of  animals  so  returned. 

590.  You  do  not  often  publish  those,  I think  ? 
— We  do  not,  except  once  a year. 

591.  We  have  had  no  report,  have  we,  till  last 
year  from  your  department  since  the  year  1868  ? 
— No  ; the  arrangement  was  only  made  last  year 
that  it  should  be  published  once  a year.  I re- 
presented that  it  would  be  advisable  to  publish  it 
weekly;  but,  from  expense  and  one  thing  and 
another,  it  was  objected  to. 


592.  From  1868  to  1872,  I think  we  had  only 
one  report?— Yes,  the  1871  Report. 

593.  And  that  was  published  in  July  1872, 
was  it  not? — Yes,  1 believe  so.  I was  away  in 
the  early  part  of  last  year.  We  make  (the  in- 
formation can  be  always  obtained  at  the  office) 
a weekly,  quarterly,  half-yearly,  and  yearly  sum- 
mary of  those  diseases  in  each  county  of  Great 
Britain;  that  refers  to  the  corrected  returns; 
but  we  prepare  the  weekly  return  as  soon  as 
possible,  without  correction,  for  the  information 
of  the  Privy  Council.  As  regards  those  diseases, 
we  had  to  deal  with  32,861  returns  during  the 
year  1872.  Then  we  register  and  index  all  de- 
clarations of  the  existence  of  and  freedom  from 
disease,  received  from  inspectors  or  local  autho- 
rities. The  declaration  of  disease  in  some  cases 
is  first  made  by  the  inspector,  and  the  local 
authority  has  additionally  to  declare. 

594.  Not  foot  and  mouth  disease,  1 think? — 
Not  foot  and  mouth  disease;  cattle  plague, 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  sheep-pox. 

595.  As  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  the  most 
general  disease,  I suppose  not  having  to  take 
any  notice  of  that  rather  lessens  the  work  of  the 
department,  does  it  not  ? — It  does,  so  far  as  that 
is  concerned. 

596.  I suppose  that  frequently  you  had  re- 
turns of  foot  and  mouth  disease  when  there  is  no 
other  complaint  in  the  district?— I should  imagine 
so.  Then  we  have  to  check  the  declarations  with 
the  returns,  which  is  a very  necessary  thing  to 
do.  Then  we  record  the  number  of  horses,  cattle, 
and  other  animals,  sent  to  the  horse  slaughterers 
in  London,  with  the  cause  of  death  in  each  case, 
in  order,  if  possible,  to  trace  the  existence  of 
disease  in  any  of  the  stables  or  lairs.  Then  we 
authorise  the  slaughter,  record  the  number  of 
cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  supply 
the  forms  for  the  returns. 

597.  And,  of  course,  a great  number  of  ac- 
counts and  tabulated  statements  are  kept  which 
are  not  comprised  in  the  return? — Yes,  a great 
number.  I chose  those  which  I thought  would 
be  most  useful  to  the  Committee  in  that  case. 
Then  we  occasionally  have  to  prepare  statistical 
work  for  the  Privy  Council  in  deciding  any 
matter,  and  for  Parliament;  but  really  it  takes 
considerable  time  in  almost  all  cases,  because  it 
is  wanted  in  a. different  form  from  that  in  which 
we  keep  it,  and  therefore  it  involves  great  labour. 
During  the  last  year  we  had  the  Report  for  1871 
to  prepare,  which  took  a considerable  time,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  work  of  the  office.  I 
think  that  will  pretty  well  include  the  work  of 
that  branch.  The  work  of  the  transit  branch 
of  the  office  has  been  considerably  modified 
since  the  last  order  relating  to  the  transit  of 
animals  was  passed,  and  has  since  been  much 
reduced.  In  addition  to  the  work  relating  to 
the  transit  of  animals,  the  following  work  is 
done  in  this  branch : registering  certificates 
from  veterinary  inspectors  at  the  different  ports ; 
tabulating  the  number  of  animals  inspected,  the 
number  thrown  overboard  during  the  voyage, 
and  the  cause ; the  number  landed  dead,  the 
number  slaughtered  or  which  died  at  the  place 
of  landing,  and  the  number  affected  with  disease ; 
preparing  a monthly  return  for  the  “London 
Gazette,  of  the  number  of  animals  found  to  be 
affected  with  any  contagious  or  infectious  disease 
on  landing;  treating  diplomatic  and  consular 
despatches  relating  to  diseases  abroad,  and  trans- 
lating the  various  enclosures  and  foreign  laws^ 
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Committees  which  have  sat. 

608.  Committees  of  the  Treasury,  of  the  Privy 
Council,  or  what? — I have  already,  in  my  evi- 
dence, given  the  various  Committees. 

609.  They  were  departmental  Committees,  I 
suppose,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  House 
of  Commons? — Nothing;  the  Treasury  really 


regulations  ; giving  weekly  information  to  officers  ’—The  scale  of  payment  of  the  officers 
the  vetSnary  inspectorl  at  the 'different  ports  of  has  been  arranged  from  tone  to  time  by  various 
nlaces  abroad  where  cattle  plague  exists;  tabu- 
latino-  the  number  of  animals  imported  weekly 
into  °Great  Britain ; keeping  a record  of  the 
number  of  animals  at  the  metropolitan  markets, 
and  of  the  rise  and  fall  of  the  prices  of  moat. 

598.  I understood  you  to  say  that  you  were 
narticulavly  pressed  at  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment iust  now,  and  that  your  clerks  were  em-  arranges  it. 

Xyed  night  and  day,  and  also  on  Sundays  ?-  610  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  turn  to  die 

ployect  nix  Civil  Service  Estimates  for  the  present  year;  the 

50?°  What  is  the  reason  of  this  unwonted  ac-  salaries  of  the  office  as  detailed  in  the  Civil  Ser- 
ti.ity  • 1 should  hope  that  it  is  not  generally  the  vice  Estimates  for  the  current  year  have  been 
hat  tbc  clerks  are  employed  on  Sundays?—  fixed  by  those  committees,  have  they  not?  — 

Practically  by  the  Treasury,  The  Committee 
i,  required,  such  as  that  during  the  late  out-  recommends,  but  the  Treasury  settle  it  after- 
tak  of  ealtle  plague,  if  we  keep  up  our  general  wards,  and  pot  always  m accordance  with  the  re- 
work  at  the  same  time,  we  must  work  at  nights  commendation. 

Ind  on  Sundays,  because  we  c.mnot  get  fresh  611.  Now  we  come  to  the  salary  of  the  se- 
hands  to  take"  up  our  regular  work,  and  conse-  cretary,  and  I see  that  that  is  put  down  at  a rnaxi- 
rnientlv  we  are  obliged  to  put  on  those  hands  mum  °f  800  l..--  It  is. 

who  a?e  accustomed  to  the  work  to  do  it,  and  612  For  1878-74  _ and  the  previous  year  it  is 
then  they  are  obliged  to  stay  to  do  their  own  1,000  Z.,  and  there  is  a note  which  says,  m- 
tnen.  . i 5 chiding  a personal  allowance  of  200 1.  , what 

W 600a  S'  have  got  rid  of  the  returns  of  the  does  that  “ personal  allowance  ” mean  ; is  it  an 
foot  and  mouth  .disease;  what  extra  work  is  order  from  the  Treasury  ? -I  have  before  me  a 
there  i—All  the  information  which  I have  been  quotation  from  the  Report  of  the  Committee  who 
giving  to  the  Committee  has  been  obliged  to  be  inquired  into  the  office  towards  the  close  of  the 
2ed;  the  returns  which  I have  handed  in  year  1869  ; it  is  a confidential  memorandum,  but 
piepaieu , o , , j think  I am  justified  m mentioning  it.  The 

^SoTTutVatV  not  a portion  If 'the  annual  Committee  after  going  into  the  whole  question 
reDOrt-  that  does  not  entail  all  the  extra  labour,  and  taking  evidence  ot  that  kind,  say,  ,uIJ 
does  it ’?— The  annual  report  entails  a great  deal  consideration  we  propose  that  the  establishment 
of  extra  labour  “our  staff  is  only  calculated  to  do  of  the  Veterinary  department  of  the  Privy  Council 

lcS“worUffte office,  and  anything  which  Office  should  he  fixed  as  follows:  a secretary 
4 I extmaddsto  die  work,  no/  necessitates  at  ^salary  of  800  a year,  one_  chief  jderk  at 
either  late  hours  or  an  i 
men. 

602.  Do  you  not 
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wont,  anu  licutaoi tutua  ..  — . 

additional  staff  of  good  S00  h,  rising  by  20  l.  annually  to  a maximum  of 
600  l ; two  inspectors  at  500 1.  a year  each,  upon 
think  that  the  annual  report  the  understanding  that  they  give  up  their  whole 

it  done  at  all.  When  the . first  report  « issued,  nis  m ^ oto  cIerks  ,t 

SHSErS?!  . we.1  and 

6°04mMr.  Jacob  Bright ] Ithink  I saw  it  stated  merits  of  the  service,  and  that  they^houfo 
in  your  evidence  the  other  day,  that  at  your  pai  a-1  eJa .rr),  Williams  having  received 
office  the  work  began  a,  11  o’clock  in  the  mom- 

Instead  of  working  on  Sundays,  and  last  year,  and  of  his  haying  the  responsibility  and 

ffielouwfof  ^ Bmy^pmior;Ulthsboffioe  hire,  a!  Session  we  propose  Aa^to  ^ Ehall  be  fixed 
laid  down,  are  from  Seven  to  five ; there  is  one  at  1.000  l.  a year ; 

'clerk  who  comes  every  morning  at  nine  o’clock.  be  considered  as  personal  to  Di.  W iinim.  a >r 

that  they  worked.  I consider  that  the  contract  a year?  1 was.  , Vntps  -is  more 

that  it  is  unfair  to  ask  them  for  more  work  than  Voto  before^lSe^S^  ^ ,_The 

tt’ffiS.l  We  now  come  to  the  sola-  latter  end  of  1869,  after  the  Act  passed, 
ries ; who  ™e»  the  scale  of  payments  for  the  616.  But  in  the  Estimates  for  1868-69  there 
Q.«8.  0 4 
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is  a maximum  of  800  l , and  there  is  also  a per- 
sonal allowance  of  200  l. ; who  is  now  the  chief 
clerk  ?— Mr.  Eardley  Wilmot  is  now  the  chief 
cleric. 

617.  Can  you  tell  me  how  it  was  that  m one 
year  the  salary  of  the  chief  clerk  was  put  at  200 7., 
and  in  the  next  at  600  l.  ? — I can.  When  the 
Committee  sat  upon  the  department  after  Lie 
cattle  plague  had  ceased  (I  could  give  you  the 
exact  date,  if  required),  to  ascertain  whether  a 
reduction  could  not  take  place,  as  cattle  plague 
no  longer  existed  in  the  country,  and  as  we  had 
then  nothing  to  do  practically  with  the  other 
diseases,  that.  Committee  recommended  a great 
reduction  of  the  staff.  In  the  first  place,  in  April 
1869,  the  secretary’s  salary  was  reduced,  I think, 
from  1,000?.  to  800?.,  and  the  salary  ot  the 
present  chief  clerk,  who  was  then  acting  as 
assistant  secretary,  was  also  reduced. 

618.  From  what? — 1 had  no  chief  clerk  at  that 
time.  He  took  office  as  an  ordinary  clerk  during  the 
reduction, receivings  ?.  aweekonly,or  260  ?.  a year. 
Afterwards,  however,  the  Treasury,  011  account 
of  the  large  amount  of  work  -which  came  in  at 
that  time, "paid  him  the  back  pay,  amounting 
to  600  ?.  a year,  from  the  time  when  he  took 

619.  Where  do  we  find  that? — I have  not  the 


slightest  idea.  . . 

620.  So  that  when  it  appears  in  the  Estimates 
of  1868-69  date,  the  chief  clerk  was  receiving 
200  /.  a year,  he  was  actually  receiving  600 1.  ? 
No ; lie  did  not  know  it,  and  it  was  not  so. 

621.  But  he  was  paid  600  ?.,  was  he  not?— 
They  made  it  up  to  him,  so  that  it  amounted  to 
600  7.  throughout.  His  first  appointment  was  at 
400  /.  a year,  and  it  was  afterwards  made  up  to 
600  /.  a year  from  the  date  of  his  appointment. 

622.  Therefore,  this  scale  of  salaries,  which 
says  that  the  minimum  is  500  ?.  a year  to  the 
chief  clerk,  to  be  increased  by  20  ?.  annually  to  a 
maximum  of  600?.,  is  altogether  moonshine  ?— 
No,  because  he  only  gets  his  maximum  on  account 
of  special  services,  without  waiting  for  the  in- 
crease, as  has,  I believe,  been  frequently  done  in 
other  offices. 

623.  May  I ask  why  Professor  Brown,  whose 
minimum  salary  is  600  ?.,  as  chief  inspector,  and 
whose  maximum  salary  is  800  ?.,  does  not  get  the 
annual  increase  of  20?.  a year  ? — He  will  get  it 
from  this  time;  that  was  only  allowed  by  the 
Treasury  some  three  weeks  or  a month  ago. 

624.  I see  that  he  has  600  ?.,  and  he  simply 
receives  now  the  minimum  salary  of  600  ?.  this 
year  and  laBt  year  ; how  many  years  has  Professor 
Brown  been  in  the  office  ?— Nearly  eight  years ; 
Professor  Simonds  received  600  ?.,  and  when  he 
retired  I applied  to  the  Treasury  for  Professor 
Brown  to  receive  it,  but  it  was  refused.  I applied 
acrain,  because  I was  afraid  that  I should  lose 
Professor  Brown  if  he  did  not  get  a proper 
amount,  and  after  considerable  correspondence 
they  agreed,  about  six  weeks  ago,  that  such  in- 
crease should  be  made ; it  was  accordingly  com- 
menced from  the  date  of  the  Treasury  authority, 
and  now  Professor  Brown  is  receiving  100  ?.  a 
year  more  than  he  was  receiving  last  year,  and 
will  go  on  with  the  increase  as  it  is  arranged  now 
with  the  Treasury.  There  is  extreme  difficulty 
in  getting  a qualified  man  to.  keep  and  hold  these 
appointments,  unless  there  is  some  inducement 
to  him  in  the  way  of  increment  to  remain,  which 
was  not  the  case  before. 

625.  It  appears  to  me  that  these  increments 


are  very  irregular;  in  the  case  of  one  official  it  is 
stated  that  in  one  year  his  salary  was  200  ?.,  and 
that  in  the  next  it  was  600  l. ; and  here  we  have 
Professor  Brown  put  down  at  600  ?.  in  each  year 
with  no  apparent  rise  ; can  you  explain  that?— I 
think  it  is  not  so  in  this  year’s  Estimates.  The 
arrangement  has  only  just  been  entered  into. 

626.  Arc  not  the  Estimates  exactly  alike  in  the 
two  years  ? — It  is  not  correct  Professor  Brown 
only  received  500  ?.  last  year. 

627.  Mr.  Dent.]  I think  that  there  is  a little 
misunderstanding;  Professor  Simonds  was  the 
chief  inspector  last  year,  was  he  not? — Yes. 

628.  And  he  received  6007.  a year,  did  he  not? 
—Yes.  _ 

629.  "Was  not  Professor  Brown,  the  second  in- 
spector, receiving  500  7.  a year  ?— Quite  so. 

630.  Now  Professor  Brown,  who  is  put  down 
as  the  chief  inspector,  starts  with  600  7.  a year , 
that  is  really  the  case,  is  it  not? — That  is  really 
the  case. 

631.  Chairman.]  The  new  inspector  is  stated 
to  receive  500  7.  this  year,  and  you  say  that  is 
wrong?— lie  receives  only  4007.  I cannot  un- 
derstand the  reason  for  putting  these  figures ; they 
were  not  put  by  me. 

632.  Then  the  scale  of  the  salary  which  says 
that  the  minimum  should  be  only  400  7.  is,  in 
reality,  what  is  now  paid  to  Mr.  Cope  ? — Yes. 

633.  Thei'e  are  three  first  class  clerks,  are 
theie  not,  their  average  salary  being  about  330  7. 
each  ? — Yes. 

634.  So  that  the  total  amount  of  the  estimate 
for  the  present  year  of  the  salaries  of  inspectors 
and  officials  is  10,893  ?.,  is  it  not? — It  is;  that  in- 
cludes the  salaries  of  the  inspectors  at  the  ports 
as  well. 

635.  Those  inspectors  receive,  do  they  not, 
salaries  amounting  to  just  3,000  ?.,  some  being 
paid  by  fees  and  some  by  salaries  ?— It  will  not 
come  quite  to  3,000  7. ; that  is  tlie  estimate ; 
we  have  only  used  2,770  7.  of  the  salaries  at 
present. 

636.  Then  I see  iu  these  same  Civil  Service 
Estimates  that  the  salaries  of  the  Medical  De- 
partment amount  to  10,634  ?.,  so  that  the  health 
of  the  stock  costs  more  than  the  health  of  the 
human  beings  by  260  7.,  does  it  not  ? — Yes ; but 
the  local  authorities  pay,  I should  think,  twenty 
times  as  much  with  regard  to  the  public  health. 

637.  In  those  detailed  estimates  of  expense  I 
see  nothing  put  down  for  law;  can  you  tell  us 
what  that  costs  in  a year  ? — I could  ascertain  it, 
hut  it  is  paid  by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury, 
who  has  the  6ole  charge  of  all  the  law  expenses, 
so  far  as  I know ; Mr.  Reilly  is  our  counsel,  and 
I simply  check  that  he  has  been  consulted  on  the 
occasions  for  which  he  sends  in  his  account,  and 
the  fees  and  all  that  are  arranged  by  the  Treasury, 
and  are  charged,  I believe,  in  the  general  law 
expenses ; we  make  no  payment  whatever  on 
that  account. 

638.  Then  you  will,  perhaps,  be  kind  enough 
to  give  that,  if  you  can  obtain  it  ? — I can  only 
give  you  the  number  of  consultations ; the  fees 
are  arranged  by  the  Treasury. 

639.  But  is  it  possible  for  you  to  obtain  from 
the  Treasury  what  the  law  expenses  of  the 
Veterinary  Department  are? — Ido  not  think  I 
could ; I have  no  standing  to  apply  to  the  Trea- 
sury for  anything  of  the  kind. 

640.  Do  you  think  the  Treasury  know  what 
the  cost  is  ? — I should  think  they  do ; those  things 
are  very  sharply  looked  after. 

641.  There 
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641.  There  is  no  return  made  for  postage ; 
why  is  that?— There  is  no  charge  made  for 
postage,  nor  any  account  kept ; the  bags  are 
forwarded  through  the  Post  Office,  and  I believe 
they  arc  weighed  and  charged  against  the  Council 
Office  generally;  but  we  have  no  information 
about,  that  in  the  Department. 

642.  I see  under  the  head  of  “ Agricultural 
Statistics,”  which  come  under  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  the  postage  is  charged  at  3,300 1.,  and  also 
that  the  postage  of  the  vaccination  returns  under 
the  Local  Government  Board  is.  charged  at 
2,500  Z. ; are  you  aware  that  that  is  so  ? — Very 
possibly. 

643.  Coukl  you  give  the  Committee  no  ap- 
proximate idea  of  the  cost  of  postage  ?— Not  the 
slightest ; I have  no  means  whatever  of  knowing 
it  ° it  ifi  a mere  matter  of  account. 

644.  Have  you  any  item  which  you  could 
furnish  the  Committee  as  to  the  expenses  of  sta- 
tionery?— Not  the  slightest  of  auy  kind;  the 
stationery  accounts  for  all  the  departments  are 
published  by  the  Stationery  Office  every,  year ; 
we  are  reminded  directly  if  we  exceed  in  any 

645.  The  Stationery  Department  do  not  divide 
the  expenses  between  the  Departments,  do  they  ? 
—Not  that  I am  aware  of ; I do  not  at  all  know 
that  they  dos  and  the  extreme  division  that  I 
should  think  that  they  would  make  would  be, 

“ Privy  Council  Office,”  because  ours  is  a sub- 
department  scarcely  having  separate  accounts. 

646.  Are  you  aware  that  the  Sanitary  Com- 
mission reported  in  these  terms:  “We  think 

that  whatever  central  superintendence  of  the 
Cattle  Diseases  Act  is  required  should  be  vested 
in  a new  central  authority  ” ? — I do  not  recollect 
the  exact  wording. 

647.  They  made  the  same  recommendation 
with  regard  to  the  Health  Department,  and  they 
were  transferred  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
were  they  not? — So  I understand. 

648.  Do  you  know  any  reason  why  the  Veteri- 
nary Department  should  not  go  there  too  ? — I 
cannot  see  the  slightest  advantage  in  going  there, 
because  the  local  authorities  are  different,  the 
method  of  working  is  different,  the  class  of  officers 
required  is  different,  and  the  machinery  alto- 
gether is  so  entirely  different,  that  it  would  be 
only  putting  an  additional  branch  as  it  were  on 
to  that  office ; 1 have  scarcely  an  opinion  as  to 
whether  it  ■would  work  better  under  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Goverment  Board  than  under 
the  Privy  Council,  but  I should  imagine  not  so 
well ; there  are  points  with  regard  to  importation 
and  restrictions  on  trade  which  could  scarcely  be 
properly  settled,  I think,  without  a Committee. 

649.  You  do  not  think  that  it  would  be  ad- 
vantageous to  the  public  service,  that  this  depart- 
ment should  be  transferred  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  ? — I do  not  think  so.  Personally,  I 
should  prefer  it,  because  it  would  relieve  me  of 
an  enormous  amount  of  responsibility,  but  I do 
not  think  that  it  would  work. 

650.  I think  it  appears  from  the  evidence 
which  you  gave  on  Monday,  that  you  had  been 
at  first  secretary  to  the  Veterinary  Department? 
— It  was  first  the  Veterinary  Department,  then 
the  Cattle  Plague  Department,  and  then  the 
Veterinary  Department  again. 

651.  That  is  the  self-same  department  now,  is 
it  not,  although  its  name  has  been  altered  so 
many  times  ? — Yes. 

652.  At  what  period  did  you  commence? — I 
0.58. 


commenced  in  August  1865,  privately  on  my  own  Mr. 
responsibility,  without  auy  hope  of  payment;  I got  Alexander 
my  brother  and  some  clerks  to  help  me.  Itwassug-  Williams. 
seated  by  Sir  A rthuv  H elps,  who  said  that  Professor  ~"~ 

Simonds  had  got  into  such  a lot  of  correspon-  *3  March 
dence,  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  attend  to 
it,  and  he  asked  me  if  I would  go  and  help  him. 

I said  I would  do  so  with  pleasure.  I then  lived 
in  Spring-gardens.  I devoted  a room  to  the 
purpose,  got  all  the  correspondence  together,  and 
a short  time  afterwards,  with  Mr.  Baring’s  assist- 
ance, got  the  matter  authorised.  I can  give  you 
the  first  authorisation,  if  you  please.  The  corre- 
spondence was  then  totally  neglected,  and  it  was 
necessarily  so,  because  Professor  Simonds  had  so 
much  to  do  with  the  real  professional  work,  that 
he  could  not  attend  to  it. 

653.  But  the  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague,  1 
suppose,  was  the  beginning  of  this  office,  was  it 
not  7 — Quite  so. 

654.  And  it  has  been  continued  more  or  less 
ever  since,  has  it  not  ? — Ever  since,  under  one 
form  or  another. 

655.  Then  vou  were  the  first  secretary? — 

Yes. 

656.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  salary  then? 

— I was  only  to  give  a very  small  portion  of  my 
time  to  it,  and  I was  to  have  then  six  guineas 
a week. 

657.  And  then,  in  April  1866,  I think  Colonel 
Harness  came? — Yes. 

658.  What  were  you  then  ? — By  that  arrange- 
ment, Colonel  Harness  reported  a scheme  for  the 
department,  which  the  Treasury  sanctioned,  and 
I was  made  the  medical  adviser. 

659.  What  were  your  duties  as  medical  ad- 
viser ? — Colonel  Harness  submitted  this  scheme  : 
first,  a medical  superintendent  and  adviser, 
whose  rate  of  remuneration  should  not  exceed 
12  l.  a week  ; then  on  that  Mr.  Baring  put  a note 
that  I should  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  at  least  600 1. 
a year. 

660.  What  were  your  duties  as  medical  ad- 
viser ? — To  advise  on  all  general  medical  matters 
not  specially  relating  to  veterinary  medicine,  dis- 
infection, aud  all  the  papers,  foreign  or  otherwise, 
relating  to  diseases,  and  all  correspondence  re- 
lating to  diseases  were  referred  to  me. 

661.  Mr.  Cawley.']  Do  you  mean  diseases  of 
cattle? — Exactly;  not  that  I was  at  all  com- 
petent to  deal  with  them. 

662.  Clu/irman.]  Why  was  not  this  office  con- 
tinued?—I thought  myself  that  it  was  not  a very 
useful  office. 

663.  This  was  an  office  created  which  you  did 
not  think  was  necessary  ? — I did  not  think  so, 
but  Colonel  Harness  did ; he  recommended  it 
strongly. 

664.  Then  on  Colonel  Harness  leaving  the 
office,  was  this  office  of  medical  adviser  abolished  ? 

— It  was,  on  my  recommendation. 

665.  And  you  returned  as  secretary? — I re- 
turned as  secretary  simply. 

666.  How  many  of  the  officials  of  your  office  are 
on  what  is  called  the  permanent  staff  of  officials  ? 

— Seven,  I think;  the  second  class  clerks  are  not 
permanent ; they  are  liable  to  discharge  at  any 
moment.  , 

667.  What  is  the  advantage  ox  being  on  the 
permanent  staff? — On  complying  with  certain 
conditions,  eventually  you  get  superannuation, 
which  you  do  not  get  otherwise. 

668.  If  the  office  is  abolished  do  you  get  com- 
pensation ?— Yes,  under  the  Superannuation  Act. 

* -r)  669.  How 
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669.  How  long  have  you  to  serve  before  you 
become  permanent  officials? — You  are  made  per- 
manent, I think,  as  a rule  at  the  time  of  appoint- 
ment, but  I really  know  very  little  about  it. 

670.  How  long  have  you  to  serve  before  you 
are  entitled  to  superannuation? — I think  10  years 
is  the  earliest  time,  except  where  an  office  is 
abolished,  and  then,  I believe,  they  give  com- 
pensation, but  I really  do  not  know  very  much 
about  it. 

671.  There  are  not  above  seven  permanent 

clerks  you  think  ?— There  are  only  seven  per- 
manent officials  as  regards  the  clerks ; I do  not 
know  whether  you  would  consider  the  messengers 
to  be  so.  The  consequence  is,  that  the  other 
clerks  have  no  interest  in  retaining  their  appoint- 
ments, and  they  leave  when  they  can  get  anything 
better.  • 

672.  Going  to  your  Reports,  the  first  Report, 
which  was  called  the  Cattle  Plague  Report,  was 
delivered  in  the  middle  ot  the  year  1868,  was  it 
not? — Yes. 

673.  This  is  a Report  of  the  cattle  plague  in 
Great  Britain  during  the  years  1865,  1866,  and 
1867,  and  it  was  issued  in  1868,  was  it  not  ? — Yes. 

674.  I believe  all  the  statistical  portion  was 
done  the  year  before  ? — Not  all ; only  that  up  to 
December  1866  ; but  there  was  a considerable 
amount  of  work  after  that. 

675.  Was  it  delayed  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  Veterinary  Report,  so  as  to  embrace  all?- — It 
was ; Professor  Simonds  is,  I think,  answerable 
for  that  delay.  It  would  have  been  useless  to 
publish  it  without  the  Veterinary  Report. 

676.  Then  there  was  an  absence  of  any  Report 
from  1868  to  July  1872,  was  there  not?— There 
was;  but  between  those  times  we  furnished  several 
returns  giving  information  as  required. 

677.  That  Is  to  say,  that  you  furnished  returns 
to  the  Metropolitan  Market  Bill  Committee? — 
Yes,  and  to  the  House,  but  there  was  no  regular 
Report. 

678.  Now  we  have  another  interesting  Report 
in  February  1873  ? — Yes. 

679.  Is  it  proposed  that  we  shall  have  an 
annual  report  as  early  in  the  year  as  we  have 
had  it  this  year  ? — I am  afraid  that  it  cannot  be 
got  out  so  early  without  enormous  labour ; and 
its  cost  is  a great  deal  increased,  because  we  have 
to  correct  it  after  sending  it  to  the  press.  I 
think  you  cannot  expect  to  have  it  in  future  be- 
fore some  time  in  March,  unless  I am  given 
additional  hands  for  the  purpose  of  pressing  on 
that  particular  thing. 

679*.  In  the  Report  of  1872,  which  you  signed 
on  the  11th  of  July,  which  was,  in  fact,  the  Re- 
ort  for  1871,  those  first  14  pages  were  written 
y you,  were  they  not,  and  not  by  the  veterinary 
inspector  ? — That  was  so. 

680.  But  we  have  the  advantage  this  year  of 
a Report  from  you,  and  also  of  a Report  from  the 
veterinary  inspectors? — Yes;  I hoped  to  have 
had  that  last  year,  but  the  veterinary  inspectors 
were  so  pressed  that  I could  not.  get  it. 

681.  Is  it  supposed  that  we  shall  have  a repe- 
tition of  those  excellent  Reports  from  the  veteri- 
nary inspectors  ? — I hope  so.  Of  course  I am  en- 
tirely under  the  orders  of  the  Privy  Council  with 
regard  to  anything  of  that  kind.  I proposed  the 
annual  Report  long  ago.  I wanted  to  continue 
the  annual  Report,  but  the  expense  has  always 
been  the  difficulty.  As  long  as  we  do  it  in 
overtime  it  is  allowed,  but  if  any  extra  expense 
is  incurred  we  are  stopped  directly. 


682.  Referring  to  the  Report  of.  1871,  page  8, 
the  second  paragraph,  you  are  talking  of  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  “ Whether  it  was  or  was  not 
first  imported  into  this  country  in  1839,  ol-  had  a 
spontaneous  origin  about  that  time,  or  had  ex- 
isted here  long  before  that  date,  remains  to  be 
proved.”  May  I ask  you  whether  you  are  re- 
sponsible for  that  statement,  or  did  you  get  that 
information  from  the  veterinary  inspectors?— 

I am  responsible  for  that  statement,  and  for  all 
contained  in  it. 

683.  I refer  particularly  to  the  “ spontaneous 
origin”  about  that  time  ; do  you  suppose  that  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  often  originates  spon- 
taneously ?— I do  not  believe  it  ever  did,  or,  at 
any  rate,  within  recent  times ; but  I always  en- 
deavour to  test,  independently  of  any  opinion,  the 
evidence  which  is  brought  before  me,  and  I then 
thought,  and  I still  think,  that  there  is  no  evi- 
dence that  it  does  not  spontaneously  arise,. nor 
that  it  had  not  existed  before  1839.  My  belief  is 
that  foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not  arise  sponta- 
neously, and  that  it  is  propagated  in  this  country 
entirely  by  contagion. 

684.  We  rather  look  to  your  department  to  in- 
struct and  guide  us  about  these  diseases ; and  if 
it  arises  spontaneously,  what  is  the  use  of  these 
heavy  restrictions ? — No  use  at  all;  but  I give 
you  the  evidence  as  it  is  brought  before  me.  At 
that  time  I received  a letter  from  one  of  the 
highest  veterinary  medical  authorities,  from  which 
it  appeared  that  he  did  not  agree  with  the  general 
belief  held  as  to  its  propagation  by  contagion, 
and  that  therefore  it  occasionally  arose  spontane- 
ously ; therefore  I conceived  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  put  before  the  House  all  the  evidence  which 
I had  on  the  subject. 

685.  All  the  negative  evidence  ? — All  the  nega- 
tive evidence  as  well  as  the  positive. 

686.  But  there  was  a record  of  veterinary 
science  previous  to  the  year  1839,  was  there  not? 
— That,  I think,  you  had  better  ask  the  vete- 
rinary officers  of  the  Department.  In  writing  that 
report  I merely  took  the  evidence  before  me,  and  I 
could  not  find  any  evidence  of  its  origin  by  con- 
tagion only,  in  which  I thoroughly  believe.  It  is 
very  difficult  to  prove  a negative  in  any  case. 

687.  But  it  rather  casts  a slur  upon  the  vete- 
rinary profession  in  1839  if  they  had  not  told  us 
this  outbreak,  supposing  it  had  occurred  pre- 
viously ? — But  if  they  had  told  us  that  it  arose 
spontaneously,  could  they  by  any  possibility  have 
proved  it? 

688.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  record  of  its 
existence  in  this  country  before  the  year  1839  ? 
— I have  not  gone  into  that  matter  ; I should 
prefer  your  asking  Professor  Brown,  who  is 
qualified  to  answer  that  question.  Professor 
Fergusson,  of  Ireland,  at  that  Lime  believed  that 
it  might  occasionally  arise  spontaneously.  In  the 
presence  of  a letter  of  that  kind  in  the  office,  I 
think  it  was  my  duty  to  bring  the  matter  forward 
in  that  way,  simply  to  show  that  there  was  an 
opinion  on  the  other  side.  What  Professor  Fev- 
gusson’s  opinion  now  may  be,  I do  not  know. 

689.  You  do  not  put  forward  this  history  of 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  a professional 
authority  ?— Not  as  a professional  authority,  but 
simply  statistically  on  the  evidence  before  me, 
having  nothing  to  do  with  medical  matters  at  all, 
hut  simply  as  a matter  of  history  and  information ; 
I have  not  entered  at  all  into  the  medical  question 
in  either  of  the  two  later  Reports. 

690.  But  in  the  Report  of  1872  I am  glad  to 

find 
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find  that  we  have  some  of  Professor  Brown’s 

opinions  about  it?— Yes.  . 

691.  And  he  has  been  good  enough  to  give  us 
ideas  as  to  how  it  is  to  be  treated  ?— Yes,  gene- 

ra  692.  And  therein,  I think,  he  has  rather  disre- 
garded the  opinion  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  who  said  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
he  thoucrht  that  your  department  was  not  tor  the 
purpose  of  giving  recipes  and  suggesting  treat- 
ment?—I do  not  think  it  should  be  done  unless 
it  is  gone  into  thoroughly  and  done  well.  For 
us  to  distribute  occasional  recipes,  and  so  on,  1 
think  would  create  a great  deal  of  discontent 
among  the  veterinary  profession.  In  fact,  the 
Government  would  be  doing  for  nothing  what 
the  private  practitioner  would  get  payment  for. 
I do  not  think  that  is  advisable ; I do  not  think 
that  Professor  Brown  has  gone  into  any  recipes 
at  all,  but  that  his  recommendations  relate  to 
general  treatment  only. 

693.  But  1 thought  that  one  of  the  duties  ot 
the  department  was  to  suggest  treatment?— The 
Lords  of  the  Council  have  on  every  occasion 
when  it  has  been  proposed  to  them  of  late  years 
distinctly  declined  to  do  that. 

694.  On  page  13  of  your  Report  of  1871, 1 see 
that  the  duties  of  the  inspectors  are  thus  partly 
defined : — “ To  examine  into  and  report  upon 
any  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  occurring 
amongst  animals  in  any  part  of  Great  Britain,  or 
upon  any  other  diseases  concerning  the  nature  of 
which  there  may  be  any  doubt,  and  to  carry  out 
any  experimental  or  other  investigations  which 
maybe  considered  advisable  relating  to  these  dis- 
eases what  have  you  done  in  the  way  of  ex- 
perimental or  other  investigations? — I think  you 
will  find  in  Professor  Brown’s  Report  that  there 
is  a great  deal  of  research  connected  with  those 


695.  Not  under  the  special  authority  or  cogni- 
sance of  this  department? — For  the  information 
of  the  Lords  of  the  Council. 

696.  Do  you  mean  experiments  undertaken  by 
order  of  the  Lords  of  the  Council  ? — No ; in  this 
way : on  being  asked  for  a Report  on  any  par- 
ticular subject.  Professor  Brown  would  naturally 
go  in  detail  into  that  subject,  for  the  purpose  ox 
reporting.  It  is  only  indirectly ; Ave  incur  no  ex- 
pense in  that  Avay. 

697.  Then,  in  fact,  you  have  not  attempted  to 
carry  out  any  experimental  investigation  under 
the  auspices  of  this  department?— We  have  not; 
we  have  no  sum  for  this  purpose.  All  the  reports 
of  Professor  Brown  on  those  matters  are  merely 
for  the  information  and  guidance  of  . the  Lords 
of  the  Council,  and  not  for  publication  as  a 
rule. 

698.  Is  not  this  Report  of  Professor  Broivn  s 
to  be  made  public? — Yes,  that  one  is;  but  the 
general  reports  are  simply  to  the  office.  We 
constantly  get  reports  on  various  subjects,  not  for 
publication,  but  simply  for  the  information  of 
their  Lordships  in  treating  particular  cases. 

699.  Would  you  see  any  objection  to  the  vete- 
rinary professors,  Avho  are  a portion  of  your  de- 
partment, giving  the  country  advice  similar  to 
that  in  Professor  Brown’s  Report  of  this  year  ? 

I do  not  see  any  objection  to  the  professors,  at- 
tached to  the  department  giving  it  as  their  opinion, 
and  being  personally  responsible  for  it;  but  I 
should  see  great  objection  ’ to  the  Lords  of  the 
Council  endorsing  as  their  opinion  any  opinion  of 
their  inspectors. 

0-58. 


700.  I do  not  suppose  that  the  endorsement  by 
the  Lords  of  the  Council  would  carry  any  extra 
weight  with  it  ? — I do  not  suppose  that  it  Avould ; 
but  it  would  involve  them  in  all  the  conse- 
quences. 

701.  But  when  a general  wish  has  been  ex- 
pressed on  the  part  of  the  agricultural  com- 
munity that  Ave  should  like  to  have  a certain 
amount  of  information  and  suggestion  from  the 
Veterinary  Department  in  the  treatment  of 
disease,  do  you  not  think  that  those  Reports  of 
the  veterinary  professors  may  be  continued  an- 
nually ?— I see  no  objection  to  that,  if  it  is 
clearly  understood  that  they  are  simply  the  pro- 
fessional opinions  of  the  individuals  themselves, 
and  not  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  Privy 
Council  or  of  the  Department. 

702.  And  you  think  that  would  be  not  only 
advisable  but  extremely  useful? — Extremely 
useful ; it  has  always  been  my  wish  that  such 
Reports  should  be  furnished  each  year. 

703.  And  Ave  are  likely  to  have  them  each  year 
in  future  ? — I think  so. 

704.  With  regard  to  the  landing  of  cattle,  I 
understood  you  to  say  that  the  veterinary  in- 
spectors appointed  by  you  have  no  power  to  go 
on  board  ships  ? — They  have  no  legal  power  to  do 
so  except  under  certain  circumstances ; I suppose 
they  could  go  with  the  Customs  officers,  Avho  could 
take  them  on  board, ; I do  not  recollect  that  they 
have  any  real  power  of  entry,  except  where  they 
suspect  tli at  disinfection  is  not  carried,  out. 

' 705.  Supposing  that  a vessel  arrived  with  a 

dead  bullock  on  board  which  had  evidently  died 
from  some  contagious  disease,  do  you  not  think 
that,  your  inspector  should  have  power  to  go  on 
board  the  ship,  and  not  only  have  the  power  of 
inspecting  those  cattle  after  they  are  landed  ? 

I think  he  should. 

706.  It  is  not  possible  that  if  he  found  disease 
on  board  the  ship  you  might  get  rid  of  that 
danger  better  than  by  landing  them? — It  is  a 
very  difficult  question;  I doubt  Avhether  you 
could  get  rid  of  them  better ; if  there  were 
proper  accommodation  at  the  ports  for  the  de- 
struction of  animals,  I believe  it  would  be  in- 
finitely better  to  let  them  destroy  them  at  once 
and  o-et  rid  of  them,  than  to  leave  them  on  board 
the  vessel  and  take  them  to  sea  and  move  them 
about,  and  so  very  much  increase  the  danger. 

707.  But  at  the  same  time,  you  think  it  would 
be  well  for  your  inspectors  to  have  the  power  to 
o-o  on  board  ship  Avhen  they  heard  of  any 
animal  dying  from  disease,  so  that  they  might 
take  extra  precautions  Avhen  the  animals  Avere 
landed?— Quite  so,  and  for  other  purposes  as 
well;  for  seeing  the  condition  of  the  vessel  as 
regards  fittings,  and  so  forth. 

708.  During  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague,  the 

orders  which  were  then  in  force  restricting  the 
movement  of  cattle  had  the  effect,  had  they  not, 
of  getting  rid  almost  entirely  of  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  and  of  considerably  reducing  the 
attacks  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Undoubtedly, 
from  the  reports  received.  , ,,  , . 

709  To  what  do  you  attribute  the  outbreak  ot 
foot  and  mouth  disease  after  those  orders  were 
rescinded?— To  the  extension  of  the  disease  trom 
the  centres  Avhich  then  existed ; I think  that  is 
the  most  probable  cause  of  it. 

710.  Can  you  give  us  any  idea  as  to  where  it 

did  exist  except  in  the  port  of  London  ? I have 
no  official  information  about  that.  , 

711.  Are  you  not  aware  that  for  12  months 
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there  -was  no  case  of  foot  ancl  mouth  disease  m 
the  country  except  in  the  port  of  London  ?— I 
am  not  at  all ; but  I should  scarcely  think  that 
that  was  so  at  the  port  of  London.  The  Metro- 
politan Market,  where  all  those  animals  went  to, 
was  entirely  free  for  a considerable  period. 

712.  But  the  lairs  of  the  Metropolitan  Market 

were  not  free,  were  they  ? — So  iar  as  my  infor- 
mation went  at  the  time  they  were ; but  Professor 
Brown  will  be  able  to  give  you  that  information 
much  better  than  I can.  . . 

713.  Do  you  consider  that  the  order  permitting 
foreign  sheep  to  go  into  the  country  in  the  yeai 
1869  had  anything  to  do  with  the  recent  out- 
break of  foot  and  -111011111  disease  ?— I have  not 
been  able  to  trace  any  relation  whatever  between 
the  two  things,  although  I have  carefully  gone 
into  it  whenever  I had  an  opportunity. 

714.  Is  Holland  in  any  way  a country  of  tran- 

sit for  live  animals  ?— Not  in  any  way  that  I am 
aware  of ; they  are  prohibited  entirelyfrom  going 
into  Holland,  and  consequently  could  not  go 
through  it.  . . 

715.  Are  sheep  which  are  imported  with  cattle 
from  scheduled  countries  killed  at  the  port  of 
landing  ? — If  they  are  landed  at  the  defined  part, 
all  animals  are  treated  the  same. 

716.  But  can  cattle  from  scheduled  countries 
be  landed  at  one  place,  and  the  sheep  which  come 
with  them  be  landed  at  another  place?— They 
can  ; but  the  same  regulations  practically  apply 
to  the  two  parts  of  the  cargo ; one  part  of  it  is 
not  released  until  the  other  is  pronounced  free 
from  disease. 

717.  I understood  you  to  say  that  we  should 
in  all  probability  now  receive  a much  larger 
quantity  of  cattle  from  "Russia  than  previously ; 
is  that  on  account  of  the  extra  price,  or  rather  on 
account  of  the  Russians  growing  more  cattle  ?— 
I did  not  intend  to  say  that  we  should  receive 
more  cattle  ; I intended  to  say  that  the  supplies 
on  the  Continent  are  so  nearly  exhausted  that 
indirectly  or  directly  we  must  get  our  supplies 
from  Russia ; but  I should  prefer  getting  them 
indirectly  through  some  other  countries,  to  getting 
them  directly. 

718.  Was  there  not  a proposition  made  by 
some  Russian  dealers  to  quarantine  the  cattle  on 
the  other  side  of  the  water  ? — There  was 
verbally. 

71 S.  Did  they  say  that  they  could  quarantine 
them  there,  and  yet  send  them  here  at  a profit  ? 
— They  appeared  to  think  so. 

720.  Then,  quarantine  on  that  side  of  the 
water  can  be  accomplished  economically,  but  here 
you  do  not  think  it  could  1 — I have  no  evidence 
that  it  can  be  accomplished  there  economically, 
and  they  do  not  know  the  severe  restrictions  that 
would  be  necessary,  and  the  expense  that  it  would 
entail. 

721.  I think  that  those  gentlemen  suggested 
that,  if  they  had  a quarantine  ground  in  Russia, 
near  one  of  the  ports,  they  would  be  at  the  ex- 
pense of  some  of  the  officers  of  the  English  Go- 
vernment superintending  it? — Yes ; but  probably 
they  do  not  know  the  enormous  amount  of  ex- 
pense which  would  be  entailed  by  bucIi  a quaran- 
tine station  as  I should  consider  necessary. 

722.  Do  any  Russian  cattle  come  to  this 
country  overland  by  way  of  Lubeck? — 1 am  not 
aware  that  they  do  generally,  but  that  some  came 
last  year  there  is  no  doubt ; they  came  by  a 
vessel  from  Cronstadt  to  Lubeck  and  overland 
from  Lubeck  to  Hamburg. 


723.  And  then  they  were  exported  from  Ham- 
burg here  ? — Yes. 

724.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  that 
is  the  general  route,  or  was  it  an  exceptional 
one? — Jt  was  an  exceptional  one. 

725.  Was  that  to  avoid  your  order  aB  to  im- 
porting cattle  direct  from  Russia  ? — I believe  it 
was ; I believe  it  occurred  after  we  had  prohibited 
the  import. 

726.  Do  you  suppose  that  those  were  the  cattle 
which  spread  the  cattle  plague  in  Hamburg  ?— 
Certainly. 

727.  Did  we  receive  any  of  those  cargoes  here 
in  a diseased  state  ? — Yes ; there  is  a full  account 
of  the  whole  matter  in  Professor  Brown’s  Re- 
port. 

728.  Do  you  think  that  you  have  guarded 
against  that? — I think  so;  Germany  has  pro- 
hibited the  import  of  Russian  cattle,  I believe, 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  German  States,  but 
I have  no  certain  information  upon  that  point 
Certainly  it  is  prohibited  at  that  part  of  Ger- 
many. 

729.  If  diseased  animals  are  imported,  you 
would  destroy  the  carcases,  I believe?— It  de- 
pends entirely  upon  what  the  disease  is,  and 
upon  the  state  of  the  animal,  and  the  stage  of  the 
disease. 

730.  Would  you  do  so  in  the  case  of  cattle 
plague? — Certainly.  Those  absolutely  affected 
are°destroyed,  but  I should  see  no  objection  to 
those  in  contact,  which  are  not  affected,  being 
consumed  for  food. 

731.  Do  you  consider  it  essential  that  at  all 
the  ports  of  landing  there  should  be  some  appa- 
ratus for  the  destruction  of  carcases? — Or  then- 
burial,  certainly. 

732.  So  that,  in  future,  wc  should  not  have 
the  uncomfortable  regulations  under  which  cattle 
taken  to  sea  and  thrown  overboai-d  are  washed 
up  on  the  coast  ?— Quite  bo  ; I am  convinced  that 
there  should  be  such  an  apparatus,  or  a place  for 
burial. 

733.  Should  you  think  that  there  was  any 
danger  from  the  carcases  of  those  cattle  being 
washed  up  upon  the  coast  ? — I think  that  there 
would  be  considerable  danger ; and  if  , in  the  late 
cases,  we  had  not  taken  every  precaution  in  bury- 
ing them  as  soon  as  possible,  and  getting  rid  of 
all  trace  of  what  was  likely  to  produce  disease, 
I think  it  is  very  possible  that  they  might  have 
introduced  disease  ; but  that  they  did  not  we  are 
quite  positive. 

734.  Do  you  schedule  any  country  at  all  for 
any  other  disease  except  cattle  plague  ? — We 
have  scheduled  the  sheep  of  countries  where  the 
sheep-pox  has  occurred,  and  we  now  schedule 
sheep  in  Russia,  because  of  cattle  plague. 

735.  But  you  would  not  schedule  a country  if 
you  heard  that  there  was  a very  large  outbreak 
of  pleuro- pneumonia? — No,  we  have  never  done 
so. 

736.  N or  yet,  of  course,  for  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease?— No. 

737.  But  in  those  countries  which  are  sche- 
duled I suppose  there  is  some  form  of  virulent 
disease,  or  else  you  would  not  schedule  them? 
Either  >that,  or  the  danger  of  getting  it  from 
other  countries ; Germany  has  no  cattle  plague, 
but  she  is  scheduled  because  she  might  get  it 
from  other  countries,  and  F ranee  is  in  the  same 
position. 

738.  Therefore  you  would  rather  expect, 
would  you  not,  to  find  more  disease  in  the  cattle 

imported 
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imported  from  the  scheduled  districts  than  in 
cattle  from  those  which  have  a clean  hill  ot 
health’— I do  not  think  so  as  regards  the  other 
disease's ; as  we  only  schedule  for  cattle  plague, 
nr  sheep-pox,  it  would  be  only  those  diseases, 
, 1 1,1  Atlmv  diseases. 


mobably;  it’ would  not  be  other  diseases. 

P 739_  j}ut  if  you  kill  the  whole  of  the  cargo  at 


739.  -out  li  you  ~ " •, 

the  waterside  when  one  or  two  animals  are  found 
infected  with  pleuro-pncumonia,  or  with  loot  aucl 
month  disease,  that,  you  think,  mokes  them  more 
careful  not  to  send  animals  infected  witti  those 
diseases?— Certainly.  . 

740.  Do  you  consider  that  it  is  of  any  use  to 
continue  to  report  the  cases  of  loot  and  mouth 
disease  to  the  local  authority  by  the  police  ot  the 
district  ?— I consider  it  is  of  very  little  use,  though 
it  may  be  of  slight  use. 

741.  You  are  aware  that  generally  now  the 

farmer  "ives  notice  to  the  policeman  of  an  out- 
break of  loot  and  mouth  disease ; that  the  police- 
man o-ives  that  information  to  the  inspector,  and 
that  no  further  notice  is  taken  of  it?— I am  not 
aware  of  it,  but  I presume  that  it  is  so.  W e get 
no  information  concerning  it,  except  accidentally ; 
we  get  some  returns,  but.  we  do  not  call  for  any 
information  with  regard  to  it.  .... 

742.  You  do  not  consider  that  simply  giving 
that  notice  is  of  very  great,  importance,  now  that 
no  further  action  is  taken  ? — If  no  further  action 
is  taken  it  is  of  no  importance,  but  it  the  local 
authority  were  to  carry  out  the  provisions,  1 
believe  it  would  be  ot  great  assistance. 

743.  What  provisions  do  you  mean ; do  you 
mean  applying  the  pleuro-pncumonia  rules  to  foot 
and  mouth  disease?— Or  simply  the  rules  which 
they  can  apply  now  in  preventing  the  movement 
of  all  the  animals  which  are  herded  with  those 
which  arc  affected. 

744.  Can  they  do  that  under  one  of  your 
recent  orders  ? — Under  the  General  Order, 
Article  28 : “A  local  authority  nmy  from  time 
to  time,  with  a view  of  preventing  the  spreading 
of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  make  regulations 
for  the  following  purposes,  or  any  of  them : tor 
prohibiting  or  regulating  the  movement  out-  ot 
any  field,  stable,  cowshed,  or  other  premises  in 
which  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  found  to 
exist  of  any  animal  which  has  been  in  the  same 
field,  stable,  cowshed,  or  other  premises  with,  or 
in  contact  with,  any  animal  affected  with  toot 
‘ and  mouth  disease.” 

745.  That  does  not  include  a market,  does  it  i 
— I should  imagine  that  it  included  markets. 

746.  If  a bullock  is  found  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  a market  there  is  no  power, 
is  there,  by  that  Act  and  no  power  by  that  Order 
for  anybody  to  restrain  the  movement  of  the 
animals  which  are  herded  with  it?  Certainly 
there  is,  if  the  local  authority  like  to  make  a 
regulation  to  that  effect. 

747.  If  the  other  cattle  are  perfectly  healthy 
to  all  appearance,  can  the  inspectors  insist  upon 
the  whole  of  the  herd  being  stopped  in  the 
market?— If  the  local  authority  have  made  a 
regulation  under  Article  28,  saying  that  that  is 
to  be  the  case. 

748.  Are  you  aware  whether  any  such  regula- 
tion has  been  made  by  any  market  authority  in 
the  kingdom  ? — X think  not ; I am  not  aware  of 


750.  Then  I think  that  the  force  ot  your  m>. 
evidence  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  Alexander 
as  given  on  M onday,  was  this ; that  you  must  Williams. 

either  do  a great  deal  more,  or  that  it  would  be  

prudent  to  do  a great  deal  less  than  you  are  doing  13  March 
at  the  present  moment? — It  was  so.  1873. 

751.  Do  you  think  that  the  home  regulations 
with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  show  any 
reasonable  hope  of  extinguishing  it? — Not  of 
extinguishing  it. 

752.  Do  you  think  that  the  restrictions  now 
put  upon  it  curtail  it? — I should  think  so  to  some 
extent. 

753.  Notwithstanding  the  experience  which 
your  reports  furnish  us,  that  in  .1872  there  were 
a great  deal  more  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
than  there  were  in  previous  years? — Notwith- 
standing that. 

754.  And  you  think  that  if  there  had  been  no 
restrictions,  in  all  probability  the  increase  would 
have  been  greater  ? — Certainly. 

755.  Although  you  have  had  no  returns  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  1872,  I suppose  that  you 
are  aware  that  that  disease  has  been  much  more 
prevalent  in  1872  than  it  was  in  1871  ? — I should 
think  so. 


756.  I understood  you  in  your  evidence  to  say, 
(and  in  fact  you  give  it  in  the  report  of  1871), 
that  farmers’  opinions  have  very  much  changed  of 
late  about  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  they 
think  that  it  is  a much  more  serious  disease  than 
they  formerly  thought  it? — So  it  would  appear. 

757.  Do  you  not  think  that  that  arises  from 
the  fact  that,  previously  to  the  restrictions  that 
were  put  in  force  by  reason  of  the  cattle  plague, 
farmers  considered  that  it  was  a disease  which 
they  could  not  get  rid  of,  and  that,  therefore, 
there  was  no  use  in  attempting  any  restrictions  ? 
— It  may  have  been  so. 

758.  And  it  is  not  much  worse  now  than  it  was 
then,  is  it?— I can  scarcely  form  an  opinion  upon 
that  point. 

759.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  the  disease  was 
quire  as  bad  when  first  it  appeared,  in  the  year 
1840,  as  it  is  now? — That  is  very  probable,  I 
think ; but  that  is  rather  a medical  point. 

760.  Generally  speaking,  when  we  have  what 
is  termed  a fresh  outbreak,  is  it  not  more  virulent 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  outbreak  than  rt  is 
when  the  disease  has  in  a measure  expended  it- 
self?— I have  no  statistics,  and  therefore  I am 
not  able  to  give  an  opinion  upon  that  point;  but 
Professor  Brown  will  be  able  to  inform  tne  Com- 
mittee upon  all  those  points. 

761.  Mr.  Dent.']  The  honourable  gentleman  in 
the  Chair  asked  you  some  questions  as  to  the 


tne  vmair  asiwcu  : T , 

transference  of  your  department  to  the  Docal 
Government  Board,  do  you  not  think  that  it  might 


749.  And  whereas  the  markets  are  generally 
held  within  the  precincts  of  boroughs,  it  is  not 
very  likely  to  he  made,  is  it  ? — I should  think  not ; 
it  would  be  almost  imnracticable  to  carry  it  out 
with  the  present  machinery. 

0.58. 


uovernmenc  jju.uu,  uu  <= 

be  possible  to  utilise  the  nuisance  inspectors,  who 
are  to  be  appointed  under  the  sanitary  authorities, 
for  purposes  connected  with  these  Acts?— I can- 
not suppose  that  they  are  qualified  to  judge  ot 
disease  in  any  way. 

762.  They  are  to  report  upon  the  nuisances 
and  the  diseases  of  humanity  which  break  out  in 

their  districts,  are  they  not  ?— The  two  subjects 

are.  entirely  separate.  Medical  men  are,  I should 
think,  about  the  worst  veterinary  surgeons. 

763.  I do  not  mean  the  medical  officers ; but 
bv  every  sanitary  authority  there  is  to  be  ap- 
pointed a medical  officer,  and  also  a nuisance  in- 
spector, and  one  of  the  nuisance  inspector  s duties 
is  to  report  the  outbreak  of  any  disease  in  Ins  dis- 
trict to  the  medical  officer.  Has  it  ever  occurred 
to  you  that  the  same  officer  might  also  report  upon 
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mr.  an  outbreak  of  any  disease  in  cattle  ? — He  might 
Alexander  do  so  as  a mere  matter  of  knowledge  that  disease 
Williams,  of  some  kind  wa3  present ; but  it  would  be  neces- 

sary  that  the  report  should  be  submitted  to  a 

13  March  veterinary  authority  before  it  would  be  of  the 
1873.  slightest  use. 

764.  Undoubtedly;  but  at  present  the  police 
in  most  districts  have  the  duty  of  reporting 
thrown  upon  them,  have  they  not? — Yes;  I 
should  imagine  that  it  is  possible  that  it  might  be 
done,  but  it  has  not  occurred  to  me. 

765.  You  think,  do  you  not,  that,  in  all  pro- 
bability, for  our  supply  of  meat  from  abroad,  we 
shall  have,  ultimately  rather  to  depend  upon 
Russia  and  the  eastern  parts  of  Europe,  either 
directly  or  indirectly  ? — I think  so. 

766.  Therefore  it  is  very  essential,  is  it  not, 
that  our  regulations  as  to  import  should,  if  pos- 
sible, guard  against  the  probability  of  introducing 
disease  ? — Yes. 

767.  Those  regulations  at  the  ports  at  present 
are  not  satisfactory  to  your  mind,  are  they  ?— 
They  are  not. 

768.  I understand  that  the  trade  is  at  present 
from  scheduled  and  unscheduled  countries  ? — 
Yes. 

769.  From  scheduled  countries  the  animals  are 
all  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  arrival,  are  they 
not  ? — They  are. 

770.  From  unscheduled  countries  they  are 
slaughtered  if  any  disease  at  all  is  found  on 
board,  I believe? — Yes. 

771.  Have  you  veterinary  inspectors  at  the 
ports  to  which  cattle  are  allowed  to  come  from 
unscheduled  countries? — Yes  ; and  the  cattle  go 
through  exactly  the  same  detention  and  inspection 
as  the  others. 

772.  In  all  the  ports  ? — In  all  the  ports. 

773.  Would  you  not  think  it  well  to  limit  the 
number  of  ports  to  which  animals  from  un- 
scheduled countries  should  be  imported? — That 
would  be  a part  of  my  proposal  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  foreign  trade. 

774.  Would  you  think  it  well  that  on  the 
arrival  of  any  cargoes  of  cattle,  notice  should  be 
given  not  only  to  the  Customs  officers  (who,  I 
suppose,  receive  notice  now),  but  also  to  the 
veterinary  inspector  of  the  port? — -Practically 
that  is  the  case  now. 

775.  But  he  receives  the  notice  through  the 
Customs  officers,  does  he  not? — Or  through  the 
importer ; it  is  done  in  several  ways. 

776.  Is  the  importer  bound  to  give  notice  to 
the  veterinary  inspector  of  the  port  that  he  has 
a cargo  Of  cattle  on  board  ? — I think  not ; but  as 
he  wants  them  examined  as  soon  as  possible, 
it  is  his  interest  to  let  the  inspector  know  as  soon 
as  possible. 

777.  After  landing  ? — Before  landing,  because 
if  he  is  ready  to  make  the  examination  at  once  it 
sometimes  saves  12  hours. 

778.  But  there  is  no  compulsion,  is  there? — 
There  is  no  compulsion. 

779.  If  animals  are  to  be  brought  from  dan- 
gerous localities  like  Austria  or  the  eastern 
parts  of  Europe,  do  you  think  that  it  would  be 
advisable  to  make  it  compulsory,  on  .the  part  of 
the  importer,  to  inform  the  veterinary  inspector  of 
the  port  that  a cargo  of  cattle  had  arrived  ?— I 
can  see  very  little  advantage  in  it  as  long  as  the 
Customs  detain  the  animals  until  the  inspector 
sees  them,  and  then  he  makes  his  inspection. 

780.  Do  the  Customs  authorities  retain  the 
animals  until  the  veterinary  inspector  has  seen 
them  on  board  ? — Not  on  board,  but  on  shore. 


and  the  Customs  are  responsible  for  their  safe 
keeping  until  they  are  delivered  over  to  the  in- 
spector. 

781.  Supposing  (as  in  the  case  of  the  “Joseph 

Soames  ”)  that  a cargo  of  cattle  came  with  cattle 
plague  on  board,  and  were  landed  under  the 
authority  of  the  Customs,  who  is  to  take  care 
that  there  is  no  communication  between  die 
persons  who  have  driven  or  brought  those  cattle 
to  the  lairs  and  the  outer  world? — First,  the 
Customs  are  responsible  for  their  safe  custody  in 
a particular  part  of  the  defined  port ; secondly 
the  local  authority  are  responsible  for  the  keeping 
of  the  defined-  part.  8 

782.  There  is  a clause  in  the  Act,  is  there  not, 
enabling  the  local  authority  to  make  provision  for 
disinfection? — Yes. 

783  Taking  that  cargo  which  came  to  Hull, 
and  supposing  that  those  animals  had  not  been 
destroyed  on  board,  but  had  been  landed,  who  is 
there  now  to  see  that  the  drovers,  or  other  per- 
sons who  were  in  contact  with  those  animals,  are 
disinfected  before  they  go  out  and  come  in  con- 
tact with  other  cattle  ? — I am  afraid,  practically, 
that  there  is  no  one. 

784.  That  rests  entirely,  at  present,  with  the 
local  authority  to  enforce,  does  it  not? — It 
depends  entirely  as  to  the  time.  While  the 
animals  are  in  charge  of  the  Customs,  the  Cus- 
toms are  responsible ; where  they  are  in  charge 
of  the  inspector  he  is  responsible,  and  he  is 
assisted  by  the  local  authority  in  carrying  out 
anything  he  wishes ; so  it  is  ordered. 

785..  But  the  cattle  landed  from  scheduled 
countries,  arc  supposed  to  be  dangerous  cattle;, 
who  is  responsible  that  the  drovers  or  sailors, 
or  people  who  bring  those  cattle  from  the  vessels 
into  the  lairs,  are  disinfected  before  they  come 
into  contact  with  other  cattle  ? — No  one  at  all. 

786.  I presume  that  you  would  like  to  see 
some  authority  or  regulation  in  order  to  enforce 
that,  -would  you  not,  if  you  admit  cattle  from 
those  dangerous  countries?  — Yes,  if  it  were 
practicable  to  enforce  it.  I think  that  under  our 
present  arrangements  it  might  be  enforced  by 
making  the  local  authorities  do  it,  but  I doubt 
very  much  whether  it  is  practicable. 

787.  In  this  particular  case,  two  or  three 
cargoes  came  with  cattle  plague  on  board ; was 
it  in  any  person’s  power  to  insist  that  the  sailors 
and  others  who  had  been  in  contact  with  those 
cattle  should  be  disinfected  before  they  had  the 
chance  of  coming  in  contact  with  other  cattle? — 
I should  imagine  that  the  Customs  could  do  it. 

.788.  The  authority  appears  to  be  at  present 
divided  a good  deal  between  yourselves  and  the 
Customs? — No,  I think  there  is  a perfectly  clear 
definition  between  the  two.  The  Customs  have 
the  charge  of  the  cattle  until  they  deliver  them 
to  the  inspector,  and  directly  the  Customs  deliver 
them  to  the  inspector  the  Customs  cease  to  have 
the  responsibility,  and  the  inspector  has  the  whole 
of  the  responsibility. 

789.  But  have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that 
the  local  authorities  carry  out  the  last  paragraph 
of  Clause  61  of.  the  Act,  which  is  as  follows: 
“ A local  authority  shall  direct  the  disinfecting  of 
the  clothes  of,  and  the  use  of  due  precautions 
against  the  spreading  of  contagion  by,  inspectors 
and  others  in  contact  with  animals  affected  with 
cattle,  plague  ” ? — Professor  Brown  will  tell  you 
what  is  the  actual  fact  with  regard  to  that  case  at 
Hull ; I believe  that  they  were  disinfected,  or 
that  there  was  an  attempt  made  to  disinfect  them, 
in  that  particular  case. 

790.  You 
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790.  You  stated  that  you  would  furnish  the 
Committee  with  your  ideas  of  the  regulations 
which  should  be  in  force  with  regard  to  cattle 
from  scheduled  countries  ; what,  in  your  opinion, 
should  those  regulations  be? — 1 have  taken  both 
scheduled  and  unscheduled  countries  together. 
The  first  thing  I think  should  be  a reduction  in 
the  number  of  ports  at  which  foreign  animals  are 
landed. 

791.  Are  you  prepared  to  speedy  the  ports 
which  you  would  retain  ? — I can  do  so ; 1 take 
an  average  for  the  last  four  years  of  the  number 
of  animals  lauded  at  the  ports,  and  I find  that  in 
each  of  16  of  those  ports,  an  average  of  less  than 
700  animals  have  been  landed  during  each  year. 
One  of  those  ports,  however,  Barrow-in-F urness, 
has  only  just  been  licensed  for  the  landing  of 
cattle,  and  therefore  I should  not  interfere  witli 
that  at  present;  the  other  15  ports  I think  might 
be  prevented  from  landing  cattle  without  any 
interference  with  the  real  import  of  our  food, 
although  each  case  would  require  further  special 
consideration ; those  would  be  Bristol,  Cardiff', 
Dartmouth,  Dover,  Glasgow,  Grangemouth, 
Kirkwall,  Newhaven,  Penzance,  Shields  (North 
and  South),  Shoreham,  Weymouth,  Littlehamp- 
ton,  and  Folkestone.  At  Folkestone  no  cattle 
have  been  landed  for  three  years ; those  ports  I 
would  shut  up  altogether ; they  bring  a few  sur- 

lus  store  cattle  on  board,  which  I think  should 
e slaughtered  on  board,  and  with  which  they 
should  do  the  best  they  could ; I have  a return 
here  which  shows  the  number  imported  at  each 
of  those  ports. 

792.  At  some  of  those  ports,  are  not  a num- 
ber of  Alderney  and  J ersey  cattle  imported  for 
dairies  ? — It  might  be  so  at  W eymouth. 

793.  Are  they  treated  as  foreign  animals'? — 
They  are.  At  Shoreham,  in  four  years,  they 
landed  445  cattle,  and  260  sheep.  As  a supply, 
that  is  very  slight  indeed. 

794.  As  a supply  of  food  it  is  light ; but  is  it 
not  possible  that  there  might  be  an  inconvenience 
for  dairy  purposes  in  closing  those  ports;  as  I 
understand  you,  you  would  not  allow  any  cattle 
whatever  from  scheduled  or  unscheduled  coun- 
tries to  be  landed? — No  cattle  whatever. 

795.  Would  you  make  any  further  restriction 
as  to  the  ports? — That  might  require  further 
consideration  as  to  each  case.  I think  that  at 
all  ports  where  foreign  animals  are  landed,  whe- 
ther from  scheduled  or  unscheduled  countries, 
there  should  be  sufficient  and  proper  accommo- 
dation, first,  for  the  landing  and  lairage  of  each 
cargo  separately,  and,  secondly,  for  the  slaugh- 
ter of  diseased  and  infected  animals,  and  for  the 
burial  or  destruction  of  carcases.  I think  that 
should  be  essential  to  the  license  for  landing. 

796.  Would  you  still  retain  the  distinction  be- 
tween scheduled  and  unscheduled  countries? — 
Certainly  ; all  the  ports  having  defined  parts  for 
scheduled  cattle,  should  have  real  and  not  ima- 
ginary boundaries. 

797.  And  within  those  boundaries  should  be 
provided  slaughter-houses  and  means  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  carcases,  and  means  for  the  dis- 
infection of  persons  and  things  ? — Yes,  all  ports 
should  have  that ; and  therefore  it  would  be  ne- 
cessarily included  before  the  landing  was  allowed. 
The  only  thing  in  the  scheduled  parts  having 
defined  parts,  would  be  additional  slaughter  ac- 
commodation for  the  animals.-  They  should  have 
the  same  regulations  precisely. 

798.  Then,  supposing  that  a cargo  of  diseased 


animals  were  landed  from  an  unscheduled  coun- 
try,  you  would  take  those  animals  to  be  slaugh- 
tered in  the  slaughter-houses  set  apart  for  diseased 
animals  from  scheduled  ?— If  they  were  diseased. 

1 99.  What  is  the  present  rule,  as  regards 
animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
pleuro-pnemnonia ; are  the  carcases  destroyed  ? 
— So  far  as  my  department  is  concerned  we  only 
take  cognisance  of  disease ; therefore  if  a carcass 
is  likely  to  introduce  disease  into  the  country,  we 
order  it  to  be  destroyed ; if,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
is  a question  of  food  supply,  the  inspector  of 
nuisances  is  informed,  and  he  deals  with  it  under 
the  Nuisances  Removal  Act. 

800.  Do  the  Privy  Council,  before  animals  are 
allowed  to  be  imported  into  any  port,  make  any 
stipulations  or  regulations  as  to  the  provision  of 
slaughter-houses  and  places  for  disinfection? — 
Always  as  regards  a port  which  is  newly  allowed 
to  land  animals ; but  with  regard  to  the  old  ports 
our  stipulations  are  rather  difficult  to  enforce. 

801.  I think  you  cannot  yourself  give  us  much 
information  about  the  ports  locally  ? — I cannot. 

802.  You  know  that  remonstrances  have  been 
made,  as  to  the  inadequate  separation  of  the  de- 
fined part  from  the  general  cattle-market  in  the 
port  of  Hull  ? — I do. 

803.  Are  you  aware  that  persons  pass  from  the 
defined  part  by  merely  crossing  a street,  or  walk- 
ing 40  or  50  yards  to  the  cattle  market  ? — I be- 
lieve so. 

804.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  landing 
of  foreign  cattle  at  Liverpool  ? — Not  practically ; 
merely  from  the  reports  of  Professor  Brown. 

805.  Professor  Brown  has  probably  visited  the 
ports  and  can  give  more  detailed  information  ? — 
He  has  visited  all  of  them,  I think. 

806.  Do  you  know  what  suggestions  were 
made  at  Hull  as  to  the  improvement  of  the  de- 
fined part  of  the  port  ? — W e have  had  a large 
amount  of  correspondence  about  it. 

807.  Do  I understand  you  to  say,  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  burial,  and  the  disinfection  of  car- 
casses, were  provided  for  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  then  repaid  by  you  ? — Yes ; by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  through  the  receivers  of  wreck,  who  are, 

I believe,  officers  of  Customs. 

808.  Then,  as  I understand  it,  when  those 
foreign  animals  are  diseased,  a report  is  made  to 
the  Customs  that  a cai*go  has  arrived ; the  Cus- 
toms make  a report  to  you ; the  local  authority 
sees  that  the  animals  are  slaughtered  and  buried, 
and  then  the  receiver  of  wreck  pays  the  ex- 
penses?— Not  in  that  case,  but  in  the  case  of  car- 
cases thrown  up  by  the  sea, 

809.  But  suppose  that  they  were  landed,  and 
slaughtered,  and  buried,  and  disinfected,  then  wbo 
pays  the  expenses  ? — The  local  authorities,  I be- 
lieve, then  are  the  proper  parties  to  pay  under 
the  Act. 

810.  Supposing  the  cattle  plague  does  get  into 
the  country;  as  I understand,  then  you  propose 
that  animals  which  are  likely  to  introduce  the 
disease  anywhere  else,  should  be  slaughtered 
under  the  recommendation  of  a qualified  inspec- 
tor?— Yes. 

811.  What  is  done  with  the  carcases  of  home 
animals  which  are  unaffected  with  the  disease  ? — 
I am  scarcely  able  to  tell  you  what  is  practically 
done  with  them.  The  local  authorities  have 
power  to  deal  with  them. 

812.  I presume  that  in  the  case  of  the  slaughter 
of  animals  which  were  not  affected,  and  which 
were  only  likely  to  introduce  disease,  you  would 
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have  their  carcases,  after  proper  and  careful 
disinfection,  used  for  human  food,,  and  not  de- 
stroyed?— If  they  were  fit  for  it;  the  local 
authority  does  all  that, 

813.  You  suggested  that  you  thought  that  the 
officers  from  your  department  might  very  well 
make  the  returns  of  cattle  for  the  agricultural 
statistics,  did  you  not? — I scarcely  suggested  it. 

I said  that  it  would  he  a great  advantage  for  the 
same  officers  as  made  the  inspection  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  to  make  the 
agricultural  returns  with  regard  to  cattle. 

814.  Do  you  know  how  those  returns  are  ob- 
tained at  present  ? — Not  in  detail. 

815.  They  are  obtained  by  sending  out  circulars 
to  every  occupier  of  land  from  the  Inland  Revenue 
Office,  which  the  occupier  fills  up  or  does  not  fill 
up,  and  if  he  does  not  reply  to  the  second  circular 
the  policeman,  or  somebody  else,  gets  the  infor- 
mation, and  so  the  circular  is  filled  up.;  but  that 
does  not  really  give  the  person  obtaining  those 
returns  any  accurate  knowledge  of  the  stock 
which  is  kept  on  the  farm  ?— Probably  not ; but 
if  an  inspector  were  appointed  for  a district  which 
was  not  too  large,  and  of  which  he  could  have  a 
thorough  knowledge,  I think  he  could  get  those 
returns  very  well  from  the  occupiers. 

816.  What  would  you  call  a district  which  an 
inspector  could  manage  ? — I should  think  not 
more  than  a radius  of  10  miles. 

817.  That  is  about  the  size  of  an  ordinary  Poor 
Law  union,  is  it  not  ? — I cannot  say. 

818.  You  would  have  a qualified  veterinary 
inspector,  I presume,  for  each  of  those  districts  ? 
— Yes. 

819.  Would  you  pay  him  by  fees  or  by  salary  ? 
— -By  salary.  I would  make  him  independent  of 
all  local  circumstances. 

820. -  Have  you  any  idea  of  the  sort  of  expense 
that  would  be  incurred  by  that  ? — It  would  be 
very  large  indeed. 

821.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  hear  that  in 
the  West  Riding,  during  the  three  months  when 
the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  were  applied  to  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  veterinary  surgeons’ 
accounts  amounted  to  1,500  l. ; and  that  for  the 
whole  of  the  next  two  years,  when  the  police  were 
employed,  the  accounts  only  amounted  to  800  /., 
including  the  calling  in  of.  a veterinary  surgeon 
in  all  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia? — I was  not 
aware  of  that. 

822.  That  shows  the  enormous  expense  of  em- 
ploying veterinary  surgeons  as  inspectors,  does 
it  not  ? — I think  that  men  of  sufficient  knowledge 
might  be  got  for  these  appointments  at  a moderate 
salary,  varying  from  100 1.  to  30U  l.  a year.  I 
admit  that  it  would  be  an  enormous  expense,  but 
I do  not  see  any  other  method  of  efficiently  carry- 
ing out  what  is  proposed. 

823.  You  would  like  to  have  a return  made  of 
the  births  and  deaths  on  the  farm,  and  of  every 
acquisition  of  new  stock  ? — Perhaps  not  so  much 
in  detail  as  that,  but  a general  knowledge  of  the 
stock  of  the  district, 

824.  If  we  are  to  eradicate  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  we  must  resort,  you  think,  to  some  such 
stringent  measure  as  that  ? — Quite  so. 

825.  And,  from  your  own  showing,  the  expense 
would  be  enormous  ? — Yes  ; I should  think  it 
would  be  100,000  /.  a year  at  least. 

826.  Have  you  considered  exactly  who  would 
have  to  pay  for  it  ? — I have  not. 

827.  Do  you  agree  with  Professor  Brown,  who, 
I think,  in  his  report  at  page  21,  calls  the  foot 


and  mouth  disease  a “ benign”  disease  ? — Our 
returns  prove  that  the  per-centage  of  deaths  from 
foot  and  mouth  disease  was  very  small,  and  there- 
fore I should  imagine  that  that  would  be  the 
meaning  of  the  expression. 

828.  Has  not  the  per-centage  of  deaths  been 
considerably  larger  this  year  than  it  has  been  in 
previous  years  ? — Yes. 

829.  You  are  not  of  opinion  that  at  present  we 
are  doing  much  good  in  checking  pleuro-pneu- 
monia ? — We  are  doing  good  indirectly  by  pre- 
venting  its  rapid  extension,  I think ; but  I could 
not  prove  that  we  are  doing  much  good  generally, 
although  in  certain  localities  I think  we  might 
produce  evidence  that  we  have  done  a great  deal 
of  good. 

830.  I was  strongly  of  opinion  for  the  first  two 
years  of  the  Act,  that  it  was  checking  the  disease 
very  much ; but  I have  a return  here  showing 
that  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  they  de- 
termined to  slaughter  and  give  compensation,  and 
obtained  powers  from  the  Privy  Council  last 
October  to  do  so.  Should  you  be  surprised  to 
hear  that  for  the  four  months  preceding  their 
having  this  power  there  were  133  cases,  and  that 
in  the  four  succeeding  months  there  were  191 
cases ; that  is  to  say  that  they  have  had  60  more 
cases  in  the  four  months  since  the  compensation 
was  given,  and  comparing  those  four  months  with 
the  corresponding  period  of  last  year  there  were 
only  42  cases,  making  an  increase  of  152  cases?' 
— Probably  that  is  because  notices  have  been 
given  in  many  cases  where  no  notice  would  have 
been  given  but  for  the  compensation. 

831.  There  are  no  returns,  are  there,  as  to  the 
prevalence  of  loot  and  month  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia before  the  cattle  plague? — I do  not 
think  there  is  any  reliable  information. 

832.  Do  you  think  that  Professor  Brown,  or 
anyone  in  your  office,  would  have  any  idea  of  the 
prevalence  of  those  diseases  before  the  cattle 
plague  ? — Professor  Simonds  could  give  that. 

833.  The  Honourable  Chairman  rather  indi- 
cated that  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  extinct  in 
England  when  the  cattle  plague  restrictions  were 
taken  off ; have  you  any  records  in  your  office  to 
show  that  the  disease  was  extinguished  then?— 
We  have  not;  I do  not  myself  believe  that  it 
was ; in  fact,  I have  information  that  it  was  not. 

834.  You  were  rather  surprised,  were  you  not, 
to  hear  such  a statement  ? — I was. 

835.  Your  suggestion  to  get  rid  of  foot  and 

mouth  disease  would  be,  would  it  not,  to  put  in 
force  all  the  stringent  rules  which  were  in  force 
during  the  cattle  plague? — Not  nearly  so  strin- 
gent. At  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague,  licenses 
were  required  for  the  movement  of  every  animal, 
whether  healthy  or  unhealthy  ; I should  propose 
that  those  licenses  should  only  be  required  in 
infected  places,  where  tlie  disease  absolutely 
existed.  , 

836.  The  returns  of  the  number  of  infected 

places  are  very  large,  are  they  not? — They  are, 
but  they  might  gradually  be  reduced,  and  the 
staff  might  be  afterwards  reduced.  , 

837.  You  do  not  think  that  the  granting  of 

those  licenses  should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
justices,  or  of  persons  appointed,  by  them?  No, 
a responsible  veterinary  authority  should  grant 
them.  . . 

838.  Still,  during  the  cattle  plague,  I think 
that  the  licenses  were  not  given  indiscreetly  or 
injudiciously,  were  they?— -I  believe  they  were; 
in  fact  I know  from  evidence  that  they  were. 

839.  As 
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839.  As  I understand,  you  would  appoint  per- 
manent salaried  veterinary  authorities  to  carry 
out  the  Act  ?— Or  they  should  be  appointed  by 
the  local  authorities,  under  the  control  of  the 
Central  Department. 

840.  But  if  the  local  authorities  are  to  appoint, 
how  are  the  Central  Department  to  control  ? — I 
think  that  they  might  be  controlled  by  the  Cen- 
tral Department  seeing  that  the  regulations  were 
properly  carried  out. 

841.  The  central  authority  do  not  see,  do  they, 
that  the  regulations  made  by  the  local  authority 
are  carried  out  at  all  now?— As  a rule,  they  do  not. 

842.  For  instance,  if  the  local  authority  makes 
rules  about  the  movement  of  diseased  stock,  and 
their  exhibition  in  the  markets,  the  central  autho- 
rity does  not  send  any  inspector  into  the  markets  to 
examine  whether  those  rules  are  carried  out,  does 
it? — On  very  rare  and  special  occasions  that  is  done. 

843.  Do  you  not  think  that  it  might  be  a good 
thing  if  the  veterinary  inspectors  of  the  central 
authority  occasionally  visited  the  largest  markets, 
such  as  Liverpool  and  Bristol  and  others,  to  see 
whether  the  Act  was  carried  out? — I think  it 
would  be  an  advantage,  but  that  would  not  at  all 
affect  the  carrying  out  without  power  to  force  the 
local  authority  to  carry  it  out. 

844.  Supposing  that  one  of  your  inspectors 
went  into  the  Stanley  Market,  at  Liverpool,  and 
found  a number  of  diseased  cattle  exposed  there, 
he  would  have  no  power,  would  he,  to  summon 
the  owner  before  the  magistrates? — He  would 
have  the  same  power  as  the  inspector  of  the  local 
authority  would  have;  but  I do  not  think  it 
would  be  an  advisable  proceeding  to  take  it  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  local  authority. 

845.  I do  not  mean  for  the  inspector  of  the 
central  authority  to  go  regularly  there ; but  it  is 
said  that  in  some  markets  there  is  very  little 
attention  paid  to  these  matters,  and  that  the  local 
inspectors  wink  at  the  disease,  and  do  not  sum- 
mon the  persons  who  infringe  the  law.  Would 
it  be  possible,  or  would  it  be  advisable  that  your 
inspectors  should  go  down  occasionally  to  the 
markets  and  summon  the  offenders  ? — It  would 
be  very  little  use,  I think ; there  must  be  con- 
stant supervision. 

846.  Do  your  inspectors  at  any  time  now  exa- 
mine markets,  or  railway  trucks,  or  steamboats,  in 
the  home  trade,  Irish  and  English? — Occasionally. 

847.  Do  they,  for  instance,  at  Holyhead,  or 
Bristol,  or  Liverpool,  interfere  about  the  cleansing 
of  steamboats  ? — Only  so  far  as  reporting  to  the 
local  authority  the  fact  of  an  order  not  being  car- 
ried out,  and  requesting  them  to  carry  it  out. 

848.  Supposing  they  find  that  the  owner  of  a 
steamboat  did  not  clean  out  or  disinfect  his  vessel, 
would  your  inspector  consider  it  a part  of  his 
duty  to  summon  that  man  before  the  magistrates 
for  an  infringement  of  the  order? — Certainly 
not.  His  instructions  are  to  report  the  fact  to 
the  department,  and  then  the  department  write 
to  the  local  authority,  and  call  their  attention  to 
the  fact.  If  a case  for  prosecution,  we  should 
request  a prosecution  to  be  instituted ; if  it  were 
a case  for  improvement,  we  should  request  them 
to  make  such  improvement. 


849.  Your  department  has  no  power,  has  it,  to 
compel  the  local  authority 'to  carry  out  the  im- 
provement. or  to  institute  the  prosecution  ? — Not 
that  I am  aware  of. 

850.  In  the  scheduled  ports,  would  you  con- 
fine the  importation  of  cattle  to  boats  entirely 
meant  for  the  importation  of  cattle  ? — I should 
do  so,  if  it  could  be  practically  done  ; but  I fear 
it  could  scarcely  be  done  practically. 

851.  Still,  if  you  limited  the  ports  very  much, 
and  a larger  number  of  cattle  were  brought  into 
each  of  those  ports,  might  not  that  be  more  prac- 
ticable ? — I think  it  might. 

852.  The  danger  arises  not  only  from  the 
cattle,  but  also,  to  a great  extent,  from  the  rest 
of  the  cargo,  does  it  not  ? — It  does. 

853.  As  I understand  you,  the  boats  that  come 
to  London,  are  exclusively  cattle  boats? — To  a 
great  extent,  they  are. 

854.  Do  you  think  the  boats  employed  in  the 
foreign  cattle  trade  are  generally  cleansed  and 
inspected  ? — I think  to  a great  extent  they  are. 

855.  Do  your  officers  or  the  Customs  officers 
look  to  that?— Our  officers,  the  inspectors  of  the 
ports,  look  to  that. 

856.  Have  you  any  officers  belonging  to  you 
that  inspect  cattle  abroad  ? — None  at  all. 

857.  Do  you  receive  any  reports  from  abroad 
except  through  the  Foreign  Office  ? — Privately, 
but  not  officially ; I am  acquainted  with  some  of 
the  heads  of  the  departments  in  various  countries, 
and  I get  private  information,  but  none  officially, 
except  through  the  Foreign  Office. 

858.  In  the  case  of  a cargo  of  Russian  cattle 
being  sent  from  Cronstadt,  would  your  depart- 
ment be  communicated  with  by  the  consul? — • 
The  consul  telegraphed  in  the  last  case,  and  we 
waited  for  the  cargo. 

859.  If  the  consul  gets  information,  or  has 
reason  to  believe,  thata  cargo  has  left  the  Con- 
tinent with  diseased  cattle,  would  it  be  his  duty 
to  telegraph  to  your  department  or  to  the  Foreign 
Office  ?— To  the  Foreign  Office  ; it  goes  through 
the  Foreign  Office.  The  consuls  have  instruc- 
tions to  report  weekly  from  each  country  when 
cattle  plague  exists  there ; and  each  month  under 
any  circumstances,  to  say  that  the  country  is  free ; 
and  to  telegraph  immediately  on'  any  fresh  out- 
break of  cattle  plague  or  sheep-pox. 

860.  Do  you  believe  that  you  get  on  the  whole 
accurate  information  from  abroad  as  to  the  state 
of  the  cattle  plague  in  foreign  countries  ? — Pretty 
accurate,  I think. 

861.  If  there  were  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague 
would  you  be  able  to  close  the  ports  to  cattle, 
from  any  country  before  there  was  danger  of 
cargoes  coming  ? — Scarcely  so  with  regard  to  the 
near  countries,  but  with  regard  to  Russia,  I think, 
we  should,  as  we  did,  in  fact. 

862.  There  was  a good  deal  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  imported  from  Spain  and  Portugal  in 
1871,  was  there  not?— Yes,  it  was  only  for  a 
short  time. 

863.  Those  cattle,  to  a very  great  extent,  came 
to  Liverpool,  did  they  not? — Out  of  14,372  cattle 
from  Portugal,  and  15,389  from  Spain,  3,850  came 
to  Liverpool  from  Portugal  and  2,803  from  Spain. 
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from  Spain  arrived  at  Southampton.  They  are 
divided  principally  between  London,  Liverpool, 
and  Southampton. 


864.  Chairman.']  The  principal  port  at  which 
the  cattle  from  Spain  and  Portugal  arrive  is 
Southampton,  is  it  not?  — hive  thousand  three 
hundred  and  fifty-four  from  Portugal  and  none 
0.58. 
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Mr>  865.  Mr.  Dent.~\  You  have  no  particular  con- 

Alexander  trol  over  the  Irish  trade  in  your  department,  I 
Williams,  think  ?— None  -whatever,  except  when  the  cattle 

are  landed  in  England. 

13  March  866.  Then  you  have  just  the  same  control  over 
1873.  them  that  you  have  over  English  cattle,  I pre- 
sume ? — Quite  so. 

867.  You  cannot  interfere  at  all  with  the  lairs 
and  places  to  which  the  Irish  cattle  are  taken  in 
England  any  more  than  you  have  over  English 
cattle? — No. 

868.  The  57th  clause  of  the  Act  provides  that 
in  the  case  of  animals  found  in  the  markets,  the 
local  authority  may  take  them  away,  and  isolate 
them,  but  there  is  no  means  given  to  provide 
places  of  isolation  for  those  cattle,  I think  ? — I 
think  under  Part  VII.  of  the  Act  it  might  be 
done- 

869.  If  they  chose  to  go  to  the  expense  of 
buying  land  they  might  do  so? — I think  it 
might  be  done  under  that  part  of  the  Act. 

870.  Your  opinion,  I think,  clearly  is,  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  intro- 
duced from  abroad  are  checked  at  the  port  of  dis- 
embarkation, and  that  the  animals  being  all 
slaughtered,  there  is  not  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  those  diseases  are  introduced  into  the  coun- 
try in  that  way  ? — They  may  occasionally  be  in- 
troduced, but  not  to  any  great  extent. 

871.  You  have  had  at  the  office  at  different 
times  several  complaints  as  to  their  being  intro- 
duced in  that  way,  have  you  not? — We  have  had 
many. 

872.  You  have  endeavoured  to  trace  those 
cases,  and  I understand  you  to  say  that  you  had 
not  been  able  to  do  so? — We  have  taken  very 
great  pains  to  trace  the  disease  from  the  foreign 
animal,  but  we  have  never  on  any  one  occasion 
been  able  to  do  so  clearly;  the  evidence  has 
broken  down ; the  animal  might  have  caught  the 
disease  after  its  arrival  in  every  instance. 

873.  Have  you  ever  turned  your  attention  to 
the  idea  of  importing  store  cattle  into  special 

forts,  and  keeping  them  there  in  quarantine  ? — 
have,  and  it  was  always  a favourite  idea  of 
mine ; but  1 believe  the  expense  of  carrying  it 
out  would  render  it  impracticable  to  do  so,  be- 
cause you  would  want  such  enormous  premises, 
and  would  incur  such  enormous  expenses,  that  I 
do  not  think  as  a private  undertaking  it  would 
pay. 

874.  Any  lengthened  period  of  quarantine 
would  also  require  enormous  premises,  would  it 
not  ? — Enormous. 

875.  Each  cargo  would  require  to  be  kept 
isolated  for  a lengthened  period,  would  it  not? — 
Yes. 

876.  And  if  disease  broke  out  in  one  of  those 
places  it  could  not  be  used  for  some  time  after- 
wards?— That  is  so. 

877.  Mr.  J Bar  clay. Your  experience  in 
dealing  with  cattle  plague,  and  cattle  diseases, 
has  been  confined  to  what  passes  through  the 
office,  has  it  not  ? — Entirely  so. 

878.  You  expressed  certain  opinions  about 
compensation  on  your  former  examination ; you 
said,  did  you  not,  that  you  were  of  opinion  that 
the  value  of  the  cattle  should  not  be  paid  in  full  ? 
— Certainly. 

879.  Do  you  think  the  proper  proportion  of 
compensation  is  paid  under  the  existing  Act? — 
Since  my  conversation  with  you  I have  again 
considered  the  subject  5 and  on  careful  considera- 
tion I think  that  it  would  be  an  advantage  to 
increase  the  compensation. 


880.  It  is  of  very  great  importance,  as  regards 
putting  down  the  disease,  to  discover  it,  is  it  not  ? 

— It  is. 

881.  Would  not  a somewhat  higher  scale  of 
compensation  induce  the  farmers  to  report  the 
disease  more  quickly? — Provided  it  does  not 
extend  to  full  compensation. 

882.  Under  the  present  regulations,  by  which 
a man  not  only  risks  the  animal  affected,  but  all 
those  in  contact  with  it,  the  local  authorities 
having  power,  not  only  to  kill  the  animal 
affected,  but  to  kill  all  those  in  contact,  paying 
three-fourths  value,  is  there  any  inducement  to 
the  farmer  to  report  the  disease  ? — If  he  knew  the 
exact  results,  taking  averages,  I think  it  would 
be  to  his  interest  to  report  the  disease. 

883.  Do  you  expect  farmers  to  take  such  a far- 
sighted view  of  the  question  as  that  ? — I can 
scarcely  do  so. 

884.  Would  it  not  be  of  more  advantage  to  a 
man  to  kill  the  animal  and  bury  it,  and  not  put  his 
whole  herd  under  the  power  of  the  local  authori- 
ties?— It  would  not  really  be  so,  though  he  might 
think  so. 

885.  Supposing  the  local  authority  kills  the 
animal  and  pays  a certain  amount  of  compensa- 
tion, and  further,  has  the  power  of  killing  the 
whole  of  the  rest  of  the  stock,  paying  only  three- 
fourths  • compensation,  would  it  not  be  for  the 
man’s  own  interest  to  kill  the  animal  affected 
and  bury  it  himself,  and  say  nothing  about  it?— 

I think  it  would,  but  I do  not  think  he  is  likely 
to  do  it ; I should  think  he  was  likely  to  keep  it 
011  the  chance  of  its  getting  well. 

886.  Then  he  would  not  report  the  disease 
at  all  ? — That,  I should  think,  would  be  the  re- 
sult. 

887.  He  would  very  likely  think  of  getting 
clear  with  the  rest  of  his  stock,  would  he  not?— 
Yes,  or  he  might  think  that  they  might  not  be 
attacked,  as  has  occurred  in  many  instances. 

888.  You  spoke  of  certain  negociations  which 
have  gone  on  with  certain  parties  for  importing 
cattle  from  Russia;  was  that  fat  cattle,  or  store 
cattle  ? — I should  imagine  that  it  was  fat  cattle. 

889.  Do  you  know  the  length  of  the  voyage 
from  Cronstadt  to  this  country  ? — Five  days,  I 
think. 

890.  You  stated,  did  you  not,  that  they  repre- 
sented that  they  would  import  a thousand  animals 
per  week  into  this  country  ? — I am  not  sure  as  to 
the  number,  but  it  was  some  large  number. 

891.  Have  you  any  idea  what  quantity  of 
cattle  formerly  came  from  Russia? — Very  few 
for  many  years. 

892.  Have  you  a statement  of  the  various 
countries  from  which  live  cattle  are  imported  into 
this  country  ? — It  is  in  the  last  year’s  Report,  at 
pages  70  and  71.  The  countries  are  given  at  the 
head,  and  the  ports  to  which  they  come  are  down 
the  sides. 

893.  Can  you  speak  as  to  certain  statistics  as 
regards  the  import  and  export  to  other  countries, 
which  I see  in  the  Board  of  Trade  returns  ? — I 
have  applied  to  the  Board  of  Trade  for  those 
statistics  of  late  years,  aaid  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain  them ; I obtained  them  up  to  1869,  I 
think  it  was. 

894.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a statement 

in  the  Board  of  Trade  Returns  of  the  quantity  of 
cattle  imported  into  Belgium,  and  of  the  quantity 
exported  from  Belgium  ? — Sixty-seven  thousand 
five  hundred  and  sixty-one  cattle  were  imported 
into  Belgium  in  the  year  1870,  and  the  number 
exported  was  38,434.  . 

895.  ‘Whereof 
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895.  Whereof  to  the  United  Kingdom  came 
gg2  ? — That  does  not  accord  with  our  return. 

896.  What  are  stated  to  be  the  imports,  into 
Austria  for  last  year  ? — The  number  is  divided ; 
there  were  157,367  imported,  and  the  exports 
are  111,910  in  the  year  1870. 

897.  Those  figures  would  show,  would  they 
not,  that  Austria  imports  about  46,000  more 
fl-nimals  than  it  exports  ? — Yes. 

898.  Chairman.']  Does  that  return  apply  to 
Austria,  or  to  the  Austro-Hungarian  dominions  ? 

Xt  is  Austria,  exclusive  of  Dalmatia;  but  it 

does  not  say  that  it  includes  Hungary. 

899.  Mr.  James  Barclay .1  From  any  infor- 
mation that  you  have  obtained  at  Vienna  or  else- 
where, have  you  reason  to  believe  that  Austria 
imports  more  cattle  into  her  dominions  than  she 
exports?— It  is  possible;  but  I have  no  correct 
information  upon  the  subject ; the  evidence  at 
Vienna  was  very  contradictory  in  all  ways ; it 
was  said  that  the  returns  were  comparatively 
useless,  because  most  of  the  cattle  were  smuggled 
over  the  frontier,  instead  of  passing  through 
the  quarantine  station,  as  they  ought  to  have 
done. 

900.  Then  that  would  make  the  imports  still 
o-reater  than  the  number  in  the  official  account, 
would  it  not  ? — I should  like  to  know  where  the 
import  was  from. 

901.  You  have  given  in  the  returns  and  esti- 
mate of  the  foreign  supply  and  the  home  supply 
of  beef;  upon  what  authority  is  that  estimate 
made  ? — I think  you  will  find  it  stated  in  the 
report  itself;  the  proportion  is  stated  at  page  xxv 
oftlie  [Report of  1872. 

902.  Are  the  figures  from  the  Journal  of  the 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  ? — Some  of  them  are ; 
but  they  are  taken  from  various  sources ; it  has 
been  calculated  under  a number  of  heads ; first  I 
will  take  the  foreign-produced  meat  exported,  so 
as  to  deduct  it  from  the  imported ; that  is  taken 
from  the  annual  statement  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  1870 ; the  number  of  foreign  animals 
exported  to  foreign  countries  in  1870  is  taken 
from  the  same  annual  statement,  and  the  foreign 
meat  also. 

903.  I quite  understand  how  you  can  get  at 
the  exports  and  imports  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
returns;  but  I wish  to  know  the  data  for  the 
home  supply? — We  take  the  cattle  population  as 
reported  by  the  agricultural  statistics. 

904.  How  do  you  base  it  upon  that? — It  is 
fully  explained  at  page  xxv  of  the  Report. 

905.  Do  you  estimate  the  weight,  or  is  it  simply 
the  number  that  you  take  ? — First  the  number. 

906.  How  do  you  arrive  at  the  weight  of  the 
Irish  cattle,  so  as  to  make  them  27 J per  cent,  of 
the  supply? — The  statements  at  page  xxv  are 
made  with  regard  to  number  only,  but  in  the 
other  estimate,  I take  the  weight  of  the  Irish 
cattle  to  be  the  same  as  that  of  the  foreign  cattle. 
Mr..  Read  gave  an  estimate  to  the  Journal  of 
the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  which  I accepted  as 
correct.  He  gave  the  weight  of  the  foreign  and 
English  cattle,  and  I took  the  weight  of  the 
foreign  cattle  as  the  weight  of  the  Irish  cattle. 
This  may  probably  lead  to  an  error  in  the  esti- 
mate, of  which  I am  perfectly  aware,  but  it  does 
not  materially  affect  the  general  statement. 

907.  The  great  bulk  of  the  foreign  supply  is 
fat  cattle,  is  it  not  ? — Yes. 

908.  And  the  bulk  of  the  Irish  supply  is  store 
cattle,  is  it  not  ? — I am  not  aware  ; I explained  to 

0.58. 


the  Chairman  when  the  question  was  asked,  that 
it  was  a mere  estimate  of  numbers. 

909.  You  have  a table  of  the  price  of  beef  in 
the  Metropolitan  Market,  that  is  taken  from  the 
market  returns,  I presume  ?— From  the  market 
returns. 

910.  It  appears  from  this  table,  does  it  not, 
that  the  price  of  beef,  second  quality,  hasincreased 
on  an  average,  £ d.  per  pound,  during  the  last 
three  years? — Quite  so. 

911.  The  first  quality  has  advanced  on  au 
average  five-eighths  of  a penny  ? — Yes. 

912.  The  average  price  of  mutton  has  advanced 
in  the  same  period,  l£  d.  per  pound  for  second 
quality,  has  it  not  ? — Yes. 

913.  And  for  first  quality,  one  and  five  six- 
teenths of  a penny  ? — Yes. 

914.  The  average  price  of  pork,  second  quality, 
has  fallen  on  an  average,  4 d.  per  pound,  and  the 
first  quality  has  fallen  on  an  average,  1 d.  per 
pound ; the  average  price  of  veal  has  advanced 
from  five,  fifteen-sixteenths,  to  seven,  three  six- 
teenths of  a penny,  an  increase  of  II  d.  second 
quality,  and  1 d.  first  quality ; while  lamb  during 
the  same  time  has  advanced  three,  thirteen-six- 
teenths of  a penny ; are  those  figures  correct  ? — 
Yes. 

915.  Do  you  think  that  all  the  present;  statistics 
ought  to  continue  to  be  kept  in  your  office  ? — If 
you  want  to  know  anything  about  diseases,  I do 
not  think  anything  can  be  done  away  with. 

916.  You  have  done  away  with  the  foot  and 
mouth  statistics,  have  you  not  ? — Yes. 

917.  In  speaking  of  diseases  imported  in  foreign 
vessels  into  the  ports  of  Hull  and  London,  would 
it  not  be  advantageous  for  the  inspector  to  go  on 
board  along  with  the  customs  officer  ? — I doubt 
it. 


918.  Assuming  that  diseased  cattle  are  found 
on  board,  you  suggested  that  they  ought  to  be 
landed,  and  the  carcases  destroyed ; might  it  not 
be  more  advantageously  done  by  the  carcases 
being  put  into  barges,  and  destroyed  on  board 
the  barges  ? — Recent  experience  would  lead  me 
to  suppose  that  it  would  not. 

919.  The  most  of  your  evidence  has  been 
given  with  reference  to  fat  cattle,  has  it  not  ? — I 
treat  all  cattle  in  the  same  category ; tliev  are 
merely  so  many  animals  to  me,  and  I make  no 
particular  distinction  between  the  two  classes. 

920.  'Would  it  not  be  very  desirable  to  have  a 
difference  between  fat  and  store  cattle ; those 
that  are  to  be  killed  at  the  port  of  landing,  and 
those  which  are  to  go  inland  ? — W e endeavour  to 
make  a distinction,  *but  it  is  impossible  to  define, 
because  anyone  might  say,  “ This  is  fat,”  and 
“ This  is  store ;”  there  would  be  no  proof. 

921.  Is  there  not  a very  considerable  risk  even 
with  the  unscheduled  countries  (the  cattle  of 
which  may  be  taken  inland,  as  I understand,)  in 
landing  such  cattle  at  a port  where  the  cattle 
from  scheduled  countries  have  to  be  slaughtered  ? 
— Not  if  they  are  landed  perfectly  separately,  and 
the  two  places  kept  distinct,  as  they  ought  to  be, 
at  every  port. 

922.  Then  you  suggest  that  there  ought  to  be 
two  separate  places  for  every  kind  of  cattle  ? 
There  are  at  present,  for  scheduled  and  unsche- 
duled cattle. 

923.  But  you  think  it  impossible  to  quarantine 

the  store  cattle  at  such  places  ? — It  would  not  be 
impossible  if  you  had  plenty  of  money,  and 
carried  out  a perfect  design,  but  it  would  be  im- 
practicable.   _ . . 

E 2 924.  Would 
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924.  Would  the  work  of  your  department  be 
very  much  simplified  if  there  was  only  one  local 
authority  for  each  county  ?— Considerably,  I 
should  think. 

925.  It  would  be  only  necessary  for  you  then 
to  correspond  with  the  officers  of  the  local 
authorities  ; one  in  each  county? — Yes. 

926.  Do  all  the  local  authorities  appoint  in- 
spectors at  present  ? — They  are  obliged  to  do  so 
by  the  Act,  and  I believe  all  of  them  have  done 

927.  Is  it  in  many  cases  anything  more  than 
nominal;  that  is  to  say,  do  they  give  the  in- 
spectors any  fixed  salary  ? — I have  no  informa- 
tion upon  that  point;  that  is  entirely  arranged  by 
the  local  authorities.  I have  already  handed  in 
a return  of  all  the  inspectors,  and  all  the  infor- 
mation we  have  connected  with  them. 

928.  Assuming  that  we  had  only  one  local 
authority  for  each  county,  do  you  think  it  desir- 
able that  there  should  he  an  inspector  appointed 
for  each  of  those  local  authorities  who  should 
devote  his  whole  time  to  the  duties  of  the  office  i 
— Not  if  the  boroughs  remain  local  authorities, 
but  I think  the  county  inspector  might  do  for  the 
borough  in  a great  many  instances. 

929.  I am  assuming  that  we  have  only  one  local 
authority  in  each  county,  including  boroughs ; do 
you  think  it  would  be  desirable  that  the  inspector 
should  devote  his  whole  time  to  the  duties  of  the 
office,  there  being  one  inspector  in  each  county  ? 
— I think  so,  certainly. 

930.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether 
the  inspectors,  or  many  of  them,  are  appointed  on 
that  condition  at  present  ? — -I  have  not,  and  I am 
not  aware  how  that  is. 

931.  Mr.  Tipping.]  Supposing  that  all  cattle 
were  slaughtered  at  the  landing  port,  have  you 
at  all  considered  what  would  be  the  effect  of  that 
upon  the  price  of  meat  generally  ? — From  all  the 
information  I have  obtained,  I believe  it  would 
tend  to  increase  the  price. 

932.  You  were  saying  that  iu  a normal  state 
of  things  we  imported  cattle  from  Holstein,  and 
that  the  vacuum  from  Germany  was  filled  up  by 
Russia  ? — I believe  so. 

933.  Do  you  consider  that  a preferable  form 
of  commerce  to  importing  direct  from  Russia  ? — 
I do ; because  I do  not  think  we  can  depend  upon 
Russian  inspection  or  information. 

934.  Inasmuch  as  you  consider  the  future 
foreign  import  will  be  almost  confined  to  Russia, 
would  it  not  pay  (to  use  a plain  phrase-)  to  have 
a serious  inspection  and  a serious  system  estab- 
lished, at  some  special  Russian  port,  for  our  sup- 

£,  if  it  could  be  arranged  diplomatically  ? — No 
ibt. 

935.  Would  it'  not  be  much  safer  to  have  a 
check  at  once  upon  the  port  of  export,  rather  than 
upon  the  port  of  import? — -Certainly. 

936.  I suppose  you  would  consider  that  by 
diplomatic  arrangement  that  would  be  perfectly 
feasible  ? — I think  so;  but  I do  not  think  that  is 


938.  It  was  not  carried  into  effect  in  any  one 
instance  ?— It  was  not,  I think,  or  certainly  not 
by  the  officers  of  the  Privy  Council. 

939.  It  would  entail  the  establishment  of  an 
officer  or  inspector  of  the  Privy  Council  at  each 
of  the  export  ports  to  England,  would  it  not? — 
Yes. 

940.  I see  by  those  Returns  that  the  total  im- 
portation of  cattle  into  the  London  market  from 
abroad  has  fallen  off  rather  considerably  in  the 
year  1872  as  compared  with  previous  years; 
can  you  tell  me  whether  the  import  of  foreign 
cattle  into  the  port  of  London  has  fallen  off  in  the 
same  proportion  ? — That  will  be  found  in  these 
Tables. 

941 . Is  there  a decrease  on  the  previous  im- 
portation into  the  metropolitan  markets  of  foreign 
cattle? — You  can  only  compare  London  with 
London  at  the  two  times. 

942.  We  have  here  a statement  that  in  the 
year  1872  the  diminution  of  the  import  of  foreign 
cattle  was  the  difference  between  108,985  and 
122,036  in  the  year  previous,  and  of  that,  you 
state,  in  a note,  that  38,426  was  the  importation 
for  the  Loudon  market  at  Deptford  ? -Yes;  and 
you  find  at  Table  30,  page  69,  the  cattle  imported 
into  London  for  the  years  1869,  1870,  1871,  and 
1872,  that  is,  into  the  port  of  London. 

943.  Then  the  diminution  is  from  120,964 
cattle  in  1871  to  98,732  ?— It  is. 

944.  Have  you  observed  that  the  increase  in 
the  home  supply  in  that  year  very  largely  over- 
balances that  deficiency  ? — I should  imagine  that 
it  would. 

945.  And  that  whereas  the  homo  supply  in 
1871  was  146,335,  the  home  supply  for  last  year, 
1872,  was  178,969,  and  that,  iu  fact,  the  total 
number  of  foreign  and  home  cattle  in  the  metro- 
politan markets  for  the  year  1872  was  larger  by 
nearly  20,000  than  in  the  previous  year  ? — Yes ; 
but  less  by  a considerable  number  than  in  1869. 

246.  Less  by  7,000? — Yes. 

947.  Can  you  trace  the  diminution  in  the  im- 
portation in  1870  to  any  idea  that  this  market 
was  to  be  established  ? — I think  not. 

948.  Therefore  the  falling-off  in  the - foreign 
supply  had  taken  place  before  the  establishment 
of  the  foreign  market,  where  the  slaughter  was 
necessary  ? — Quite  so ; because  the  circum- 
stances of  1869-70  at  home  allowed  us  to  supply 
more  home  stock,  on  account  of  the  climate  and 
other  circumstances. 

949.  But  what  I wanted  to  arrive  at  was  that 
tire  supply  for  the  metropolitan  market  had  not 
fallen  oft’  in  consequence  of  the  establishment  of 
a market  where  all  foreign  cattle  had  to.  be 
slaughtered? — The  supply  to  the  metropolitan 
market  has  fallen  off,  as  you  must  deduct  Deptford. 

950.  I do  not  think  you  quite  understand  my 
question ; what  I wanted  to  bring  before  you  was 
that  the  general  supply  (which,  of  course,  in- 
cludes the  home  supply  and  the  foreign  supply) 
had  increased  rather  than  diminished  in  the  last 


the  opinion  of  the  diplomatic  authorities. 

937.  Sir  H-  Selioin-Ibbetson.]  Following  out 
the  question  of  the  honourable  Member,  was  it 
attempted  during  the  prevalence  of  the  cattle 
plague  to  carryout  that  suggestion,  and  to  estab- 
lish an  inspection  on  the  other  side  of  the  water? 
— I do  not  think  that  it  was  attempted.  It  was 
suggested  and  dropped,  I think ; but  I am  not 
aware  of  any  absolute  attempt  having  been 
made,  though  I suggested  it  myself  on  several 
occasions. 


two  years  ? — Quite  so. 

951.  And,  therefore,  the  idea  which  was  put 
before  us,  that  the  establishment  of  a market 
where  slaughter  was  compulsory  would  produce 
a diminution  in  the  food  of  the  people  of  London 
has  not  been  carried  out;  is  not  that  so?— A 
considerable  falling-off  has  taken  place  in  the 
import  of  foreign  cattle  into  the  port  of  London. 

952.  True;  but  the  whole  argument  at  the 
time  of  the  discussion  on  the  establishment  of  a 
market  where  animals  must  be  slaughtered  was, 

that 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


that  the  supply  for  the  people  would  be  dimln- 
isliecl,  whereas  the  argument  on  the  other  side 
was,  that  if  the  supply  of  foreign  cattle  dimi- 
nished, the  supply  of  home  cattle  that  -would  be 
thrown  into  the  market  would  be  increased  and 
would  make  up  the  deficiency;  that  has  been 

the  case,  has  it  not?— Yes. 

953.  That  being  the  case,  do  you  believe  that 
we  are  protected  In  any  way  from  the  importa- 
tion of  disea'se  from  foreign  countries  by  the 
establishment  of  a market  where  foreign  cattle 
when  imported  are  slaughtered  ?— I think  so, 
under  the  present  regulations. 

954.  "Would  you  extend  that  belief  to  saying 
that  you  think  that  that  system  which  is  estab- 
lished, and  which,  as  you  say,  is  succesful  under 
present  restrictions  in  the  port  of  London,  could 
be  carried  out  in  the  other  ports? — I think  it 
could,  and  it  ought  to  be. 

955..  And  you  are  of  opinion  that  if  it  was  so 
carried  out,  we  should  be  protected  in  a larger 
degree  than  we  are  at  present  from  the  introduc- 
tion of  disease  ?— I think  so.  _ 

956.  And  that  the  present  system  with  regard 

to  other  ports  of  lauding,  which  depends  upon  the 
reports  of  inspectors,  and  upon  the  action  which 
may  be  taken  on  those  reports,  affords  nothing 
like  the  protection  that  we  should  arrive  at  in 
that  case  ?— Theoretically,  it  is  carried  out  now 
in  all  other  places,  but  not  by  such  efficient  means 
as  it  is  at  Deptford.  , . 

957.  When  you  say  theoretically,  it  is  prac- 
tically dependent  upon  the  action  of  the  local 
authorities,  is  it  not?— I think  more  depends 
upon  our' own  inspectors,  and  upon  the  Customs 
officers,  than  upon  the  local  authorities. 

958-59.  But  are  you  notin  a great  measure  de- 
pendent upon  the  local  authorities  as  regards  the 
defining  parts  of  ports,  and  the  carrying  out  of 
the  instructions  of  the  Privy  Council  with  re- 
ference to  the  isolation  of  cattle? — Only  as  regards 
the  keeping  of  the  area  of  the  defined  part. 

960.  Would  you  see  any  great  difficulty  m 
carrying  out  the  establishment  of  ports  for  the 
slaughter  of  foreign  cattle  at  your  ports  of  im- 
portation throughout  the  country  ?— Not  if  any 
one  can  be  found  to  pay  for  it ; but  l do  not 
know  who  would  pay  for  it ; it  would  be  a large 
expense,  and  it  would  interfere  very  much  with 
trade. 

961.  Have  you  found  that,  practically,  it  inter- 
feres so  seriously  with  trade  in  the  Deptford 
market? — No;  because  there  proper  arrangements 
were  made  ; but  at  Hull,  for  instance,  they  have 
no  place  for  such  a thing. 

962.  Do  you  mean  that,  in  your  judgment,  it 
would  be  impossible  at  Hull  to  establish  what 
has  been  found  practicable  in  London? — With 
unlimited  money  it  would  not  be  at  all  impossible ; 
it  is  entirely  a question  of  money. 

963.  Do  you  believe  that  the  Deptford  market 
is  a complete  loss  ? — I do  not  consider  that  it 
pays.  I think  scarcely  any  other  body  could  be 
found  to  expend  so  large  a sum,  or  anything  like 
so  large  a sum,  upon  such  an  undertaking. 

964.  Would  it  require  so  large,  or  anything 
like  so  large,  a sum  to  establish  at  Hull,  for  the 
cattle  imported  there,  a similar  market  ? — It  is  a 
question  of  size,  and  that  should  be  adapted  to 
the  importation.  Hull  imports  a great  many 
animals,  and  it  would  require  a considerable  space 
for  a slaughter  place  at  Hull. 

965.  At  the  same  time  you  admit  that,  sup- 
posing you  could  arrive  at  the  sum  of  money  re- 
- 0.58. 


quired  to  establish  those  markets,  you  would  by 
doing  so  have  secured  the  best  guarantee  that  we 
could  have  against  the  importation  of  foreign 
disease  ? — Yes,  provided  the  present  regulations 
are  kept  up  in  their  entirety. 

966.  Chairman.]  Referring  to  your  answer  to 
the  honourable  Baronet,  that  the  Deptford  market 
was  a loss,  do  you  mean  a loss  taken  absolutely 
by  itself? — As  an  investment  of  money,  it  will 
not  return  5 per  cent. 

967.  In  making  that  answer,  you  do  not  take 
into  account  the  advantage  that  the  Corporation 
may  obtain  by  animals  that  do  not  come  to  Dept- 
ford going  to  the  Islington  market,  do  you? — I 
do  not ; but  merely  ub  an  investment. 

968.  Nor  do  you  take  into  account  the  fact 
that  the  tolls  have  been  increased? — I do  not. 

969.  Sir  H.  Selwin-Ibbelson.]  Notwithstanding 
that  the  tolls  have  been  increased,  it  has  by  no 
means  stopped  the  home  supply,  for  that  has  in- 
creased largely  since  that  time,  has  it  not  ? — Yes. 

970.  With  regard  to  the  home  trade  and  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  do  you  consider  that  any 
restrictions  placed  upon  the  numerous  fairs  and 
markets  throughout  the  country,  would  help  you 
in  checking  the  spread  of  that  disease  ? — Cer- 
tainly I do ; but  at  more  cost  than  what  I propose. 

I should  rather  prevent  their  getting  to  the  fairs 
from  the  infected  places  than  stop  markets  and 
fairs,  in  which  such  a large  amount  of  money  is 
invested. 

271.  Do  you  consider  that  the  present  number 
of  fairs,  largely  increased  as  it  is  compared  with 
the  number  which  existed  a few  years  back,  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  trade  of  the  coun- 
try ? — I am  unable  to  judge  upon  that  point. 

972.  There  is  no  doubt,  I suppose,  that  if  you 
could  reduce  the  number  of  those  markets  and 
fairs,  you  would  reduce  in  that  way  the  travelling 
and  the  hurried  travelling  of  cattle,  which  is  of 
itself  a very  fruitful  source  of  disease  ? Cer- 
tainly ; the  smaller  the  number  of  centres  from 
which  they  can  meet  and  be  distributed,  the  less 
the  danger. 

973.  I suppose  there  is  no  question  that  there 
was  not  the  same  amount  of  disease  before  the 
increase  in  the  rapidity  of  transit  of  cattle  ? I 
think  that  Professor  Brown  is  more  acquainted 
with  that  than  I am. 

974.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  also  to 
put  a certain  restriction  upon  the  movement  of 
cattle,  by  levying  a license  upon  what  they  call 
the  middlemen?— It  would  be  exceedingly  dith- 
cult,  I think,  to  define  who  they  were. 

975.  Could  you  not  define  it  that  the  license 
should  be  on  anyone  wishing  to  trade  for  profit 
in  these  animals  ? — 15 very  farmer  trades  lor  pro- 
fit, I think ; it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  define. 

976.  What  I meant  was,  that  if  you  could  get 
a restriction  upon  the  middlemen  who  deal,  m 
this  case  the  veterinary  department  would  have 
a "reat  check  upon  the  history  of  those  sales, 
would  they  not,  and  you  would  probably  get  a 
better  class  of  men  into  the  trade  ?— You  may  do 
so  ; but  I see  enormous  difficulties  in  carrying  it 

977.  But  you  think  it  would  be  very  possible 
to  increase  our  security  by  giving  power  ol  in- 
spection, and  a power  when  disease  broke  out,  ot 
declaring  infected  districts,  and  stopping  move- 
ment in  those  districts  ?— I do. 

978.  And  you  would  make  that  general 
rouo-hout  the  country  ?—  General  and  com- 


throughout  the  country 
pulsory. 
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Alexander 

Williams 

13  March 
1873. 
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Mr.  979.  In  your  answer  to  the  honourable  gentle- 
Alexander  man  the  member  for  Scarborough,  I think  you 
Williams,  stated  that  you  would  make  the  licenses  in 
- — “ that  case  issue  from  the  inspectors  instead  of 

13  March  fr0m  the  magistrates,  as  before? — Certainly; 
1®73-  first  ou  account  of  the  trouble  given  to  the  magis- 
trates, and,  secondly,  because  I think  that  the 
man  who  is  responsible  for  the  spread  of  the 
disease  should  also  be  responsible  for  the  move- 
ment of  the  animals ; that  is  to  say,  if  he  would 
not  allow  the  license  that  movement  must  be  con- 
sidered unsafe,  whereas  if  he  did  it  might  be  con- 
sidered safe. 

980.  Are  you  aware  that  when  those  licenses 
were  required  for  the  movement  of  cattle,  it  was 
often  exceedingly  difficult  to  procure  one,  from 
the  difficulty  of  finding  magistrates  within  a 
reasonable  distance  ? — It  was. 

981.  Do  you  not  think  that  that  difficulty 
would  be  very  much  increased,  so  far  as  distance 
was  concerned,  if  there  were  only  one  person  to 
issue  such  licenses  instead  of  a number  through- 
out the  country  ? — I carefully  avoided  saying  that 
a license  was  to  be  required  in  every  case.  I 
should  allow  the  inspector  to  instruct  the  officers 
of  the  local  authority  in  charge  of  the  infected 
place  what  animals  to  allow  to  go  and  what  not. 

982.  My  reason  for  putting  before  you  the  dif- 
ficulty which  I thought  would  arise  from  the 
issue  of  such  licenses  by  only  one  person  in  the 
district,  is  based  upon  my  knowledge  of  how  those 
difficulties  arose  when  the  licenses  might  be  issued 
by  a mumber  of  people  ? — I think  they  might  be 
issued  by  a mumber  of  people,  the  inspector  being 
responsible. 

983.  He  would  classify  the  animals,  and  say 
that  animals,  under  certain  conditions,  might  be 
licensed  by  the  local  authority,  whoever  he  might 
be  ; is  that  your  idea  ? — The  people  in  charge  of 
the  infected  place,  the  police,  I presume.  I 
should  not,  under  certain  circumstances,  require 
a license ; but  a verbal  permission,  I think,  would 
be  sufficient  to  facilitate  the  movement  of  ani- 
mals that  were  not  really  dangerous. 

984.  What  record  would  there  be  of  the  verbal 
permission  ? — The  inspector  would  be  solely  re- 
sponsible. 

985.  Mr.  Lusk."]  You  mentioned,  did  you  not, 
that  you  had  done  away  with  the  statistics  of  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease? — We  have. 

986.  For  what  reason  ? — From  the  complaints 
we  received  of  the  expense  and  alleged  useless- 
ness of  them,  and  from  the  very  imperfect  sta- 
tistics that  we  obtained.  Numbers  of  local 
authorities  refused  to  give  them,  and  very  few 
gave  them  properly. 

987.  That  being  the  case,  do  you  think  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  statement  that  the  disease  is 
infectious  ? — Certainly. 

988.  You  think  it  is  a serious  infectious 
disease,  and  yet  you  take  no  notice  of  it  at  all  ? — 
We  took  no  notice  of  it  during  the  last  year,  but 
at  first  we  took  great  notice  of it.  Then  so  many 
complaints  were  made  of  the  expense  and  use- 
lessness of  our  taking  the  notice  we  did  of  it  that 
we  reduced  and  reduced  this  notice  until  even- 
tually we  took  comparatively  no  notice  of  it  at 
all,  but  left  it  all  to  the  local  authorities. 

989.  Are  the  regulations  that  you  make  of  any 
use  to  the  public  at  all  ? — If  they  were  carried 
out  by  the  local  authorities  they  would  be  of  use, 
but  they  are  not  carried  out. 

990.  Then  are  the  Committee  to  draw  the  in- 
ference from  that,  that  your  Department  is  not  of 


much  value  to  the  public? — We  have  no  power 
of  enforcing  regulations. 

991.  I do  not  want  to  make  any  insinuation 
but  from  what  you  state  it  seems  to  me  a matter 
of  little  importance  whether  a thing  is  reported 
at  all ; is  that  so  ? — Tlie  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  not  the  only  disease  with  which  we  have  to 
deal ; thei-e  are  a number  of  other  diseases  con- 
tained in  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act 
in  all  of  which  I think  we  do  some  good,  though 
perhaps  not  quite  so  much  as  was  anticipated. 

992.  But  you  are  not  very  sui’e  about  it . — I 
am  quite  sure  that  with  regard  to  cattle  plague 
and  sheep-pox  in  this  country,  and  also  with  re- 
gard to  the  importation  of  all  the  other  diseases 
from  abroad,  we  do  a great  deal  of  good. 

993.  You  mentioned,  did  you  not,  that  you  had 
no  such  place  at  some  of  the  outports,  for  carrying 
on  your  operations,  as  you  have  at  Deptford  ? — 
Not  a place  similar  to  Deptford. 

994.  What  protection  have  the  public  against 
diseased  animals  coming  into  those  places  ?— We 
have  the  protection  of  defined  parts  out  of  which 
they  cannot  move ; we  have  the  local  authority  to 
guard  those  defined  parts ; we  have  a veterinary 
inspector  to  examine  every  animal,  and  every 
animal  is  examined  twice,  and  is  detained  a con- 
siderable time  for  that  examination ; and  I think 
that  it  is  very  rarely  that  any  disease  is  passed  by 
the  inspector.  If  disease  is  found  by  the  inspector 
to  exist,  all  the  animals  of  the  cargo,  and  all  the 
animals  that  have  been  in  contact  with  them,  are 
slaughtered. 

995-  But  you  mentioned  a little  while  ago, 
that  the  local  authorities  would,  not  act  upon  the 
reports,  what  do  you  do  in  that  case  ? — They  will 
not  do  everything  we  wish,  but  they  have  done 
a great  deal.  There  has  been  a vast  improvement 
in  the  arrangements  during  the  last  five  or  six 
years. 

996.  Y ou  have  been  asked  about  ships  reporting 
when  a cargo  comes  into  port;  I suppose  you 
know  something  about  the  reporting  of  a ship  ? — 
Not  much. 

997.  Are  you  aware  that  a captain  must  report 
his  cargo  to  the  Custom  House  before  he  can 
discharge  it  at  all  ? — I believe  that  that  is  so. 

998.  Are  you  aware  that  he  must  produce  his 
manifest  of  his  cargo,  and  of  the  cattle,  or  any 
other  thing  whatever  there  is  on  board  ? — I am 
aware  that  he  has  to  give  a manifest  of  cattle. 

999.  Are  you  aware  that  the  manifest  includes 
everything  on  board  the  ship  ? — So  I understand. 

1000.  Therefore  you  think  that  it  would  be  of 
no  use  that  there  should  be  any  other  persons 
authorised  to  go  on  board  the  ship  except  the 
Customs  officers  ? — I think  it  would  be  of  use  in 
many  cases,  but  I think  it  would  not  be  advisable 
or  necessai’y  that  they  should  go  on  board  in 
every  case. 

1001.  Your  officers  have  never  been  hindered 
from  going  on  board  a ship,  I presume  ? — I know 
of  no  instance  in  which  they  have  been  hindered. 

1002.  You  have  been  asked  whether  you  would 
disinfect  all  the  people  connected  with  a ship 
that  is  coming  in;  do  you  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  disinfect  all  the  sailors  and  everybody 
else  when  they  come  in  ? — I should  3ay  that  it 
was  possible,  but  impracticable. 

1003.  That  is  pretty  much  the  same  thing ; if 
a cargo  of  animals  is  landed  at  a wharf,  and  disease 
is  found  to  exist  in  the  cargo,  are  other  cargoes 
allowed  to  -be  landed  at  the  same  wharf  before 
the  whole  of  the  first  cargo  has  been  taken  away  ? 
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If  they  are,  they  are  put  under  precisely  the 

same  regulations  as  the  first  cargo,  and  they  are 
treated  as  one  cargo.  But  usually  the  place  is 
disinfected  before  another  cargo  is  allowed  to  be 
landed ; if  not,  they  come  under  the  same  regula- 
tions. It  may  be  impossible  to.  do  it.  _ . 

1004.  It  is  usually  done,  is  it  ? — Usually  it  is 

done,  certainly.  . 

1005.  Are  there  any  means  ot  tracing  toot  ana 
mouth  disease  to  be  an  imported  disease,  or  do 
you  think  it  is  indigenous  to  this  country  ?— At 
the  present  moment  it  is. 

1006.  You  think  it  is  not  imported  at  all  ?— 
Numbers  of  cases  of  the  disease  have  been 
brought  in  vessels ; but  I never  have  been  able 
to  trace  a single  case  that  has  got  from  the  foreign 
animals  into  the  country,  to  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection. 

1007.  You  think  the  number  of  ports  tor  land- 
ing should  be  reduced,  do  you  not  ? — I do. 

°008.  Have  you  a staff  at  each  of  those  ports 
for  landing,  or  is  all  left  to  the  local  authorities  ? 
— We  have  an  inspector  only ; the  keeping  of 
the  regulations  is  left  to  the  local  authorities ; 
the  landing  of  the  animals  is  left  to  the  Customs. 

1009.  The  public  have  to  pay  for  the  staff  at 
each  of  those  ports  of  landing,  I presume  ? — 
There  is  in  no  case  more  than  one  inspector  at  an 
outport,  and  sometimes  the  same  inspector  attends 
to  two  or  • three  ports.  I have  given  in  the 
Appendix  to  my  Report,  page  32,  a list  of  the 
inspectors,  and  of  the  ports  to  which  they  belong. 

1010.  You  mentioned  the  office  hours  of  your 
office.  We  have  no  doubt  looked  at  it  sometimes, 
and  it  mu6t  have  cost  a good  deal  of  money.  The 
office  hours  are  six  hours  a day,  are  they  not? — 
They  are. 

1011.  As  the  head  of  a department,  do  you 
think  that  that  is  a fair  time  for  a man  to  work 
in  a day? — I think  he  might  possibly  work 
longer ; but  I do  not  think  that,  for  the  pay  the 
Government  gives,  the  men  ought  to  work  even 
so  long  as  that. 

1012.  That  is  not  exactly  an  answer  to  my 
question.  I asked  you  whether  you  thought  six 
hours’  work  was  a fair  amount  of  labour  for  a 
man  to  do  in  a day  ? — No ; they  have  to  do  other 
work,  for  the  purpose  of  makiug  up  their 
incomes. 

1013.  We  hear  a good  deal  about  the  eight  and 
nine  hours’  movements ; do  you  think  six  hours’ 
a-day  is  a fair  time  for  a man,  receiving  a salary 
(I  do  not  say  whether  it  is  big  or' little)  to  work? 
— Not  in  manual  labour,  but  certainly  in  mental 
labour,  it  is  a fair  day’s  work.  To  go  on  all  the 
year  round,  I should  say  it  is  as  much  as  a man, 
with  due  regard  to  his  health,  can  possibly  do. 

1014.  Are  the  Civil  servants  very  healthy  ? — 
Not  that  I am  aware  of. 

1015.  Are  they  not  as  healthy,  for  example,  as 
clerks  in  the  City,  in  the  banks  ? — I have  no 
information  about  that. 

1016.  As  a medical  gentleman,  I thought  you 
perhaps  might  know ; are  you  aware  that  clerks 
in  City  establishments,  where  there  are  six  times, 
or  ten  times,  or  perhaps  twenty  times,  all  the 
Civil  Service  put  together,  work  more  than  six 
hoiu-s  a day  ? — I should  think  it  very  likely. 

1017.  I am  not  saying  anything  about  the  pay, 
but  I am  merely  asking  you  whether  you  think 
that  six  horn's  a day  is  enough  to  give  to  the 
public  service  ?■ — I have  myself  averaged  14  hours 
a day  for  a long  time  at  the  office  work. 

1018.  If  you,  being  a medical  gentleman,  think 
that  the  labour  is  so  heavy  that  six  hours  a day 

0.58. 


is  abundance  of  time,  I am  satisfied  with  the 
answer;  is  that  your  opinion? — I think  it  is 
enough  for  the  pay. 

1019.  Should  you  think  it  better  to  employ 
the  clerks  a little  longer  and  to  give  them  a little 
more  pay  ? — Yes,  I should,  instead  of  their  going 
to  other  work,  as  they  are  obliged  to  do. 

1020.  Then  it  is  not  at  all  from  physical  in- 
ability to  do  the  work,  but  because  they  are  not 
paid  enough,  that  they  do  not  work  longer  hours? 
— I think  so  ; and  they  get  too  few  holidays. 

1021.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  With  regard  to  the 
time  of  working,  you  say  that  they  come  at  11 
o’clock  and  stop  at  five  ? — They  do. 

1022.  Do  they  take  any  time  out  of  that  six 
hours  for  lunch  ? — They  are  allowed  to  eat  some- 
thing in  the  office,  but  not  to  go  out  and  get 
lunen. 

1023.  Is  it  contrary  to  rule  for  them  to  go  out 
to  get  lunch? — It  is.  A record  is  kept,  if  the 
junior  clerks  waste  over  20  minutes  in  any 
way. 

1024.  You  spoke  of  the  mental  labour  of  their 
duties,  and  you  said  you  thought  six  hours’  work 
was  enough  where  so  much  mental  labour  was 
involved ; is  there  serious  mental  labour  with  re- 
gard to  most  of  those  who  are  employed  in  the 
office? — I think  that  anybody  would  consider 
that  the  getting  of  returns  sucli  as  we  get  into 
anything  like  form  would  be  severe  mental 
labour  ; they  are  so  incorrect  and  so  very  badly 
returned. 

1025.  Then  it  is  not  with  most  of  them  mere 
routine  work,  but  there  is  really  a good  deal  of 
mental  strain  ? — With  the  exception  of  a few 
of  them,  there  is  a good  deal  of  meDtal  strain. 
It  is  a higher  class  of  work  than  mere  copying 
clerks’  work. 

1026.  You  evidently  think  that  they  are  very 
much  underpaid  ; what  salary  do  the  majority  of 
the  clerks  of  whom  you  speak  get?— The 
majority,  that  is  to  say,  those  of  whom  there  are 
the  greatest  number,  get  from  30  s.  to  50  s.  a 
week ; those  are  the  writers  and  temporary  clerks. 
There  are  five  writers  and  17  temporary  clerks. 

1027.  Do  you  find  that  those  whom  you  get  at 
those  prices  are  fully  qualified  for  their  work  ? 
The  17  are  generally  men  who  have  been  in  the 
office  for  years,  and  are  acquainted  with  at  least  a 
part  of  the  work,  and  therefore  very  valuable. 
The  new  ones  require  a considerable  time  before 
they  become  at  all  useful  to  us. 

1028.  Although  I should  be  very  glad  to  see 
everybody  getting  more  money,  still,  if  they  re- 
main there  for  many  years,  and  are  very  compe- 
tent, it  is  quite  clear  that  at  that  price  we  can 
get  very  competent  persons? — We  arc  getting 
gradually  reduced.  We  had  110,  and  we  have 
now  17  ; 11  have  left  since  1869.  Directly  they 
see  anything  better  they  go,  of  course. 

1029.  You  stated,  did  you  not,  in  the  first 

place,  that  the  hours  are  six  per  day,  and  in  the 
next  place,  that  in  order  to  get  through  the  work 
they  have  to  work  at  nights  and  on  Sundays  ?— 
Occasionally.  ' , 

1030.  How  often  in  the  course  of  the  year  do 
they  work  on  Sundays? — I said,  at  hazard,  12  or 
13  Sundays  during  the. past  year;  but  ! can,  if 
you  wish  it,  coi’rect  it  afterwards.  That  is  a mere 

^ 1031.  About  how  many  hours  on  each  Sunday 
do  they  work  1— I have  a Return  of  the  whole  of 
it,  if  you  would  like  to  have  it,  but  I cannot  re- 
collect. , 

1032.  Do  you  suppose  that  they  do  as  many 
E 4 fours’ 
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hours’  work  on  Sunday  as  they  do  on  week-days, 
that  is  to  say,  six  hours? — 1 am  unable  to  say. 

1033.  How  often  do  they  work  overtime  at 
nights  ?— Sometimes  for  a long  time  they  are 
without  any  such  work,  sometimes  they  do  it 
very  often. 

1034.  Do  they  sometimes  work  a week  or  two 
together  at  overtime  ? — Yes.  I endeavour,  how- 
ever, not  to  have  more  overtime  day  after  day 
than  I can  possibly  help;. hut  sometimes  one  par- 
ticular man  has  been  at  a particular  kind  of  work, 
and  then  he  is  obliged  to  go  on  with  it. 

1035.  Do  they  get  increased  pay  for  their 
overtime  and  work  on  Sundays  ? — Except  during 
the  late  outbreak  of  cattle  plague,  neither  the 
temporary  clerks  nor  the  permanent  clerks  re- 
ceived any  extra  pay. 

1036.  What  is  your  reason  for  doing  the  work 
at  night  and  on  Sundays,  instead  of  working 
earlier  in  the  morning? — Because  at  the  time 
above  referred  to,  the  letters  came  in  on  the  Sun- 
day morning,  and  required  to  be  attended  to  on 
the  same  day. 

1037.  Chairman. ~\  At  the  time  of  the  cattle 
plague,  I think,  arrangements  were  made  for 
letters  being  delivered  through  the  Foreign  Office 
on  Sundays  ? — Yes ; and  the  clerks  were  then 
paid  an  extra  sum  for  attending.  • 

1038.  Mr.  J.  Bright.' ] That  was  at  the  time  of 
the  cattle  plague ; but  is  there  now  often  any 
urgency  of  that  kind? — -Very  rarely  indeed. 

1039.  In  that  case  Sunday  labour  must  be  very 
rare,  I suppose?— -Very  rare;  I only  mentioned 
incidentally  that  during  the  last  year  we  have 
been  compelled  to  resort,  to  it. 

1040.  Sir  Ii.  Selwin-Ibbetsan.]  During  the 
last  year  was  not  a great  deal  ot  that  overtime 
due  to  the  breaking  out  of  the  cattle  plague  in 
Yorkshire  ? — It  was. 

1041.  Mr.  Cawley ].  Did  you  not  state  in  your 
previous  examination  that  a good  deal  of  that 
Sunday  work  was  for  the  preparation  of  your  an- 
nual report,  and  of  this  report? — Only  to  a small 
extent.  The  report  was  principally  done  in  the 
evenings,  but  not  all  of  it  The  Sunday  work 
was  principally  during  the  time  of  the  cattle 
plague. 

1042.  Mr.  J.  Bright.']  I think  you  stated  that 
a country  might  be  scheduled  not  only  for  cattle 
plague  but  also  for  sheep-pox  ? — The  sheep  of  a 
country  have  been  scheduled  for  sheep-pox,  and 
the  cattle  were  scheduled  for  cattle  plague. 

1043.  How  is  it  that  sheep-pox  is  selected  from 
among  other  disease  for  that  exceptional  treat- 
ment ? — Because  it  was  a very  troublesome  dis- 
ease on  several  occasions  in  previous  years. 

1044.  Is  there  then  a strong  reason  why  sheep- 
ox  should  be  treated  in  that  exceptional  way  ? — 

should  be  myself  disposed  not  to  treat  it  in 
that  exceptional  way ; but  it  has  hitherto  been 
done. 

1045.  You  would  not  have  a country  scheduled 
with  regard  to  sheep  owing  to  sheep-pox  ? — I 
would  not. 

1046.  In  your  opinion,  then,  the  department  is 
unnecessarily  interfering  with  the  freedom  of 
trade  ? — It  has  not  done  so  for  h considerable 
time;  not  since  the  present  Government  have 
been  in  power. 

1047.  Do  I correctly  understand  that  sheep 
have  not  been  interfered  with  owing  to  sheep- pox 
of  recent  years? — Hot  since  February  1869,  J 
think. 

1048.  Then,  in  fact,  that  idea  of  interfering 


with  the  importation  of  sheep  owing  to  sheep-pox 
has  been  given  up,  I presume  ? — I am  not  at  all 
sure  of  that,  b ut  it  has  not  been  acted  upon ; our 
arrangements  are  now  very  much  more  nearly 
approaching  perfection  than  they  were  with  regard 
to  the  ports. 

1049.  I understand  it  to  be  your  opinion  that 
there  is  quite  as  much  reason  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  sheep  with  reference  to  various  other 
diseases  as  with  reference  to  sheep-pox  ?— I do 
not  think  so. 

1050.  I understood  you  to  say  that  you  your- 
self objected  to  the  importation  of  sheep  being 
interfered  with  owing  to  sheep-pox  ? — I did.  ° 

1051.  And,  therefore,  you  think  that  sheep- 
pox  should  be  treated  like  those  other  diseases, 
and  not  exceptionally  ? — It  i3  exceptionally  treated 
under  the  Act. 

1052.  I thought  you  were  of  opinion  that  that 
was  a mistake? — No;  I referred  to  the  schedul- 
ing of  the  country  on  account  of  it. 

1053.  Chairman .]  "Was  not  the  question  which 
I asked  you,  in  answer  to  which  you  stated  that 
you  thought  that  a certain  regulation  ought  not 
to  be  introduced,  this,  whether  you  thought  that 
it  was  advisable  that  sheep-pox.  should  be  put 
in  the  same  position  as  cattle  plague  ? — It  was 
so. 

1054.  Mr.  J.  Bright .]  You  thought  that  it 
should  not? — It  should  not,  and  it  is  not. 

1055.  You  stated,  did  you  not,  that  one  of  the 
highest  veterinary  authorities  believed  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  might  arise  spontaneously  ? — 
The  letter  referred  to  went  scarcely  so  far  as  that, 
but  the  inference  was  to  that  effect;  he  also 
stated  that  it  was  a general  impression  in  Ireland. 

1056.  I suppose  that  at  some  time  or  other  it 
must  have  arisen  spontaneously  somewhere? — I 
presume  so  ; somewhere  at  some  time. 

1057.  Therefore,  what  has  once  happened  in 
the  world  might  happen  again  in  this  country, 
might  it  not? — Under  the  same  circumstances; 
but  I believe  that  those  diseases  are  produced  by 
gradual  development,  and  not  by  sudden  genera- 
tion. 

1058.  Did  you  say  that  we  had  no  foot  and 
mouth  disease  before  1839  ?— I think  not. 

1059.  Did  you  not  say  that  that  was  a remark- 
able year  for  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— I do 
not  think  I said  so. 

1060.  I understood  you  to  say  that  until  1839 
there  was  not  much  public  attention  paid  in  this 
country  to  that  disease  ? — I have  no  information 
upon  that  subject ; I have  a return  which  would 
have  shown  all  those  points,  but  it  is  not  in  the 
committee-room. 

1061.  Are  you  aware  that  in  the  year  1840 
we  did  not  import  cattle,  the  Customs  restrictions 
preventing  it? — I cannot  recollect  the  year,  but 
I think  it  was  in  1842  that  the  restriction  was 
taken  off. 

1062.  I think  the  Committee  will  be  aware  of 
that ; in  your  report  I observe  that  it  is  stated 
that,  “During  1840  and  1841  Great  Britain  suf- 
fered to  a most  serious  extent  from  it  ” (that  is  to 
say,  from  foot  and  mouth  disease)  ; “ the  malady 
was  more  malignant  at  that  time  than  it  has  ever 
since  been;  in  1842  and  1843,  and  the  early  part 
of  1844,  notwithstanding  that  the  prohibition  on 
the  import  of  foreign  cattle  was  removed  in  J uly 
1842,  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  not  so  pre- 
valent ;”  it  would  appear  that  before  we  imported 
cattle,  we  had  a most  malignant  attack  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  and  that  soon  after  beginning 
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to  import  cattle,  that  disease  became  very  much 
modified ; that  I think  appears  from  your  report, 
does  it  not? — I .think  so. 

1063.  How  do  you  arrive  at  this  statement? — 
JTrom  information  in  the  office  from  various  re- 
ports ; I have  no  doubt  that  I can  refer  you  to 
all  the  authorities ; I have  no  opinion  myself 
about  it,  but  I have  authority  for  stating  all  that 
I have  stated. 

1064.  It  is  really  quite  recently,  is  it,  that  we 
have  interfered  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 
Since  1869. 

1065.  And  yet,  I suppose,  for  the  greater  part 
of  the  time  since  the  year  1840  meat  has  been 
cheap  and  fanners  have  been  prosperous  ? — I 
cannot  say  that  meat  has  been  cheap. 

1066.  Has  it  not  been  cheap  for  the  greater 
part  of  the  time  since  1840  ; I admit  that  it  has 
been  dear  lately  ? — The  price  of  meat  has  been 
steadily  increasing. 

1067.  The  farmers  have  been  generally  pros- 
perous, and  their  prosperity  has  not  been  inter- 
fered with  much  by  the  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
is  not  that  so  ? — I am  not  capable  of  giving  an 
opinion  upon  that  point,  as  I have  no  information 
upon  the  subject. 

1068.  You  stated,  did  you  not,  that  you 
thought  it  was  not  wise  for  the  department  to 
advise  farmers  with  respect  to  remedies  and  the 
cure  of  cattle  ?— I did. 

1069.  I do  not  know  whether  you  have  been 
a veterinary  surgeon? — No;  I know  nothing 
about  it. 

1070.  I was  going  to  ask  you  whether  it  was 
easier  to  treat  the  diseases  of  cattle  than  those  of 
men  ? — I do  not  know.  I have  treated  the  dis- 
eases of  men,  but  I know  nothing  whatever  of 
the  diseases  of  cattle. 

1071.  Would  you  not  suppose  that  if  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  teach  farmers 
how  to  cure  cattle,  it  should  also,  probably  be 
their  duty  to  teach  men  how  their  diseases  should 
be  cured  ? — I should  think  so. 

1072.  You  stated,  did  you  not,  that  Germany 
was  now  a scheduled  country  ? — Yes. 

1073.  I think  I understood  you  to  say,  that  it 
was  not  scheduled  because  there  was  . disease  in 
Germany,  but  because  Germany,  not  taking  all 
the  precautions  which  it  might  take,  was  open  to 
suspicion  ? — It  is  so. 

1074.  In  that  case  we  are  interfering,  are 
we  not,  with  the  trade  of  cattle  from  Germany 
simply  from  that  suspicion  ? — From  the  absolute 


danger  of  cattle  getting  through  Germany  into 
this  country  without  our  having  any  intimation 
of  the  disease  existing  in  Germany,  or  in  the  dis- 
trict from  which  the  cattle  come. 

1075.  Although,  so  far  us  we  know,  Germany 
is  free  from  disease  ? — Germany  is  free  from  the 
cattle  plague,  I believe. 

1076.  Then  all  the  cattle  which  now  come  in 
from  Germany  are  slaughtered  at  the  ports? — 
Yes,  they  are. 

1077.  I think  I heard  you  state  also,  that 
when  cattle  have  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports, 
they  sell  for  less  than  when  they  may  be  intro- 
duced freely  into  the  country  ? — So  it  is  alleged, 
but  I have  no  proof  of  it. 

1078.  I thought  you  stated  that  it  tended  to 
raise  the  price  of  meat  when  there  was  compul- 
sory slaughter  at  the  ports  ? — That  is  my  opinion, 
but  I have  no  proof  of  it 

1079.  Then  of  course  it  is  your  opinion  that 
the  effect  of  putting  Germany  in  that  position  is 
to  diminish  the  quantity  of  German  meat  ? — Not 
necessarily.  It  depends  upon  whether  it  will 
pay. 

1080.  But  you  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
slaughter  of  cattle  at  the  port  tended  to  raise 
the  price,  and  it  can  only  tend  to  raise  the  price 
the  quantity  being  somewhat  diminished  owing 
to  that  policy  ? — Yes ; but  if  the  price  in  this 
country  is  greater  than  the  price  in  Germany,  it 
will  come  under  any  circumstances.  It  depends 
entirely  upon  the  price  here,  and  not  upon  the 
actual  amount  obtained ; that  is,  upon  the  relative 
price. 

1081.  But  surely  more  or  less  would  come  ac- 
cording to  the  embarrassments,  or  the  absence  of 
embarrassments  on  the  import;  how  many  ports 
of  landing  are  there? — There  are  32. 

1082.  I think  you  expressed  an  opinion  that 
it  would  bo  well  to  diminish  the  number  of  ports 
of  landing  ? — I did. 

1083.  Of  course  that  would  be  an  interference 
with  the  freedom  of  ports  with  regard  to  the 
cattle? — Scarcely,  I think,  in  the  way  that  I 
propose  it. 

1084.  It  was  said  that  pork  had  fallen  very 
much  in  price,  and  that  other  kinds  of  meat  had 
risen;  what,  in  your  opinion,  is  the  reason  of 
that? — I can  scarcely  form  an  opinion. 

1085.  Is  it  because  we  have  greater  freedom 
in  the  trade  ? — I should  think  not ; but  from  the 
great  quantity  of  dead  pork  which  is  imported. 


Mr. 

Alexander 

Williams. 

13  March 
1873. 


0.58. 


F 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


42 


MINUTES  OS'  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


I 

Thursday,  20th  March  1873. 


MEMBERS  TRESENT: 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  ‘William  Edward  Forster. 


Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Lord  Robert  Montagu. 

Mr.  O'Conor. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Alexander  Williams,  called  in;  and  further  Examined. 


Mr. 

Alexander 

Williams. 

20  Murch 
1873. 


1086.  Mr.  W Johnston.]  With  regard  to 
the  calculation  made  in  page  xxv  of  your  Report 
for  the  year  1872,  published  in  1873,  as  to  the 
supply  of  cattle  which  was  referred  to  in  Ques- 
tion 347  ; will  you  be  kind  enough  to  say  how 
you  calculate  the  per-centage  of  the  supply ; do 
you  consider  that  the  whole  of  the  27  A per  cent, 
of  Irish  imports  were  available  for  meat  pur- 
poses?— I explained  to  the  Right  Honourable 
Chairman  a short  time  a^o  that  there  is  an  error 
in  that  item,  because  I did  not  attempt  to  esti- 
mate the  weight  of  the  animals  when  exported 
from  Ireland,  or  the  amount  added  to  that  weight 
in  this  country;  I simply  took  the  numerical 
value  of  the  animals;  I should,  therefore,  say 
that  the  Irish  supply  should  be  rather  less,  and 
the  home  supply  rather  more  than  is  estimated. 

1087.  Is  there  any  communication  between  the 
Veterinary  Departments  of  London  and  Dublin  ? 
— There  are  occasional  communications;  we  in- 
form the  Veterinary  Department  of  Dublin  of 
all  the  reports  of  diseases  in  foreign  countries, 
and  there  are  frequently  private  communications 
relative  to  orders  about  to  be  passed  in  either 
country  affecting  the  other  in  any  way. 

1088.  Of  this  total  number  of  cattle  exported 
from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain  in  1870,  being 
453,969,  are  you  aware  that  38,296  were  calves. 
The  number  of  calves  is  taken  from  page  850  of. 
Thom’s  Directory  for  this  year,  and  is  furnished 
by  Professor  Ferguson? — There  is  a return  in 
the  Report  of  this  year  obtained  from  Professor 
Ferguson,  up  to  December  of  last  year,  page  69, 
Table  xxvii. 

1089.  When  was  the  first  appearance  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  this  country  ? — I am  unable  to 
tell  you ; Professor  Brown  will  be  able  to  tell 
you. 

1090.  It  is  stated  in  Professor  Brown’s  Report 
that  it  appeared  in  Ireland  in  1840  for  the  first 
time,  and  that  it  was  introduced  into  Cork  by  an 
importation  of  Dutch  cows  imported  by  a friend 
of  the  English  consul  ?— Probably  so. 

1091.  In  reply  to  a question  put  by  Mr.  Jacob 


Bright,  you  seem  to  think  that  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  the  Veterinary  Department  to  teach 
farmers  how  to  cure  the  diseases  of  cattle  ?— I 
think  that  it  is  not. 

1092.  But  you  do  furnish  a means  of  prevention 
and  the  treatment  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  the  Report,  at  page  18  ?— Professor  Brown  does 
so  personally,  but  only  in  general  terms,  not  pre- 
scribing, I think,  in  any  way,  so  far  as  I am 
aware. 

1093.  There  seems  to  be  a very  full  account  of 
the  symptoms  and  the  treatment  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  at  page  18  ?— That  is  general 
treatment;  I do  not  see  anything  in  the  form  of 
a prescription  there  at  all ; it  gives  the  general 
principles  of  treatment. 

1094.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  desirable  to 
have  more  frequent  communications  between  the 
Veterinary  Departments  of  Ireland  and  England 
as  regards  the  existence  and  treatment  of  disease . 
— I .think  it  would;  we  furnish  information  to 
Ireland,  but  Ireland  does  not  furnish  information 
to  us,  as  a rule,  unless  it  is  asked  for. 

1095.  Have  you  any  information  as  to  the  num- 

ber of  cattle  arriving  from  the  different  Irish  ports 
into  England  ? — I am  not  aware  that  we  have  any 
detailed  information.  , 

1096.  The  largest  number  of  cattle  exported 
from  any  port  in  1870  was,  of  course,  from  Pu  - 
lin,  being  182,905,  and  from  Belfast  78,420  <- 
Yes. 

1097.  Are  you  aware  of  what  system  of  inspec- 
tion, if  any,  exists  in  those  Irish  ports . —1  ^ 

1098.  What  was  your  idea  with  reference  to 

inspection  at  the  ports  of  embarkation  and  debark- 
ation ? — My  idea  was  that  a thorough  mspec  10 
should  be  made,  and  that  the  whole  of  the  an™. 
herded  with  any  suffering  from  contagious 
ease  should  be  detained.  e , 

1099.  Do  you  think  it  is  possible  for  perfectly 
healthy  animals  to  leave  Ireland,  and  be  pu  0 
shipboard,  and  become  infected  with  the  dise 
in  transit  ?— Yes ; if  the  germs  of  disease  existed 
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in  any  part  of  the  vessel  with  which  they  came 
in  contact  during  the  passage,  but  not  from  any 
conditions  otherwise. 

1100.  Have  you  any  evidence  as  to  the  impor- 
tation of  diseased  animals  from  Ireland. . It  is 
stated,  at  page  xxi  of  the  Report,  that  it  is  pro- 
bable that  more  animals  infected  with  a disease 
of  a contagious  nature  are  imported  from  Ireland 
than  from  all  foreign  countries;  have  you  any 
actual  statistics  relating  to  that  ? — Not  compiled. 
There  are  a few  returns  collected  on  this  matter. 

1101.  Of  course  the  importation  from  Ireland 
so  largely  exceeds  that  from  all  foreign  countries, 
that  ft  is  possible  that  the  disease  might  be  in 
excess  in  the  total  number  of  cases,  but  do  you 
think  that  the  proportion  of  disease  imported  is 
laro-er  ? — Considerably  larger. 

fl02.  To  what  do  you  attribute  that  ? — It  is 
very  difficult  to  assign  any  cause,  except  the  ab- 
sence of  care  in  exporting  healthy  animals  only. 

I am  led  to  believe  that  even  if  disease  is  detected 
among  animals  in  the  Irish  ports,  they  only  detain 
the  affected  animals,  and  send  the  others  on.  I 
have  no  information  upon  the  subject,  but  I be- 
lieve that  that  is  the  case. 

1103.  Do  you  believe  that  it  is  necessary  to 
slaughter  all  the  animals  infected  by  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Certainly  not. 

1104.  It  is  not  generally  a fatal  disease,  I be- 
lieve ? — Certainly  not. 

1105.  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  make  to 
the  Committee  as  regards  a better  arrangement 
with  regard  to  the  cattle  imported  from  Ireland, 
either  on  the  Irish  side  or  upon  this  side  ? — I can 
scarcely  offer  any  suggestions  as  regards  Ireland, 
because  I am  not  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the 
circumstances,  but  I think  that  our  regulations 
in  England  should  be  carried  out  with  regard  to 
Irish  animals  as  they  ought  to  be  with  regard  to 
home  animals;  that  is  to  say,  that  if  any  animal 
coming  from  Ireland  is  affected  with  any  con- 
tagious disease,  the  regulations  at  present  in  force 
should  be  insisted  upon  with  regard  to  them. 
Some  means  should  be  adopted  by  which  that 
could  be  provided  for.  This  could  not  be  done 
under  the  present  arrangements  at  all,  because  it 
would  stop  the  trade  entirely. 

1106.  Do  you  think  that  the  Irish  Veterinary 
Department  should  procure  and  keep  statistics 
with  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I 
think  that  with  their  means  of  obtaining  statistics, 
they  might  get  really  good  ones,  and  therefore 
I think  that  they  should  do  so. 

1107.  Bui  you  have  given  up  doing  so  with 
regard  to  the  English  Department  ?— Yes ; be- 
cause the  local  authorities  did  not  give  them 
practically. 

1108.  Mr . Kavanagh.~\  Are  you  aware  of  what 
returns  are  furnished  or  kept  by  the  V eterinary 
Department  in  Ireland?— Not  in  the  slightest 
degree. 

1109.  You  stated  on  the  first  day  of  your  ex- 
amination that  there  were  1,600  local  inspectors 
employed  in  Great  Britain,  or  somewhere  about 
that  number? — There  were  employed  during  that 
year  from  1,600  to  1,700,  I think,  but  all  were  not 
m office  at  any  one  time. 

H10.  Out  of  what  fund  are  their  salaries 
paid  ? — The  local  authorities  pay  them  out  of  the 
local  rate. 

1111.  The  local  inspectors  are  paid  out  of  the 
local  rates,  are  they  not? — Yes. 

1112.  In  Section  V of  your  Report  you  say 
that  Irish  animals  are  not  inspected  previous  to 


embarkation  from  Ireland  nor  in  England,  on 
landing? — Yes. 

1113.  You  would  recommend  such  inspection, 
would  you  not? — Yes,  I would  recommend  such 
inspection. 

1114.  Where  would  you  recommend  it  to  take 
place ; at  the  port  of  embai’kation  or  debarka- 
tion?— I think  a very  small  amount  of  money, 
expended  at  the  port  of  embarkation  would  pro- 
duce a greater  result  than  a larger  amount  at  the 
port  of  debarkation  or  landing. 

1115.  Do  you  not  think  that  an  inspection  at 
the  port  of  embarkation  would  be  a far  wiser 
system  than  that  of  inspecting  cattle  on  board 
ship  when  they  arrived  at  the  port  at  which  they 
were  to  be  landed? — It  would  be  a cheaper 
and  a better  system. 

1116.  Do  not  you  think,  that  it  would  have  a 
very  deterrent  effect  upon  dealers  if  the  cattle 
were  to  be  subject  to  inspection  at  the  port  where 
they  were  to  be  landed,  and  were  to  be  liable  to 
be  turned  back  upon  them  ? — I believe  that  it 
would  be  enough  to  stop  the  trade. 

1117.  With  regard  to  the  supply  of  meat;  in 
your  Report  in  1871,  page.  7,  you  say,  that 
England  is  totally  unable  to  furnish  sufficient  for 
its  own  consumption,  and  your  answer  to  Ques- 
tion 203  is,  that  you  apprehend  that  the  supply 
from  Germany  will  fall  short? — Yes. 

1118.  And  you  also  say  that  that  supply  is  our 
main  source  of  foreign  supply  ? — Yes ; I think 
Germany  and  Holland  are  our  chief  sources  of 
such  supply. 

1119.  You  also  stated,  that  you  apprehended 
that  Germany  would  have  to  import  to  supply  its 
own  want  in  future  ? — I do. 

1120.  In  page  11  in  your  Report  you  say  that 
imposing  additional  restrictions  on  importation, 
would  have  the  effect  of  increasing  the  cost  of 
production,  and  that  a difference  of  from  5 s. 
to  10  s.  a-head,  would  put  a stop  to  the  im- 
port trade  altogether;  that  is  in  page  11  of  your 
Report  ? — Yes,  it  is  there  mentioned  that  it  has 
been  so  stated. 

1121.  From  5 s.  to  10  s.  a-head  would  be 
enough,  if  added  to  the  expense,  to.  put  a stop  to 
the  importation  altogether  ? — That  is  referring  to 
the  foreign  animals. 

1122.  I think  you  say  that  that  applies  to 
Ireland  as  well,  in  almost  the  same  paragraph  ? — 

I do  not  recollect  that. 

1 123.  I thought  you  stated  that  in  one  of  your 
answers  ? — I do  not  recollect  that ; it  is  a mistake 
if  1 did  say  that ; I did  not  refer  to  the  Irish 
animals  at  that  time,  so  far  as  I am  aware.. 

1124.  In  fact  you  have  said  now,  that  inspec- 
tion at  the  port  of  debarkation  would  be  sufficient 
to  stop  the  Irish  trade  ? — I think  so. 

1125.  Would  not  that  fact,  or  the  fact  of  stop- 
ping the  trade,  involve  a serious  consideration 
from  the  consumers’  point  of  view  ? — Decidedly 
so;  and  that,  I presume,  is  why  the  Lords  of  the 
Council  have  not  insisted  upon  the  regulations 
being  carried  out  with  regard  to  the  Irish  supply. 

1 126.  At  present  you  have  stated  that  England 
can  only  supply  60  per  cent,  of  then-  own  con- 
sumption ? — Yes. 

1127.  And  the  restrictions  that  I understand 
you  propose,  as  likely  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
disease,  are  the  slaughter  of  cattle  at  the  port  of 
landing,  or  subjecting  them  to  detention? — Not 
with  regard  to  Dish,  but  with  regard  to  foreign 
cattle.  With  regard  to  Irish'  cattle,  I simply  say 
that  the  regulations  which  should  be  applied  in 
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England  should  also  be  applied  to  Irish  cattle, 
and  I believe  the  result  of  that  would  be,  that 
although  it  might  for  a time  interfere  very 
seriously  with  the  trade;  the  Irish  authorities  or 
the  dealers  would  take  such  precautions  as  to  let 
us  have  healthy  animals  only. 

1128.  Are  you  aware  what  inspection  is  kept 
up  in  Ireland  now? — I believe  there  is  no  general 
inspection  at  all. 

1129.  I think  I gather,  from  the  whole  of  your 
evidence,  that  local  district  inspection  would  be 
about  the  best  plan  that  could  be  adopted,  and 
putting  in  force  the  rule  preventing  any  animal 
being  removed  from  a diseased  centre  without  a 
license  ? — I think  so. 

1130.  If  that  could  be  done,  and  you  could 
find  means  to  carry  that  out,  do  you  think  that  it 
would  greatly  remove  any  objections  which  now 
exist  as  to  the  importation  of  Irish  cattle  ? — I 
think  so,  certainly,  if  it  is  really  carried  out. 

1131.  With  regard  to  inspection  before  em- 
barkation, might  it  not  be  subject  to  this  objec- 
tion, that  catSe  bought  at  fairs  in  the  country  by 
dealers  and  jobbers,  and  sent  to  a port  for  ship- 
ment to  England,  might,  to  the  great  detriment 
of  their  owners,  be  stopped  by  the  inspectors  at 
the  port  of  shipment,  and  considerable  expense 
incurred  there? — Not  if  they  were  healthy,  I 
presume. 

1132.  But  I was  presuming  that  they  were 
found,  on  arriving  at  the  port  of  shipment, 
diseased  or  suspected  of  being  diseased ; is  it  not 
quite  possible  that  they  might  have  been  sold 
sound  and  healthy,  and  become  infected  in  the 
transit  ? — That  could  not  occur  if  the  regulations 
you  have  already  mentioned  were  strictly  carried 
out,  because  they  could  not  get  out  of  the  infected 
part. 

1133.  I am  supposing  that  those  regulations 
are  not  established ; I wanted  to  ask  you  whether 
you  did  not  think  the  restrictions  of  inspection 
before  embarkation  at  the  port,  would  be  liable 
to  the  objection  that  it  might  be  a hardship  upon 
the  dealers  ? — It  would  be  an  interference  with 
the  trade  undoubtedly. 

1134.  A man  might  buy  cattle  at  a fair  appa- 
rently sound,  and  when  they  came  to  the  port  of 
shipment  they  might  be  found  affected,  and  it 
would  be  hard  upon  him  either  to  lose  his  market 
or  to  have  the  cattle  detained  at  some  bfid  place  ? 
— It  would  be  a hardship  upon  him  personally, 
certainly. 

1135.  It  would  greatly  check  enterprise,  upon 
a dealer’s  part,  in  sending  cattle  to  England  ? — 
I doubt  whether  it  would  eventually.  If  we 
take  the  foreign  trade,  I do  not  think  the  re- 
strictions now  much  interfere  with  foreign  import; 
it  is  said  so,  but  it  is  a mere  question  of  price. 

1136.  It  is,  of  course,  a mere  question  of  price; 
then  the  plans  that  you  are  most  in  favour  of  is 
an  efficient  district  inspection  and  the  application 
of  Article  28,  I think  it  is ; that  is  with  regard  to 
preventing  the  removal  of  diseased  cattle? — Yes, 
preventing  movement  in  an  infected  place,  not 
universally  all  over  the  country,  but  simply  in  the 
place  where  the  disease  exists. 

1137.  That  would,  I presume,  be  a very  ex- 
pensive system  to  carry  out  efficiently  all  through 
the  country  ? — Undoubtedly. 

1138.  I understood  you  to  say,  in  your  first 
examination,  that  you  believed  the  disease  could 
be  stamped  out  by  isolation ; I am  referring  to 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia; 
I thought  you  applied  the  remark  to  both  ? — 


If  you  could  make  isolation  perfect,  foot  and 
mouth  disease  could  undoubtedly  be  stamped  out 
and  it  would  be  very  materially  checked  by  i3olal 
tion  under  any  circumstances.  Pleuro-pneu- 
monia, I should  think,,  might  be  quite  stamped 
out  by  isolation,  if  carried  out. 

1139.  Is  it  not  rather  an  open  question  with 
some  authorities,  whether  the  foot  and  mouth  ! 
disease  is  not  capable  of  spontaneous  origin?-. 

I should  doubt  whether,  at  the  present  day,  any 
authority  would  hold  that  opinion ; it  iias  been 
expressed. 

1140.  In  your  answer  to  Question  683,  you 
6ay  that  there  is  no  evidence  to  prove  that  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not  spontaneously 
arise? — I say  so  simply  because  you  cannot 
prove  a negative. 

1141.  There  is  no  evidence  to  prove  that?— 
No,  of  course  not 

1142.  In  answer  to  Question  688,  you  say  that 
Professor  Ferguson  was  of  that  opinion? — I am 
not  quite  sure  that  that  was  reported  correctly ; 

I have  not  been  able  to  refer  to  the  papers  at 
present  to  see  whether  that  is  reported  correctly; 

I am  nnt  quite  sure  whether  he  simply  said  that 
that  opinion  was  held ; that  is  my  opinion,  but  I 
said  that  Professor  Ferguson  informed  me  that 
it  was  held  in  Ireland ; not  that  he  held  it  himself. 

1143.  In  page  viii  of  your  Report  of  1871  it  is 
stated  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  existed  in 
this  country  in  1839,  and  that  in  1840  and  1841 
it  was  more  severe  than  it  has  ever  been  since, 
although  at  that  time  a prohibition  against  the 
import  of  foreign  cattle  existed;  in  1842  and 
1843,  and  the  early  part  of  1844,  after  the 
prohibition  was  removed,  it  decreased;  in  afta- 
years  it  varied,  sometimes  decreasing  when  the 
importation  was  largest,  and,  of  course,  vice 
versa ; I want  to  know  would  not  these  facts 
tend  to  prove  that  the  origin  and  spread  of 
the  disease  cannot  be  altogether  due  to  con- 
tagion ; that  it  may  be  capable  of  spontaneous 
origin,  and  that  its  origin  and  development  may 
be  due  to  atmospheric  and  climatic  influences;  I 
think  those  are  the  very  words  used  in  one  of  the 
Professor’s  Reports  ? — I am  decidedly  of  opinion 
at  present  that  it  could  not  be,  and  that  it  is  not 
spread  by  anything  but  contagion. 

1144.  Surely  it  must  have  originated  at  some 
time  or  other  ? — So  did  small-pox,  and  other 
diseases  which  we  do  not  find  originate  spon- 
taneously at  the  present  day ; the  same  remark 
applies  to  all  that  class  of  diseases. 

1145.  Is  it  not  found  that  at  certain  periods  of 
the  year  both  pleuro-pneumonia  and  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  are  more  severe  and  more  preva- 
lent than  in  others  ? — Yes. 

1146.  And  would  not  that  be  due  to  climatic 
influences? — It  would  be  due  to  movement;  I 
should  say,  to  additional  communication  between 
animals. 

1146*.  From  the  statement  set  out  at  page  17 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Report  of  1872,  it  appears 
that  after  stating  the  various  causes  of  toot  rot 
and  eczema  in  sheep,  it  states  the  fact  that  eczema 
in  the  foot  of  a sheep  will  by  inoculation  pro- 
duce foot  and  mouth  disease,  which  is  sufficient 
evidence  of  the  identity  of  the  two  forms,  ox  dis- 
ease ? — I believe  that  statement  to  be  right  as 
regards  eczema,  which  is  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
so  far  as  I can  judge.  . . 

1147.  In  that  case,  if  sheep  are  driven  any  lona 
distance  on  hot  roads  and  their  feet,  get  sore,  so 
that  eczema  is  produced,  cattle  put  into  the  he 
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where  they  have  been  grazing  would  probably  cattle ; they  occasionally  see  the  ves 
take  the  foot  and  mouth  distemper,  would  they  there  is  no  regular  inspection  and  exi 


vessels,  but  Mr. 

*.c  t _ w l examination  Alexander 

^otC?  — I should~prefer  that  Professor  Brown  in  this  country,"  so  that  wc  have  no  information  Williams. 
should  answer  those  questions ; they  are  strictly  as  to  the  disease  except  in  cases  where  special  ex-  2Q  Marcll 
medical;  I am  scarcely  capable  of  judging  of  all  animations  have  been  made.  In  Bristol,  for  in-  l8_„ 
the  circumstances.  stance,  I have  heard  of  a good  many  Irish  ani- 

1148.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  dogs,  hares,  and  mals  which  arrived  there  diseased,  but  the  infor- 

rabbits,  wood-pigeons,  and  crows,  are  all  by  com-  mation  is  not  worth  anything,  as  the  number 
patent  observers  stated  to  be  liable  to  the  dis-  reported  upon  is  so  small  compared  with  the  un- 
ease ?■— I think  so.  Port- 

1149.  If  such  tilings  are  facts,  how  would  it  be  1160.  Have  you  any  accurate  statistics  as  to 
possible  by  any  amount  of  isolation  entirely  to  the  number  of  outbreaks  of  disease,  either  of 
check  its  spread  ? — To  keep  it  within  moderate  pleuro-pneumonia  or  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
bounds,  I think,  is  all  you  could  do,  that  is  to  say,  this  country  ? — You  will  find  the  statistics  of  the 
it  should  not  exist  as  a general  epizootic  at  any  foot  and  mouth  disease  for  1871,  and  of  all  the 

others  for  each  year  in  the  Reports. 

1161.  In  Ireland  I think  we  shall  be  able  to 
state  accurately  every  single  case  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  country  during  the  last  year,  but  I 


period. 

1150.  Still,  you  could  not  say  that  however 
strictly  those  rules  were  carried  out  you  could 
guarantee  entire  freedom  from  the  disease?  — 


‘Very  nearly  so ; the  experience  at  the  time  of  want  to  know  whether  you  can  give  the  Com- 
the  cattle  plague  would  prove  that  the  disease  mittee  some  information  upon  Great  Britain  ? — 
was  very  nearly  eradicated ; there  were  no  doubt  I think  so,  except  with  regard  to  the  foot  and 
a few  isolated  centres  of  disease.  mouth  disease  during  last  year ; we  stopped  the 

1151.  But  I imagine  that  the  cattle  plague  is  returns  at  the  commencement  of  last  year, 
hardly  a fair  analogy ; the  disease  could  not  have  1162.  The  tendency  of  yoiir  evidence  has  been 
been  conveyed  by  those  small  animals?— No, but  to  this  effect,  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
I am  speaking  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  hav-  carry  out  a system  for  the  repression  of  disease 
ing  been  checked  on  account  of  the  cattle  plague  ' thoroughly  unless  the  central  authorities  have 
regulations.  considerably  more  power  than  they  have ; in  fact, 

“ 152.  Does  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  render  you  are  for  centralisation-  rather  than  for  local 
the  flesh  of  the  animals  infected  with  it  unfit  for  government  in  that  particular  ? — For  centraliza- 
humanfood? — I should  say  not,  although  that  tion.  so  far  as  seeing  that  the  regulations  are 
question  does  not  come  under  my  department.  carried  out. 

1153.  Mr.  Monsell.']  With  regard  to  the  effect  1163.  That  is  to  say,  that,  the  local  autho- 
upon  this  country  of  the  Irish  import,  I think  you  rities,  the  persons  whose  duty  it  was  to  carry  out 
stated  that,  so  far  as  pleuro-pneumonia  goes,  you  these  repressive  measures,  should  be  responsible 
had  very  little  evidence  of  any  cases  of  that  to  the  central  authority  and  not  to  the  local 
disease  coming  over  to  this  country  from  Ireland  ? authority^?— I do  not  exactly  take  that  view. 


— Very  little  absolute  evidence,  but  a great 
number  of  assertions  to  that  effect. 

1154.  I wish  to  hear  from  you,  if  you  will  be 
kind  enough,  how  far,  from  the  evideuce  vou  have 
before  you  and  the  reports  that  come  before  you. 


1164.  Perhaps  you  will  kindly  explain  your 
view  to  the  Committee  ? — I can  scarcely  define 
exactly  how  it  should  be  done ; I have  not  entered 
into  it  so  far  as  that.  I believe  the  local  autho- 
rities cannot  be  left  entirely  to  themselves  for 


you  are  in  a position  to  give  a decided  opinion  as  carrying  out  those  regulations;  that  is  proved,  I 
to  whether  pleuro-pneumonia  to  any  extent  has  think,  by  our  past  experience ; and  I therefore 
been  imported  from  Ireland  ?-Yes,  I have  a de-  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  inspectors  should 
cided  opinion,  after  consultation  with  the  medical  be  independent  of  local  circumstances,  ana  that 
officers  of  the  Department,  and  I have  no  doilbt  they  should  be  responsible  to  the  central  depart- 
that  it  is  frequently  introduced  from  Ireland,  but  ment ; but  how  that  is  to  be  done  is  more  a poli- 
Professor  Brown  will  be  better  able  to  speak  to  tical  than  a departmental  question.  . 

tint  than  I am.  1165-  Are  7°“  *™»  that  the  Imh  system  is 

1155.  As  to  the  statistics  1— Not  as  to  the  sta-  very  much  more  centralised  than  the  English 

tistics,  but  ns  to  his  personal  experience  in  all  Yes.  , 

parts  of  the  country.  1166.  Therefore  your  tUrnre  would  be  raflier 

1156.  With  reference  to  the  foot  and  month  to  assimilate  the  English  system  to  (he  Irish  than 

disease,  you  say  latterly  that  it  has  been  imported  the  Irish  system  to  the  English  '— It  the  Irish 
ism  all  parts  of  Ireland  1— Yes,  we  have  evidence  system  is  well  carried  out ; but  I am  not  awaie 
of  that  that  that  is  the  case. 

1157.  But  you  say  that  you  have  utterly  failed  1167.  It  would  assist  the  deliberations  oi  the 

in  carrying  out  the  regulations  for  preventing  Committee  very  much  ff  we  could  ge  accura 
its  spreading  in  this  country,  on  account  of  the  information  upon  that  subject . — With  reg 
local  authorities  not  wishing  to  carry  out  for  the  the  Irish  imports  into  Bristol,  the  Committee 
prevention  of  that  disease  any  stringent  regula-  could  get  the  mformati on  from  the  local  inspec  o 
tons? — Yes,  I may  say  so.  there  if  it  was  wanted.  I doubt  whether  such 

1158.  Would  you  be  able  to  give  a return  of  information  would  be  accurate ; it  is  so  very  clii- 
•all  animals  exported  from  Ireland  officially  re-  cult  to  get  accurate  information. 

ported  as  being  diseased  on  their  debarkation  in  1168.  Do  you  agree  with  me  a , 

Great  Britain  for  the  last  year  or  two,  and  do  portant  information  to  get  would  be  with  regard 
such  returns  set  forth  the  nature  of  the  disease  ? to  pleuro-pneumonia,  because  I ha  veiound  that 
—We  have  no  information  whatever  upon  the  it  is  almost  impossible  to  deal  with  tlie  toot  ana 
subject;  we  take  no  cognisance,  statistically,  mouth  disease  m England,  as  cattle  aie  constantly 
of  animals  from  Ireland  landed  here.  moving  about  from  one  place  to  another,  it  is 

1159.  It  would  be  set  out,  would  it  not,  by  not  of  very  great  importance  to  discover  how 
your  inspectors  ? — Thev  do  not  examine  Irish  much  of  that  comes  from  Irel  , 

0.58.  ‘ S’  3 S8™ 
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garcl  to  pleuro-pneumonia  it  is  a matter  of  very 
great  importance,  and  if  you  could  point  out  any 
■way  of  arriving  at  anything  like  accurate  informa- 
tion upon  that  subject,  it  would  be  very  useful  ? 
— It  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  follow  a case 
through,  and  get  evidence  that  the  disease  could 
not  have  been  caught  in  this  country  in  any  par- 
ticular case. 

1169.  Lord  Robert  Montagu .]  I think  you 
allow  free  import  from  Schleswig  Holstein  into 
England  ? — Not  at  present ; it  was  only  allowed 
for  a very  short  time. 

1170.  Are  the  cattle  imported  thence  now 
killed  at  the  port  of  landing  ? — Yes,  they  are 
killed  at  the  port  of  landing. 

1171.  From  what  port  in  Schleswig  Holstein 
are  they  exported  ? — Tonning  and  Husum.  Gees- 
termunde  is  not  within  Schleswig  or  Holstein ; it 
is  a considerable  distance  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Elbe,  in  Hanover. 

1172.  The  German  cattle,  and  all  the  other 
cattle  from  the  cast,  come  to  Geestermunde,  do 
they  not  ? — I am  not  very  well  up  in  that  matter. 
Professor  Simondswill  give  you  that  information ; 
we  merely  treat  the  cattle  as  coining  from  the 
country  in  which  the  port  is  from  which  they  are 
embarked,  so  that  really  I have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  cattle  before  they  get  to  the  port. 

1173.  Therefore,  whether  the  cattle  came  from 
Bohemia  or  Galicia,  or  the  Russian  Steppes,  you 
would  still  put  them  down  in^  your  report  as 
coming  from  Geestermunde? — Yes;  that  is  the 
way  the  Customs  keep  their  reports. 

1174.  You  stated,  I think,  on  the  first  day  of 
your  examination,  that  the  cattle  plague  was  not 
indigenous  in  Galicia? — I think  it  is  not  indi- 
genous there. 

1175.  There  is  a particular  type  of  cattle  plague 
which  is  indigenous  to  Galicia,  is  there  not? — 
Professor  Simonds  will  be  very  much  better  able 
to  answer  that  question,  as  I10  has  been  in 
Galicia. 

1176.  Do  you  remember  the  case  of  an  out- 
break of  cattle  plague  in  May  1867,  caused  by 
some  animals  which  Gcbhardt  imported  from  Ga- 
licia?— I have  some  slight  recollection  of  it,  but 
I do  not  remember  the  exact  circumstances. 

1177.  I think  that  Professor  Simonds  pro- 
nounced it  to  be  a new  outbreak  of  cattle  plague 
from  the  difference  of  the  type  ; is  not  that  so  ? — 
I think  that  is  so. 

1178.  You  stated  your  belief  that  in  future 
Germany  would  import  Russian  cattle,  and  that 
we  should  get  German  cattle? — Yes,  or  rather 
that  if  we  get  German  cattle,  Germany  will  be 
obliged  to  get  .cattle  from  somewhere  else,  and 
probably  they  will  get  them  from  Russia. 

1179.  Upon  what  do  you  found  that  opinion; 
why  do  you  not  say  that  we  should  have  to  go  to 
Russia  for  our  cattle,  seeing  that  Germany  pro- 
duces only  as  much,  or  very  nearly  as  much,  as  it 
requires  itself? — I found  that  statement  upon  in- 
formation received  at  Vienna,  and  from  statistics 
I have  received,  and  from  the  impression  which 
I received  from  the  discussions  at  the  Congress. 
I think  that  eventually  arrangements  would  be 
made  with  Russia  by  which  an  import  can  be 
secured  into  Germany,  and  then  we  can  make 
arrangements  with  Germany. 

1180.  But  what  makes  you  think  that  the  Aus- 
trian farmers  would  buy  their  cattle  in  Russia, 
and  then  sell  us  their  cattle,  rather  than  that 
importers,  such  as  Messrs.  Gebhardt  & Robinson 
and  others,  should  go  direct  to  Russia? — I wish 


rather  than  think  that  we  should  get  them  in. 
that  way ; I prefer  an  indirect  to  a direct  import 
from  Russia. 

1181.  Do  you  not  think  it  more  likely  that 
those  cattle  which  the  Germans  require  will  be 
killed  upon  the  spot  without  moving  the  cattle 
required  for  then  food,  and  so  deteriorating  them? 
— I do  not  ihink  so ; the  cattle  of  Western 
Germany,  such  as  those  of  Schleswig  and  Holstein, 
are  not  wanted  there,  and  they  would  have  to  be 
sent  into  Central  Germany  if  Germany  requires 
them  for  consumption,  but  ours  is  a better  market 
for  these  cattle,  and  therefore  we  get  them.  I 
may  also  mention  that  the  general  movement  of 
cattle  in  Europe  is  from  east  to  west. 

1182.  Do  the  eastern  portions  of  Germany 
produce  more  cattle  than  they  require  for  their 
own  consumption? — They  say  they  do;  hut  I 
doubt  it. 

1183.  Then  they  would  be  likely  to  kill  the 
cattle  they  require,  and  not  send  them  over  to  us? 
— The  prices  in  different  parts  of  Germany  differ; 

I think  you  would  find  lhat  Eastern  Germany 
would  get  a better  market  by  sending  them  to  the 
interior  and  large  towns,  and  selling  them  there, 
and  then  getting  a fresh  import  over  the  frontier. 

1184.  You  think  the  German  cattle  are  a 
better  description  of  cattle,  and  fetch  a better 
price,  than  the  Russian  cattle? — Yes. 

1185.  Then  the  Germans  will  he  content  with 
eating  bad  beef  and  not  good  beef? — Yes, 
towards  the  Russian  frontier. 

1186.  They  prefer  selling  their  own  cattle  and 
buying  the  Russian  cattle  to  eat,  taking  the 
difference  in  cash  ? — Yes ; I should  think  so, 
except  in  the  largo  towns. 

1187.  Then  if,  as  I believe,  the  cattle  plague 
is  indigenous  in  Russia,  would  not  that  tend  to 
bring  the  cattle  plague  from  Russia  into  Germany? 
— Not  if  the  regulations  proposed  at  that  Congress 
were  carried  out ; it  is  only  under  those  circum- 
stances that  the  disease  could  be  stopped. 

1188.  By  regulation,  inspection,  and  certifi- 
cate ? — Yes,  by  very  stringent  regulations. 

1189.  I believe  that  in  May  1867  the  regula- 
tions in  Prussia  were  those  very  regulations; 
namely,  stringent  inspection  and  a certificate  ? — 
Those  regulations  were  not  carried  out. 

1190.  Those  very  cattle  which  introduced  the 
cattle  plague  from  Galicia  had  been  inspected 
by  foreign  inspectors,  and  the  certificates  were 
produced  before  the  Committee  of  1868  by  Mr. 
Gebhardt  himself  ?— That  was  so. 

1191.  By  which  we  learnt  that  the  certificates 

of  the  foreign  inspection  could  not  be  trusted  to 

in  the  least  ?— No,  nor  could  it  be,  without  the  ad- 
ditional safeguards  which  were  proposed  at  Vienna. 

1192.  What  additional  safety  would  there  be 
then? — Because  Russia  would  be  stopped  in  her 
cattle  trade  entirely  unless  she  does  give  this 
guarantee. 

1193.  Who  insists  upon  that?. — The  Germans 
do,  and  the  Austrians  are  now  about  to  do  so,  1 
believe. 

1194.  You  stated  that  the  Germans  have 
enough  for  their  own  consumption ; then  why 
should  they  wish  to  import  ? — I should  think  the 
trade  was  worth  a good  deal  to  the  country ; that 
is,  the  transit  trade. 

1 195.  From  the  amount  received  for  the  freight 
of  cattle  ? — And  the  amount  received  by  the  in- 
dividuals who  deal  in  it. 

1196.  The  profit  out  of  the  price  of  cattle?—’ 
Yes. 

1197.  Do 
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1197.  Do  you  think  that  would  he  sufficient  1208.  Do  you  think  it  is  quite  impossible  that  Mr. 
inducement  to  the  country  to  keep  up  the  trade  ? an  animal  that  has  the  contagion  of  cattle  plague  -Alexander 
—Yes ; I may  say  that  Russians,  as  represented  in  its  blood,  though  it  is  not  apparent,  should  get 

at  the  Congress,  were  extremely  anxious  to  keep  into  the  country  ? — Upon  the  whole,  assuming  77“ 
up  the  trade.  that  we  know  where  disease  exists,  considering  20 

1198.  I am  talking  of  the  Germans;  would  the  length  of  the  voyage  and  all  the  circumstances,  73‘ 
not  the  Germans,  rather  than  impose  all  those  I think  it  is  very  improbable  that  it  would  not  be 
restrictions  for  the  sake  of  one  country,  namely,  detected. 

England,  kill  their  own  cattle,  and  keep  the  Rus-  1209.  I believe  the  trade  in  foreign  cattle,  and 
sian  cattle  out  ? — I think  they  seem  very  anxious  the  trade  in  English  cattle,  are  two  quite  separate 
to  meet  our  views  upon  this  matter,  and  from  trades  ? — I am  not  cognisant  of  that, 
correspondence  with  Austria  and  Hungary  they  1210.  The  foreign  cattle  go  entirely  to  the  car- 
seem  to  be  so  too.  case  butcher,  I believe  ? — I think  that  matter  is 

1199.  With  regard  to  the  slaughter  of  all  scarcely  understood  thoroughly.  I have  not  been 
foreign  cattle  at  the  ports  of  landing : do  you  ob-  able  to  understand  it. 

ject  to  that;  do  you  think  it  would  be  a bad^  1211.  Was  not  that  the  evidence  before  the 
measure  to  slaughter  all  cattle  at  the  ports  of  Committee  in  1868  ? — I believe  it  was. 
landing? — I think  so;  I think  instead  of  being  a 1212.  Mr.  Rudkin  was  asked,  “What  per- 
safeguard  it  would  be  more  likely  to  bring  disease  centage  of  home  cattle  is  killed  by  foreign 
into  the  country.  butchers  ? ” and  his  answer  was,  “ Very  small.” 

1200.  Why  so  ’—Because  we  should  get  an  Then  he  wa3  asked,  “ And  how  much  of  foreign 
increased  proportional  number  of  cases  of  disease,  cattle?  ” To  which  he  replied,  “ A very  large  pro- 
andl  should  think  you  could  scarcely  keep  up  the  portion.”  And  then  Mr.  Woodley,  a very  large 
present  regulations  under  those  circumstances,  that  carcase  butcher,  says,  “The  foreign  meat  goes 
is  to  say,  detention  for  1 2 hours  or  more.  There-  principally  to  the  wholesale  trade,  and  the  coarse 
fore,  the  diseased  animals  would  be  slaughtered  parts  go  chiefly  to  the  poor  populous  districts  ” ? 
without  discovering  the  disease,  and  anybody  — Yes,  I believe  so. 

might  carry  disease  with  him  from  the  market  all  1213.  Do  you  think  it  would  make  any  differ- 
over  the  country.  ence  to  the  price  of  the  meat  if  the  dead  meat  was 

1201.  Do  you  mean  that  you  would  have  to  imported  instead  of  the  live  animals,  or  if  the  live 
abolish  the  restrictions  with  regard  to  disinfect-  animals  were  killed  at  the  port  of  landing ; do 
ing  persons  who  come  into  the  places  where  you  think  the  price  of  meat  would  be  raised  ? — 
foreign  cattle  are  slaughtered  ? — I do  not  think  I should  think  it  would  have  a tendency  to  re- 
thathas  been  put  into  practice  much;  I mean  duce  the  price  if  that  could  be  done. 

the  restriction  as  to  detention  before  slaugh-  1214.  I think  you  showed  in  your  tables  here 
ter.  I think  it  would  be  difficult  to  keep  up  that  that  during  the  severe  restrictions  of  the  cattle 
restriction.  If  every  animal  were  slaughtered,  plague*the  prices  of  meat  did  not  vary,  or  varied 
the  disease  would  get  into  the  slaughter-house  only  imperceptibly ; is  not  that  the  case? — Yes, 
without  being  detected.  I think  so. 

1202.  Would  not  an  inspection  of  meat,  and  1215.  But  before  the  cattle  plague  came,  I 
the  destruction  of  all  unwholesome  meat,  be  suffi-  believe  the  amount  of  losses  in  British  cattle 
cient  to  prevent  the  importation  of  any  animals  were  greater  than  the  amount  of  imports  from 
that  were  diseased? — I think  not,  but  Professor  abroad? — It  has  been  so  stated,  but  I have  no 
Brown  and  Professor  Simonds  will  give  a better  evidence  whatever  of  it. 

opinion  about  that  than  I can.  1216.  There  is  the  estimate  of  Professor  Si- 

1203.  If  you  do  not  slaughter  the  animal  at  monds  and  Professor  Brown,  of  the  Veterinary 
the  port  of  landing,  supposing  that  a cargo  were  Department,  and  they  state  that  the  probable 
to  come  over,  and  there  were  two  or  three  dis-  number  of  cattle  lost  from  July  1842  to  De- 
eased  beasts  in  that  cargo,  they  would  communi-  cember  1867,  from  contagious  diseases  other  than 
cate  the  infection  to  the  other  animals,  and  the  cattle  plague,  were  1,275,000 ; and  from  the  cat- 
captain,  in  order  to  prevent  the  inconvenience  tie  plague,  300,000  ; making  a total  of  1,575,000 
which  would  ensue,  might  pitch  the  two  or  three  beasts  which  died  from  imported  disease ; and 
diseased  ones  overboard,  ana  sell  the  rest  ?— Yes.  that  the  total  importation  into  the  United  King- 

1204.  And  as  the  disease  is  three  weeks  or  dom  during  that  period  was  2,590,296? — That 
so  incubating,  they  might  get  into  the  country  is  correct. 

before  it  is  discovered? — We  have  a careful  1217.  Could  you  verify  those  figures,  and  state 
inquiry  made  as  to  any  animal  disappearing  in  on  the  next  occasion  of  your  being  present  whe- 
any  way  between  the  embarkation  and  landing;  ther  they  are  correct? — Professor  Brown  will  be 
the  ships  manifest  is  carefully  compared  with  the  examined  himself,  and  he  can  speak  to  that, 
cargo  upon  landing,  and  if  there  is  reason  to  be-  1218.  There  are  some  other  things  I wish  to 
Jieve  that  there  has  been  disease  on  board,  the  ask  about.  In  the  Report  to  the  Veterinary  De- 
cattle are  detained  sufficiently  long  to  detect  it.  partment  in  1862,  it  is  stated  that  the  actual 

1205.  Do  you  think  that  is  sufficient? — It  number  imported  during  the  previous  six  years 

might  be  improved,  but  it  has  been  successful  was  553,043  head ; and  the  total  loss  from  diseases 
hitherto ; I have  no  reason  to  believe  that  disease  other  than  cattle  plague,  during  those  years,  was 
has  got  in  in  that  way  without  detection.  2,555,100,  or  four  times  the  number  imported. 

1206.  Do  you  think  that  under  the  present  re-  The  value  of  the  cattle  imported  during  those 

strictions  it  is  possible  for  foreign  cattle  to  im-  six  years  was  4,424,264  Z.,  and  the  value  of  those 
port  disease  into  this  country  ? — It  is  quite  possi-  losses  was  25,933,650  Z.  That  is  before  the  cattle 
ble,  but  not  at  all  probable.  plague.  The  total  number  of  cattle  imported  from 

1207.  Why  not  probable,  if  it  is  possible  ? — the  year  1842  to  1867  into  the  United  Kingdom 

The  chances  are  so  very  small ; it  must  be  by  in-  was  2,590,296  ; so  that  in  two  years  we  lost  more 
direct  communication  as  a rule ; I think  there  is  than  one-eighth  of  the  total  importation  from  the 
no  other  way.  year  1842  to  1867.  Will  you  endeavour  to  verify 
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these  figures? — Those  figures  are  not  from  any 
Report  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  but  appear 
to  he  taken  from  a Report  of  Professor  Gramgee  to 
the  medical  officer  of  the  Privy  Council ; I cannot 
accept  them  as  being  correct. 

1219.  You  state  at  page  88  of  Appendix  to  your 
Report  of  1872  that  the  estimated  consumption 
per  head  of  the  population  in  a year  of  each  class 
of  meat  per  head  of  the  population  is  as  fol- 
lows : of  British  production  52  lbs.,  and  of  Irish 
16  lbs.,  and  taken  together  they  amount  to 
68  lbs.  ; of  foreign  meat  10 lbs. ; but  that  lOlbs. 
of  foreign  meat  has  to  be  thus  divided ; 5-5  lbs. 
impovtecl  in  a live  state,  and  4*5  lbs.  in  a dead 
■state? — I do  not  see  the  latter  statement;  the 
proportion  is  stated  to  be  7 ‘096  per  cent,  of  live 
animals,  and  5-708  per  cent,  of  foreign  dead 
meat ; 1 have  not  calculated  it  for  pounds. 

1220.  If  that  be  so,  out  of  78  lbs.  consumed 
per  head,  only  5’5  lbs.  would  be  due  to  foreign 
meat  imported  in  a live  state  ? — If  the  calculation 
is  correct,  that  would  be  so. 

1221.  Does  that  include  pork? — Yes,  all  meats, 
and  deducting  the  exports. 

1222.  The  question  that  I was  coming  to  was 
this;  do  you  think  that  for  such  a very  small 
supply  of  foreign  meat  imported  in  a live  state, 
it  is  worth  while  to  risk  such  great  losses  in 
British  cattle,  which  is  of  such  a much  better 
quality? — Not  if  you  do  risk  it,  but  I do  not 
think  you  do  under  the  present  regulations. 

1223.  It  is  merely  a question  whether  there  is 
any  risk  at  present  or  not  ? — Whether  there  is 
any  amount  of  risk  worth  considering,  and  it 
must  be  recollected  that  the  import  bears  an 
increasing  proportion  to  the  total  quantity;  I 
have  calculated  the  6ame  items  for  1869  and  1861 ; 
I find  that  the  proportion  of  foreign  meat  con- 
sumed is  an  increasing  one ; the  per-centage  for 
1861  being  3-892  of  foreign  live  meat  and  4-848 
of  foreign  dead  meat. 

1224.  Are  you  referring  to  foreign  dead  meat? 
— Foreign  live  meat. 

1225.  And  that  increases  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  foreign  dead  meat  from  abroad  ? — 
Yes. 

1226.  Do  you  think  if  we  had  to  fetch  our  cattle 
from  a greater  distance,  namely,  from  Russia, 
that  the  increased  cost  in  consequence  of  the 
greater  distance  would  tend  to  make  the  foreign 
supply  even  less  than  it  is  now  in  proportion  to 
the  home  supply?  — I think  not,  because  our 
price  iB  a gradually  increasing  one. 

1227.  If  you  say  it  is  such  a very  small  pro- 
portion, you  might  say  it  was  not  worth  while  to 
allow  foreign  animals  to  come  into  the  country 
alive  ?—  I tear  we  can  scarcely  do  without  them. 

1228.  With  regard  to  the  question  of  my 
right  honourable  friend  beside  me,  as  to  making 
the  central  authority  responsible  instead  of  the 
local  authority ; I would  ask,  do  you  think  that 
the  local  authorities  in  towns  and  ports  have 
the  same  interest  as  the  country  population?  — 
Certainly  not. 

1229.  So  that  they  might  he  likely  to  do 
things  which  the  country  population  might 
object  to  ? — Quite  so. 

1230.  Therefore,  you  think  it  is  necessary  to 
put  it  into  the  hands  of  some  central  authority? 
— Certainly. 

1231.  Sir  H.  Selwin-Ibbetson .]  I understood 
you  to  say  just  now,  that  you  objected  to  the 
slaughter  of  foreign  cattle  at  the  ports  of  landing 
as  likely  to  increase  rather  than  diminish  our 
risk  of  disease?  —At  present. 


1232.  I understood  you  to  say,  in  answer  to 
question  put  to  you  before,  that  the  protection 
we  derive  from  disease  from  foreign  countries  by 
the  establishment  of  a market,  such  as  Deptford 
market,  where  foreign  cattle,  when  imported,  are 
slaughtered,  was  greater  than  without  it ; then  I 
asked  you,  that  being  the  case,  do  you  believe  we 
are  protected  in  any  way  from  the  importation  of 
disease  from  foreign  countries  by  the  establish- 
ment of  a market  where  foreign  cattle,  when  im- 
ported, arc  slaughtered ; and  the  answer  is, 

“ 1 think  so,  under  the  present  regulations”?— 
That  is  the  saving  clause.  I do  not  think  we 
could  keep  up  the  present  regulations  if  every 
animal  was  slaughtered. 

1233.  1 asked  you  if  you  thought  that  could 
be  extended  to  other  ports,  and  your  answer  was, 

“ I think  it  could  and  ought  to  be and  that 
rather  is  in  favour  of  slaughtering  the  cattle 
at  the  ports  of  landing? — Not  all  the  cattle;  I 
say  “under  the  present  regulations;”  that  only 
applies  to  scheduled  countries. 

1234.  Mr.  Clay.)  1 understood  you  to  say,  on 
the  first  day  of  your  examination,  that  your  de- 
partment considers  that  it  has  some  special 
cause  of  complaint  against  the  local  authorities  at 
Hull? — Yes,  I think  so. 

1235.  You  were  asked,  “ Is  it  not  the  case 
that  the  department  has  considered  that  it  had 
great  ground  of  complaint,  as  regards  the  port 
of  Hull ; particularly  the  port  of  Hull.”  May  I 
ask  with  whom  you  have  been  generally  in  cor- 
respondence ; whom  do  you  look  upon  as  the 
organ  of  the  local  authorities  ? — The  clerk  to  the 
local  authority;  the  town  clerk  of  Hull,  I 
believe. 

1236.  You  arc  aware  that  there  is  a sub-com- 
mittee of  the  Corporation,  called  the  Contagious 
Diseases  Committee ; but  the  town  clerk,  no 
doubt,  would  be  for  that,  as  well  as  for  all  other 
committees,  the  official  organ ; will  you  be  good 
enough  to  specify  a case;  the  cause  of  com- 
plaint, as  I understand,  was  that  suggestions. or 
orders  from  your  department  had  not  been  carried 
out? — I am  not  prepared  to  go  fully  into  the 
matter,  as  I am  not  at  all  acquainted  with  the 
lociil  circumstances ; but  Professor  Brown,  who 
will  be  examined  shortly,  would  be  able  to  go 
into  the  whole  particulars ; he  knows  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  he  has  reported  upon  all  the 
matters.  I think  it  would  facilitate  .matters,  if 
he  were  examined  instead  of  me  on  this  point. 

1237.  There  is  one  point  upon  which  you  can 
give  some  information  to  the  Committee ; I 
believe  there  has  been  a very  lengthy  corre- 
spondence between  your  department  and  what  we 
will  call  the  town  clerk  as  to  the  defined  area  of 
Hull;  are  you  aware  that  the  area  has  been 
altered  as  many  as  three  or  four  times  ? — Three 
or  four  times,  I believe. 

1238.  Were  all  those  alterations  in  the  sense 

of  a reduction  of  the  area  ? — I really  cannot 
speak  to  that;  it  was  upon  Professor  Browns  re- 
commendation that  it  was  done,  and  the  matter 
has  become  so  complicated  that  I cannot  under- 
stand it,  not  knowing  the  place  sufficiently.  When 
this  matter  was  submitted  to  the  Lords  of  the 
Council  lately,  Professor  Brown  attended  the 
Committee  upon  that  account;  it  is  impossible 
to  understand  it  properly  without  knowing  the 
locality.  . . 

1239.  The  great  difficulty  would  be  examining 
Professor  Brown  in  reference  to  answers  made  by 
yourself? — I can  furnish  you  with  anything  con- 
nected with  that. 
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1240.  The  first  question  I ask  you  is,  whether  watching  of  the  defined  area,  and  the  words  of  Mr. 

you  can  give  me  any  specific  case  in  which  the  the  engagement  under  which  they  came  in  this  Alexander 

orders  of  your  department  have  been  neglected  respect  were,  that,  to  enforce  the  regulations,  Williams. 
or  disobeyed  by  the  local  authority? — I could  there  would_  be,  day  and  night,  seven  policemen 
wet  that.  within  the  defined  area,  with  six  others  on  beats 

° 1241.  It  is  better  that  I should  postpone  this  immediately  adjoining,  who  would  have  special 

examination  until  Professor  Brown  iu  here ; what  instructions  to  see  that  the  orders  were  strictly 

power  has  a local  department  of  compelling  com-  enforced ; that  no  cattle  should  be  allowed  to  leave 
pliance  with  any  regulation  of  yours  ? — I refer  to  the  defined  place,  aud  those  officers  will  be  visited 
one  particular  instance  in  which  the  local  authority  from  time  to  time  by  the  serjeants  and  inspectors 
could,  I think,  compel  compliance,  namely-,  the  on  duty.  In  addition  to  this,  a eerjeant  in  uni- 
keepin"  of  the  defined  part,  which  is  left  entirely  form  and  a policeman  in  plain  clothes  will  be  told 
to  them.  The  local  authority  of  Bull  undertook  off  specially  to  superintend  and  watch  the  removal 
to  do  it,  and  they  either  failed  or  did  not  do  it  on  of  cattle  within  the  defined  part.  It  is  too  much 
one  or  two  occasions,  for  the  animals  escaped,  but  to  ask  you,  perhaps,  whether  that  was  considered 
the  particulars  I can  scarcely  go  into.  a sufficiently  stringent  engagement  by  the  Privy 

1242.  You  cannot  specify  any  occasion  upon  Council? — I presume  so. 
which  they  failed  to  do  it? — Professor  Brown  1251.  Have  you  any  reason  whatever,  corn- 
will  be  able  to  do  that.  plaints,  letters,  or  anything  else,  which  leads  you 

■ 1243.  And  a deputation  from  Hull,  I think,  to  suppose  that  that  arrangement  has  not  been 
saw  you,  and  I think  they  also  afterwards  saw  honestly  aud  strictly  carried  out  ? — I think  so. 

Lord  Eipon  and  yourself  upon  the  question? — 1252.  You  think  that  you  have  ?— Yes,  I 

Yes,  with.  Professor  Brown.  think  so. 

1244.  It  having  been  suggested  that  there  1253.  Will  Professor  Brown,  when  I have  the 

should  be  altogether  a new  area,  do  you  recollect  pleasure  of  examining  him,  be  able  to  give  me 
any  of  the  circumstances'  as  to  what  the  new  area  some  special  instances  ?— I should  imagine  so. 
was  to  be ?— By  referring  to  my  papers  I could.  1254.  And  also,  I should  be  glad  to  know  if 
find  it,  but  I cannot  recollect.  there  is  any  instance,  known  or  reported,  of  an 

1245.  Would  your  recollection  serve  you  if  I infringement  of  those  orders  where  the  offender 
reminded  you  what  the  suggestions  of  your  de-  has  not  been  prosecuted  ? — That,  is  information 
partment  were  ; it  was  proposed,  I believe,  to  which  can  only  exist  locally,  I think, 
have  altogether  a new  area  taken  on  what  was  1255.  You  do  not  know  how  many  have  been 
called  the  garrison  ground,  and  that  would  have  prosecuted  and  convicted  ?— I do  not  know, 
involved  the  making  of  a new  pier,  and  that  was  1256.  Are  you  well  acquainted  with  the  cir- 
discussed  at  the  meeting  with  the  deputation,  and  cumstances  of  the  “Joseph  Soames”?— Yes,, 
it  was  stated,  that  to  begin  with,  it  would  render  generally  I am  acquainted  with  them, 
entirely  valueless  an  outlay  of  about  9,000  Z.  in-  1257.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  the  , diseased 
curred  by  the  Corporation  in  making  laire,  and  cattle  on  board  the  “Joseph  Soames”? — It  is 
that  it  would  entirely  destroy  the  value  of  24  impossible  to  say  exactly  without  referring  to  the 
slaughterhouses  included  in  the  defined  area,  and  papers. 

which  were  valued  at  from  12,000  l.  to  15,000  Z.  ? 1258.  From  whom  did  you  hear  it  ?— I am  not 

— I have  a recollection  of  some  of  the  circum-  quite  sure,  but,  as  far  as  I recollect,  I think  that 
stances.  the  “Joseph  Soames”  was  a vessel  of  which  we 

1246.  And  besides  that,  the  new  expenditure  received  information  from  Russia  that  it  was 

upon  erecting  all  those  things  in  another  part,  coming,  and  I think  we  told  our  inspectors  to  be 
slaughterhouses  and  lairs,  &c.,  made  upon  what  on  the  look-out  for  it.  . 

was  called  the  old  garrison  ground,  would  be  an  1259.  Then,  in  that  case,  the  immediate  m- 
expense  of  from  50,000  Z.  to  60,000  Z,  and  that  formation  to  you  would  come  from  your  m- 
the  new  pier  for  which  it  would  be  necessary  to  spector  ! — Yes.  , 

get  a private  Act,  would  be  most  strongly  objected  1260.  Do  you  know  what  the  inspector  did  . 
to,  and  probably  not  permitted  owing  to  its  in-  immediately?—!  suppose  he  went  on  boaid,  1 
terfering  with  the  navigation  of  the  river  ; under  really  cannot  tell  you  exactly  wliat  he  aid. 
all  those  circumstancesrif  I am  rightly  informed,  1261.  What  was  the  legal  and  proper  course 
it  was  agreed  at  that  interview  with  the  deputa-  under  that  order  ?— The  ordinary  course  for  him 
tion  that  the  scheme  proposed  by  you  was  really  to  pursue  would  be  to  allow  the  cattle  to  be 
impracticable  owing  to  the  expense,  and  possibly  landed,  and  then  to  take  charge  ot  them, 
to  the  impossibility*  of  being  able  to  carry  it  out;  1262.  But  would  not  the  firstduty  be  with  the 
does  you  recollection  enable  you  to  say  that  that  collector  of  customs  to  prevent  the  landing  ot  the 

is  a tolerably  accurate  representation  of  what  took  cattle? — They  were  instructed  to  do  so. 

place ?-I  think  so..  1263.  There  is  an  order  that  prescribes  what 

1247.  Chairman.]  Of  what  was  stated  by  the  shall  be  done ; it  is  the  collector  s duty  to  pr event 

authorities  ?— Yes.  the  cattle  from  landing,  and  the  inspector  s . duty- 

1248.  Mr.  Clay.']  And  admitted  by  those  who  does  not  begin  until  the  cattle  are  landed ; is  not 

heard  it? — I have  a perfect  recollection  that  the  that  so?  Yes. 

Lords  of  the  Council  did  not.  insist  upon  the  1264.  The  duty  of  the  collector  of  customs  is 
proposed  new  arrangements  being  carried  out;  to  prevent  the  landmg,  and  in  the  case  otmse  , 

that  part  of  the  question  was  so  decided  by  their  to  destroy  the  animals  . I do  no  1 

Lordships.  is  so;  I recollect  that  he  has  the  power;  but  I 

1249.  Under  the  circumstances  they  did  not  do  not  think  there  is  any  order  requiring  Him  to 

insist  upon  that,  and  they  consented  to  an  altera-  doit.  it  «nnMN 

tion  of  the  then  existing  area,  which  was  very  1265.  It  is  paragraph  19,  Pnitoms 

large,  upon  the  local  authorities  coming  under  to  the  principal  officer  of  Her  Majesty.  Customs 
certain  engagements  ?_I. recollect  that.  at  a port,  with  respect  to  any  foreign  amm«J 

1250.  The  principal  engagement  was  as  to  the  . (including  a horse  or  other  animal  not 
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Mr.  definition  of  animals  in  the  Act  of  1869),  or  any 
Alexander  hay,  straw,  fodder,  or  other  article,  brought  by 
Williams,  sea  to  the  port,  that  contagion  or  infection  may 

be  thereby  conveyed  to  animals ; he  may  seize 

20  March  and  detain  the  same? — It  says  “he  may,”  not 
1873.  tejjg  s|lali.” 

1266.  And  he  shall  forthwith  report  the  facts 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty’s  Customs, 
who  may  give  such  directions  as  they  think  fit, 
either  for  the  slaughter  or  destruction,  or  the 
further  detention  thereof,  or  for  the  restoration 
thereof  to  the  owner  on  such  conditions,  if  any 
(including  payment  by  the  owner  of  expenses  in- 
curred by  them  in  respect  of  detention  thereof) 
as  they  think  fit ; that  means,  surely,  that  the 
first  step  should  have  been  for  the  collector  of 
Customs  to  have  detained  them  ? — No;  not  when 
the  inspector  of  the  Department  was  there;  he 
would  naturally  consult  him. 

1267.  Your  inspector  went  on  board  and  took 
the  matter  into  his  own  hands ; was  there  any 
official  communication  made  to  the  local  autho- 
rities as  to  the  case  of  the  “ Joseph  Soames  ” ? — 
I presume  so. 

1268.  You  cannot  say  that  there  was  ? — I could 
not  say  positively. 

1269.  Professor  Brown,  probably,  would  be 
able  to  tell  me  that  better? — Yes,  I think  so; 
Professor  Brown  was  there  at  the  time,  I believe, 
or  shortly  afterwards. 

1270.  Of  course  you  are  aware  that  there  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  upon  this  particular  matter 
of  the  “Joseph  Soames”;  whether,  whatever 
responsibility  attaches  to  those  who  acted,  that 
responsibility  is  with  your  Department  or  with 
the  local  authorities  ? — I believe  the  question  has 
been  mooted ; one  of  the  duties  of  our  inspector 
at  the  port  would  be  to  report  to  the  inspector  of 
the  local  authority. 

1271.  But  you  could  not  say  that  that  was 
done  ? — I could  not  say  so. 

1272.  I think  a charge  has  been  made  against 
your  department,  of  about  1,200  for  these 
cattle? — I do  not  recollect  that;  there  has  been 
a petition,  or  memorial,  or  something  of  that  sort, 
but  no  charge. 

1273.  And  that  was  passed  on  from  your  de- 
partment, as  I am  informed,  to  the  local  authori- 
ties ? — M ost  probably  it  would  be  so. 

1274.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  their 
answering  to  the  effect  that  they  had  nothing  to 
do  with  it ; that  the  whole  thing  was  done  by 
your  officers,  and  that  they  were  not  responsible  ? 
— Yes,  I recollect  that. 

1275.  I think  I am  possibly  only  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  Committee  by  further  examining 
you ; and  Professor  Brown,  when  I examine  him, 
no  doubt  will  be  able  to  give  the  Committee  all 
the  information  connected  with  that  matter  ? — 
He  will  be  -able  to  give  you  all  the  information. 

1276.  Mi1.  Dent.\  I wish  to  ask  a few  ques- 
tions about  a disease  upon  which  there  have  been 
no  questions  put,  that  is  glanders  ; I see  in  the 
Reports  of  1871  and  1872,  that  attacks  of  glan- 
ders in  this  country  ' have  considerably  increased 
during  the  last  year,  have  they  not  ? — It  is  so. 

1277.  In  1872  there  were  303  cases  of  animals 
attacked  in  254  different  places  ? — Yes,  in 
England. 

1278.  And  in  1871  there  were  169  attacks  in 
146  places  ? — Yes,  in  England. 

1279.  And  most  of  those  attacks  are  in  the 
Metropolis,  or  rather  a large  proportion  of  them ; 
in  the  Metropolis,  in  1872,  there  were  184  attacks 


in  157  places;  in  the  Metropolis,  in  1871,  there 
were  92  attacks  in  78  places  ; in  your  opinion  are 
the  present  restrictions  with  regard  to  glanders 
sufficient;  Professor  Brown  appears  to  think  that 
they  are  not  sufficient  to  control  it ; if  you  refer 
to  page  25  you  will  find  that  ? — They  certainly 
might  be  improved,  I should  say. 

1280.  It  is  supposed  that  animals  so  affected 
are  largely  kept  for  night-work  in  omnibuses 
and  cabs  in  Loudon,  and  used  when  they  are  in 
a diseased  state,  and  quite  capable  of  infecting 
any  horses  with  which  they  may  come  in  contact 
during  the  night;  for  instance,  if  a glandered  horse 
be  used,  and  he  drinks  at  any  watering-place,  or 
rubs  against  another  vehicle,  there  is  considerable 
risk  of  infection,  is  there  not? — Yes. 

1281.  Therefore  ther  i should  be  some  more 
stringent  regulations  with  regard  to  the  super- 
vision and  suppression  of  those  animals? — Yes 
the  same  as  1 propose  for  all  diseases ; bv  stop- 
page of  movement. 

1282.  But  you  understand  that  a horse  suffer- 
ing from  glanders  is  a much  more  serious  thing 
than  cattle  suffering  with  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — Yes,  that  is  sq. 

1283.  And  more  serious  measures  ought  to  be 
adopted  with  regard  to  a horse  suffering  from 
glanders  than  in  the  case  of  an  animal  sufferincr  from 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  that  is  so  with 
regard  to  the  seriousness  of  the  disease. 

. 1284.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  a horse  suffering 
from  glanders  ought  at  once  to  be  slaughtered  ? — 
I think  so. 

1285.  Do  you  think  that  the  great  increase  of  the 
disease  has  arisen  from  the  importation  of  "French 
and  Belgian  horses,  for  the  use  of  the  cabs  and 
omnibuses  in  the  Metropolis  ? — I have  had  no 
information  to  that  eff  ect. 

1286.  With  regard  to  Hull,  has  your  depart- 
ment. ever  made  any  suggestion  to  the  authorities 
at  Hull  to  remove  the  cattle  market  for  English 
animals  from  the  defined  part  of  the  port?— I 
cannot  recollect  that,  but  I can  easily  get  that 
information. 

1287.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Are  you  aware  of  any 
case  of  glanders  having  been  communicated  from 
animals  to  human  beings  ? — I have  no  personal 
knowledge  to  that  effect,  but  I believe  it  is  the  case. 

1288.  At  page  v,  I believe,  there  is  a mistake 
with  regard  to  the  compensation  ; you  say  it  is 
“ one-half  the  value  of  the  animal  immediately 
before  being  slaughtered  ” ; should  it  not  be 
“ attacked.”  There  is  a very  considerable  differ- 
ence between  “immediately  before  being  slaugh- 
tered” and  “immediately  before  being  attacked”  ? 
— Certainly.  ' I suppose  it  is  an  error  in  copying; 
I was  not  aware  of  it. 

1289.  You  state  at  page  xxiv  of  your  Report 
that  the  loss  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  on  the 
average  2 l.  per  head  of  the  average  of  animals 
attacked  ? — I made  such  an  estimate  as  regards 
cattle,  I believe.  I have  taken  a number  of 
English  and  foreign  statements,  and  put  them 
together;  I think  that  is  a very  fair  average  of 
the  whole  of  them.  I am  not  aware  whether  they 
are  correct  or  not. 

1290.  Do  you  think  2 l.  per  head  is  a fair  esti- 
mate of  the  loss  per  head  to  the  animals  attacked  ? 
— Yes,  of  the  cattle  attacked. 

1291.  That  would  be  about  one-seventh  part 
of  the  value  of  the  animal? — I think  that  the 
value  of  the  animal  would  be  a little  higher  than 
that ; I merely  speak  of  cattle  in  this  calcula- 

. tion. 

1292.  And 
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129 2.  And  calves? — Yes;  cattle  including 
calves. 

1293.  Then  as  the  number  of  cattle  in  Great 
Britain  amounts  to  over  five  millions,  this  'would 
be  a total  loss  of  over  one  million  sterling  ? — I 
have  not  calculated  it,  and  therefore  I cannot 
speak  to  it. 

1294.  That  would  be  about  one  million  sterling  • 
of  loss  by  foot  and  mouth  disease,  upon  the  as- 
sumption of  the  accuracy  of  the  Table  upon  page 
67,  in  which  it  is  reported  that  very  nearly  10 
per  cent,  of  the  animals  in  Great  Britain  were 
attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes. 

1295.  In  page  44  I see  there  is  remaining  a 
considerable  number  of  animals,  suffering  from 
pleuro-pneumonia,  which  have  not  been  killed ; 
is  that  in  consequence  of  the  local  authorities  not 
having  carried  out  the  order  of  the  Council  ? — 
There  is  no  order  for  slaughter  in  the  case  of  an 
animal  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia. 

1296.  It  is  not  compulsory  to  slaughter  in  that 
case  ? — It  is  not  compulsory  to  slaughter  in  that 
case. 

1297.  On  page  xxvii  of  the  Beport,  you 
speak  of  the  various  proportions  of  dead  meat 
imported ; in  the  calculations  there,  you  take  into 
account  bacon  and  hams,  and  pork? — Yes,  I do. 

1298.  The  dead  meat  does  not  affect  our  pre- 
sent inquiry,  does  it  ? — I think  not,  except  as  tq 
the  possibility  of  getting  the  whole  of  our  foreign 
supply  as  dead  meat. 

1299.  Keferring  to  page  86,  it  does  not  appear 
from  the  Table  that  there  has  been  any  material 
increase  in  the  import  of  dead  meat  under  the 
head  of  “beef,  salted  or  fresh”? — It  does  not 
appear  so. 

1300.  For  instance,  in  1860  there  was  a greater 
import  of  beef  than  in  1872  ? — Yes. 

1301.  Under  the  head  of  “ beef,”  do  you  in- 
clude “mutton”? — No;  I should  imagine  not. 
Those  figures  are  taken  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
statistics,  in  which,  1 presume,  they  did  not  in- 
clude mutton. 

1302.  You  give  a certain  quantity  of  “bacon 
and  hams,”  and  “ meat  not  otherwise  described” ; 
you  do  not  mention  mutton? — I presume  that 
would  come  under  meat  “ preserved  otherwise 
than  by  salting.  ” 

1303.  Then  the  large  increase  of  dead  meat  has 
been,  according  to  this  Table,  almost  exclusively 
of  late  years  in  bacon  and  hams  ? — Yes ; it  varies, 
but  that  appears  to  be  the  case  ; but  there  is  also 
a considerable  increase  in  meat  preserved  other- 
wise than  by  salting. 

1304.  The  increase  of  the  total  of  dead  meat 
in  1872,  as  compared  with  1871,  was  about  one 
million  hundredweights  ?—Yes  ; that  is  two  mil- 
lion odd  against  one  million  odd. 

1305.  About  1,900,000  cwts.  against  2,800,000 
cwts;  and  the  increase  in  bacon  and  hams 
amounts  to  900,000  cwts.  of  that? — Yes,  it  does. 

1306.  The  beef  includes  mutton,  I presume? — 
No ; I think  it  is  included  in  “ meat  not  other- 
wise described.” 

1307.  That  is  principally  beef  and  mutton 
imported  from  Australia,  preserved,  during  the 
last  two  years? — Yes.  I have  not  gone  into  the 
Table  myself. 

1308.  The  increase  of  dead  meat,  exclusive  of 
bacon  and  hams,  is  almost  exclusively  of  preserved 
meat  from  Australia;  it  is  shown  upon  the  second 
column  from  the  last,  that  whereas  the  quantity 
m 1869  of  preserved  meat  amounted  to  36,000 
cwts.,  it  amounted  in  1872  to  352,000  cwts.  ? — 
Yes;  that  is  correct. 

0.58. 


1309.  Your  total  other  quantity  of  beef,  either 
salt  or  fresh,  is  only  228,000  cwts.  ? — I assume 
that  is  so. 

1310.  So  that  we  got  in  1871  from  Australia, 
m preserved  meat,  as  much  as  we  are  getting  from 
all  other  quarters,  excluding  always  pork,  bacon, 
and  ham  ? — It  appears  so. 

1311.  Upon  page  88  you  have  given  certain 
proportions  of  the  foreign  supply  to  the  home 
produce  ? — Yes. 

1312.  You  include  therein  the  deadmeat? — Yes. 

1313.  That  is  not  of  importance  in  this  present 
inquiry,  I believe  ? — Except  as  regards  the  pos- 
sibility of  getting  ..all  our  foreign  animals  in  the 
state  of  meat. 

1314.  There  is  no  risk  of  disease  being  brought 
by  the  dead  meat,  is  there  ? —There  "is  a very 
limited  risk. 

1315.  If  you  were  to  make  up  an  estimate  of 
the  real  proportion  which  the  live  foreign  cattle 
supply  bears  to  the  home  cattle  supply,  it  would 
be  very  materially  different  from  what  you  give 
upon  that  page  ? — It  is  given  at  page  xxv  of  the 
Beport. 

1316.  I should  like  to  have  a statement  for 
cattle  alone,  and  for  cattle  and  sheep  ? — I can 
give  it  you  in  any  form  that  you  wish. 

1317.  Mr.  Ridley.-]  Is  your  department  in 
official  communication  with  the  Irish  Department 
of  the  Privy  Council  ? — Yes. 

1318.  Could  you  say  you  might  depend  upon 
information  being  received  by  your  department 
of  any  outbreak  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Ireland  ? 
— We  could  not;  we  never  get  it  unless  we  ask 
for  it. 

1319.  Do  you  get  any  information  from  the 
Irish  Department  ? — When  we  ask  for  it  we  do. 

1320.  If  you  had  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
there  was  an  outbreak  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
Ireland,  and  you  asked  for  particulars  you  would 
get  them,  I presume  ? — Yes. 

1321.  But  it  would  not  be  the  practice  upon 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Department  to  supply  you 
with  any  information  ? — Certainly  not. 

1322.  Upon  receiving  that  information,  what 
would  be  the  action  of  the  Department  in  London 
with  regard  to  sending  inspectors  to  visit  the 
ports '! — There  would  be  no  action  whatever. 

1323.  Then  cattle  so  attacked  might,  as  far  as 
the  English  Department  is  concerned,  be  landed 
at  any  of  our  ports,  and  proceed  to  the  interior  with- 
out inspection  ? — Y es ; but  if  the  local  authorities, 
whose  duty  it  is  to  see  to  that  inspection,  carried 
out  their  duty,  their  inspectors  would  inspect  the 


cattle. 

1324.  And  I suppose,  upon  your  receiving  in- 
formation of  that,  you  would  inform  the  local 
authorities  of  the  ports  at  which  the  cattle  would 
be  likely  to  be  landed  ? — I cannot  assume  that, 
because  we  have  not  received  the  information, 
but  when  we  hear  that  any  case  has  arrived  at  a 
port  we  should  inform  the  local  authority  of  it. 

1325.  You  are  aware  that  there  is  no  inspection 
at  any  of  the  ports  in  Ireland  ? — I believe  the 
Irish  Department  has  lately  appointed  inspectors. 

1326.  Mr.  CallanJ]  Did  not.  you  state  that 
there  has  been  a very  considerable  import  of 
cattle  from  Ireland  with  the  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease, aud  that  Bristol  and  Liverpool  are  the 
worst  ports  ? — Yes. 

1327.  Are  you  aware  of  there  having  been  any 
prosecution  for  moving  about  cattle  so  diseased? 
— I am  aware  that  there  has  been. 

1328.  Where  has  that  occurred? — At  Bristol 

1328.  Ani 
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1 329.  And  at  Liverpool  ? — I do  not  recollect  as 
to  Liverpool. 

1330.  Although  that  is  one  of  the  worst  ports, 
according  to  your  own  evidence i — Yes,  l believe 
so. 

1331.  Yet  there  has  been  no  prosecution  ? — Not 
to  my  knowledge,  but  we  rarely  receive  informa- 
tion as  to  prosecutions,  which  rest  with  the  local 
authority. 

1332.  Are  those  ports  also  the  worst  in  respect 
of  the  steamers  plying  between  those  ports  and 
the  Irish  ports  neglecting  to  carry  out  the  orders 
regulating  the  disinfecting  of  steamers  ? — I do 
not  think  so  as  regards  Bristol. 

1333.  Has  Liverpool  ?— I could  Scarcely  say 
with  respect  to  Liverpool,  but  Professor  Brown 
is  well  up  upon  all  those  points,  and  could  give 
you  the  information. 

1334.  Has  there  been  a single  report  to  you 
that  the  disinfection  of  steamers  has  not  been 
carried  out  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollection 
there  has,  when  I called  for  reports  from  the 
local  inspectors,  but  1 cannot  recollect  at  the  mo- 
ment what  they  were. 

1335.  Will  you  furnish  the  particulars  of  that 
to  the  Committee  ? — I will,  with  pleasure,  if  it  is 
called  for. 

1336.  Mr.  Lusk.']  You  handed  in  to  the  Com- 
mittee a Paper  here  ; the  first  memorial  which  is 
here  mentioned  is  from  the  County  of  Chester ; 
it  is  mentioned  that  great  losses  have  occurred  in 
Cheshire  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  during 
the  last  three  years,  and  a number  of  gentlemen, 
evidently  very  respectable,  say — fi  Your  memo- 
rialists, therefore,  urge  that  greater  care  be 
taken  by  inspectors  in  Ireland  in  the  inspection 
of  animals  carried  in  railways  and  steam  boats  to 
this  country.”  Do  you  think  there  is  any  just 
and  substantial  reason  for  the  complaints  these 
gentlemen  make? — Do  you  mean  so  far  as  re- 
gards that  part  of  the  memorial  which  relates  to 
Ireland  ? 

1337.  I am  referring  to  the  memorial  you 
handed  to  the  Committee  ? — Taking  the  prayers 
of  the  memorial  separately,  1 think  with  regard 
to  losses  in  Cheshire,  Professor  Brown  will  be 
able  to  inform  you  much  better  than  I could. 

1338.  You  do  not  know  whether  any  good  and 
substantial  reason  exists  for  the  complaint ; it  is 
signed  by  many  respectable  gentlemen? — I 
know  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been 
imported  from  Ireland,  and  therefore  there  is  a 
substantial  reason  for  the  complaint. 

1339.  Do  you  think  there  is  any  good  and  suf- 
ficient reason  why  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture 
should  make  the  same  complaint? — It  is  said,  in 
Resolution  2 of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agri- 
culture, that  unless  Ireland  be  subject  to  safe- 
guards against  disease  similar  to  those  imposed 
upon  this  country,  it  would  be  necessary  to  im- 
pose restrictions  upon  the  import  of  Irish  stock. 
I.  think  the  restrictions  upon  Irish  stock  when 
they  arrive  in  this  country  should  be  similar  to 
those  imposed  upon  English  stock. 

1340.  The  Report  for  1871,  page  7,  with  re- 
gard to  the  importation  of  beef,  which  you  men- 
tioned, is  a very  valuable  report.  It  says,  that 
“ There  is  another  means  by  which  it  is  possible 
that  the  price  of  our  beef  may  be  kept  down, 
and  an  increased  supply  obtained  without,  how- 
ever, increasing  our  import  of  cattle,  and  this  is 
by  the  larger  importation  of  beef  in  a fresh,  pre- 
served, or  salted  state.”  Now  the  progress  of 
science  is  going  on,  do  you  think  there  is  any 
hope  held  out  that  by  any  means  we  may  have 


a larger  importation  by  preserving  or  salting,  or 
other  means  ? — There  have  been  hopes  held'out 
month  by  month  almost,  but  certainly  I know  of 
no  successful  process;  and  I think  the  Society 
of  Arts  have  decided  in  the  same  way,  that  there 
is  no  process  efficient  at  present. 

1341.  Do  you  think  that  beef  from  America 
would  be  as  good  as  that  of  this  country  if  it 
could  be  imported  in  any  shape  ? — if  you  could 
get  it  imported  alive. 

1342.  If  we  could  get  it  imported  in  any 
shape,  would  it  be  as  well  fed  as  the  beef  in  this 
country  ? — I should  imagine  so. 

1343.  Perhaps  you  are  not  aware  that  the 
Government  or  the  Admiralty  goes  to  the  Me- 
tropolitan Meat  Market  and  competes  with  us  for 
fresh  beef  for  salting  purposes ; do  you  think  that 
that  is  a desirable  thing,  seeing  they  could  get  as 
good  beef  in  America  salted  ? — I should  not  like 
to  give  an  opinion  upon  that. 

1344.  I wanted  to  know  if  salted  beef  would 
not  be  ns  good  if  salted  in  America,  as  if  salted 
in  Deptford  ? — I should  imagine  so. 

1345.  Mr.  Mansell .]  You  were  asked  by  the 
honourable  Member  for  Northumberland,  with 
• regard  to  the  safeguards  acrainst  the  importation 
of  Irish  cattle  in  case  of  disease ; the  local  autho- 
rity at  Bristol  has  authority  to  visit  and  to  inspect 
cattle  coining  in  from  Ireland,  and  ought  to  do 
so,  ought  it  not  ?—  It  is  a very  expensive  thing 
to  do. 

1346.  It  is  his  duty,  is  it  not? — Under  the 
general  terms  of  the  Act,  the  local  authorities 
arc  required  to  carry  out  the  regulations  with 
regard  to  the  prevention  of  disease. 

1347.  In  the  event  of  any  special  outbreak  of 
disease  in  Ireland,  the  local  authority  at  the  ports 
at  which  Irish  cattle  were  landed  in  England, 
would  neglect  his  duty  if  he  did  not  inspect 
them  ? — The  duty  is  not  absolutely  thrown  upon 
the  local  authorities  by  the  Privy  Council ; it  is 
merely  a part  of  the  general  terms  of  the  Act. 

1343.  They  have  the  power  to  do  so,  have 
they  not? — Yi  s ; they  have  the  power. 

1349.  Therefore,  it  would  be  a neglect,  in 
carrying  out  that  power,  if  they  did  not  do  so  ? — 
It  would. 

1350.  Now  with  regard  to  a question  asked 
you  a minute  or  two  ago;  you  were  asked 
whether  Ireland  ought  not  to  be  subjected  to 
safeguards  against  disease  similar  to  those  which 
may  be  adopted  in  this  country ; but  I think  I 
understood  from  the  answers  you  gave  to  the 
questious  that  wore  put  to  you  a few  minutes 
ago,  that  it  is  your  opinion  that  in  Ireland  the 
safeguards  against  disease  are  • more  effectual 
than  they  are  in  this  country? — They  have  a 
more  effective  machinery  for  carrying  them  out, 
but  whether  they  are  carried  out  or  not,  I am 
unable  to  say. 

1351.  Chairnian.]  What  you  mean  is,  I sup- 
pose, that  the  Irish  Government  has  more  power 
of  carrying  out  the  orders  of  the  Central  De- 

avtment  than  the  English  Government  has  ? 

believe  so. 

1352.  With  regard  to  my  right  honourable 
friend’s'  question  as  to  the  power  of  the.  local 
authority  at  Liverpool,  the  local  authority  at 
Liverpool  or  at  any  other  port,  is  in  the  same 
position  as  the  local  authority  in  any  place  m 
England ; it  is  their  business  to  stop  the  disease, 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  when  they 
find  that  such  disease  exists? — It  is  so.  . 

1353.  But  it  has  no  special  duty  or  special 
obligation  to  inspect  animals  more  than  the  local 

authority 
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authority  of  an  inland  town  would  have? — 
Just  so. 

1354.  Representations  have  been  made  to  the 
department  by  those  local  authorities,  that  it  was 
unreasonable  to  expect  them  to  make  the  same 
inspection  of  Irish  animals  as  would  be  done  by 
inspectors  appointed  by  the  Central  Department 
of  foreign  animals?— Yes. 

1355.  Their  ground  being,  I imagine,  that  they 
look  after  their  own  towns,  and  can  hardly  be  ex- 
pected to  make  the  necessary  inspection  for  the 
inland  trade? — That  may  be  the  reason. 

1356.  The  honourable  Member  for  Forfarshire 
asked  you  a question  with  regard  to  the  loss  from 
foot  and  mouth  disease ; he  assumed  that  it  might 
be  2 /.  a head.  That  calculation,  I suppose,  is 
upon  the  supposition  that  the  animal,  if  it  had 
not  had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  would  have 
been  in  perfect  health  all  the  time? — Yes,  and 
have  laid  on  a certain  amount  of  meat. 

1357.  And,  therefore,  to  say  that  there  would 
be  a loss  of  2 l.  would  be  similar  to  stating  that 
the  loss  which  a man  incurred  by  illness  was  the 
loss  of  his  power  for  the  time  of  the  illness,  but 
upon  the  supposition  that  he  would  have  had  no 
other  illness,  and  would  have  been  free  from  any 
other  attack  during  that  time  ? — Yes. 

1358.  How  long  does  an  attack  of  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  last? — That  question  I think 
had  better  be  asked  of  Professor  Brown. 

1359.  Some  questions  were  asked  you  with 
regard  to  the  work  of  the  office,  have  y ou  any 
remark  to  make  with  regard  to  any  of  your 
answers  upon  that  subject  ? — I have  gone  through 
my  answers  since  I received  the  proof,  and  l find 
they  give  a very  faint  and  an  almost  incorrect 
idea  of  the  actual  wrtrk : I think  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  this  Committee,  by  any  amount  of 
questioning,  or  statistics,  or  reports,  to  arrive  at 
it;  I think  it  could  only  be  obtained  by  the 
Committee  or  somebody  deputed  by  them  going 
to  the  office  to  see  the  absolute  work  done. 
There  is  a large  amount  of  work  done  which  can- 
not be  described  in  detail. 

1360.  You  would  consider  it  a very  unfair 
estimate  of  the  work  to  measure  it  simply  by  the 
number  of  letters  that  are  written? — Very  much 
so;  as  there  are  many  thousands  of  letters  and 
papers  which  are  not  returned  in  the  paper 
handed  in. 

1361.  It  is  the  case  that  I am,  or  anyone  in 
my  position  is,  obliged  to  obtain  accurate  infor- 
mation in  regard  to  all  matters  affecting  the 
nature  of  the  disease  or  such  subjects,  and  to  do  so 
very  quickly  ? — Yes. 

1362.  The  Treasury  found  the  same  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  the  work  of  the  office,  and  they 
appointed  three  members  to  inquire  into  it? — 
Yes.  And  after  that  Committee  had  in  1869 
inquired  into  it,  the  Treasury  appointed  • Mr. 
Law  to  visit  the  department  and  again  to  inquire 
into  the  work ; he  did  visit  the  department  and 


stayed  a considerable  time,  and  went  into  all  the 
details  in  every  room,  and  it  was  after  this  visit 
that  the  Treasury  sanctioned  the  staff  then  em- 
ployed, which  has  now  been  reduced  by  seven 
clerks. 

1363.  With  regard  to  the  pressure,  you  stated 
that  the  extra  work  which  has  arisen  has  been 
from  different  causes  while  I have  been  connected 
with  the  department,  but  the  two  cases  in  which 
it  was  most  strongly  felt  were  last  year  arising 
from  the  cattle  plague,  and  this  year  in  requiring 
to  have  extra  work  done  in  order  to  get  out  the 
Report  in  time  for  this  Committee  ? — That  is  so ; 
we  could  not  commence  the  Report  until  the 
middle  of  January,  because  the  materials  were 
not  in  the  office,  and  it  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
printer  in  the  middle  of  February.  With  regard 
to  the  extra  work,  it  has  been  very  nearly  a thou- 
sand hours  since  the  first  day  in  this  year,  and 
was  performed  by  an  average  of  eight  clerks. 

1364.  In  your  answer  to  my  question  in  re- 
gard to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  on  the  first 
clay  that  you  gave  evidence,  you  stated  that  you 
thought  that  either  much  more  ought  to  be  done 
to  effectually  stop  the  disease  or  much  less  ? — I ' 
did. 

1365.  And  you  stated  if  more  should  be  done 
what  were  your  suggestions  with  regard  to  such 
action? — I did  generally. 

1366.  Supposing  it  was  found  impossible  to 
take  those  steps  and  you  thought  that  less  should 
be  done,  would  you  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  it 
should  not  be  acknowledged  as  a disease  at  all  ? 
— I fancy  that  is  the  only  way  iu  which  it  could 
be  met,  and  there  would  be  a great  objection  to 
that  in  regard  to  foreign  animals. 

1367.  I suppose  I am  right  in  interpreting 
your  evidence  to  mean  that  such  precautions 
against  the  spread  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
_ are  of  little  avail  unless  they  are  much  increased, 
and  in  the  direction  which  you  suggest  ? — Iu 
that  or  in  a somewhat  similar  direction. 

1368.  The  honorable  Member  for  Forfarshire 
asked  you  a question  with  regard  to  the  table  on 
page  88  in  your  Report,  in  which  dead  meat  is 
included  with  live  animals ; I suppose  I am  right 
in  thinking  that  the  fact  of  dead  meat  and  live 
animals  being  reckoned  together  in  that  table, 
does  not,  in  any  way,  affect. your  calculation 
upon  page  xxv  of  your  Report,  with  reference  to 
the  proportion  of  the  home  supply  of  cattle  to 
the.  foreign  supply  of  cattle  ? — That  calculation 
shews  the  relative  supply  of  live  cattle  including 
calves. 

1369.  ‘Have  you  got  the  name  of  the  local 
authorities  who  applied  for.regulations  with  regard 
to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— I have. 

1370.  Will  you  hand  in  a Paper  to  that  effect? 
— I have  three  Papers  which  relate  to  that 
matter — {The  same  were  handed  in,  vide  Ap- 
pendix). 


Professor  George  Thomas  Brown,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


1371.  Chairman.']  You  are  a Professor  in  the 
Veterinary  College,  I believe? — I am. 

13 72.  How  long  have  you  been  an  inspector 
appointed  by  the  department? — I have  been 
connected  with  the  department  since  its  first 
formation ; I began  with  Professor  Simonds  on 
the  occasion  of  the  outbreak  of  .the  cattle  plague 
in  1865. 

1373.  And  you  had  been  extensivelv  engaged  in 
0.58. 


pursuit  of  your  profession  as  a veterinary  surgeon 
up  to  that  time  ? — Yes,  certainly  up  to  that  time. 

1374.  Now  first  with  regard  to  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease ; how  long  do  you  consider  that 
has  been  known  upon  the  Continent  ? — I am  quite 
certain  that  it  has  been  known  there  for  more 
than  a century  ; it  is  referred  to  by  one  of  our 
older  writers  in  1711  as  a disease  then  prevalent 


in  Germany. 
G 3 


1375.  As 


Mr 

Alexander 

Williams. 

20  March 

1S73. 


Professor 
6.  T.  Brown. 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Professor  1375.  As  affecting  cattle  or  affecting  sheep  ? — 
G.  T.  Brown.  The  writer  speaks  of  it  as  only  affecting  cattle. 

— — 1376.  It  first  appeared  in  England,  as  far  as 

20  March  you  know,  in  1839? — Yes,  it  first  appeared  in 
1873.  England  in  1839. 

1377.  And  it  is  a matter  of  dispute  whether  it 
was  indigenoue  or. introduced  at  the  time? — The 
statement  is  to  the  effect  that  it  was  introduced 
from  Holland,  and  it  is  matter  of  history  that  it 
was  very  prevalent  in  Holland  in  the  same  year. 

1378.  It  first  appeared  at  a fair  near  Norwich, 
did  it  not? — I believe  it  first  appeared  in  the 
London  dairies,  but  it  shortly  afterwards  appeared 
at  Norwich. 

1379.  At  St.  Faith’s  fair? -It  was  not  until 
1845  that  it  attacked  animals  at  St.  Faith’s  fair. 

1380.  Since  then  there  have  been  various  out- 
breaks of  violence  ? — Up  to  the  present  outbreak 
we  may  reckon  six. 

1381.  But  during  the  whole  of  the  time,  I 
suppose,  it  has  existed  to  some  extent  in  the 
country  ?— I believe  during  the  -whole  time,  the 
country  has  never  been  absolutely  free  from  it. 

1382.  When  the  disease  first  appeared,  ivas  it 
confined  to  cattle,  or  did  it  also  appear  among 
sheep? — I believe  it  very  early  appeared  among 
sheep  and  pigs,  and  at  one  time  I believe  also 
among  poultry. 

1383.  Was  not  there  an  outbreak  at  one  time 
which  was  exceedingly  violent? — The  outbreak 
which  occurred  in  1862  was  exceedingly  violent, 
and  led  to  considerable  mortality  among  sheep  at 
Harrow. 

1384.  I remember  seeing  a statement  that  the 
roads  were  strewn  with  the  hoofs  of  pigs  ? — I have 
seen  the  hoofs  fall  from  pigs  when  they  lifted 
them  into  the  carts,  during  the  time  of  the  old 
Smitlifield  Market,  and  it  was  not  uncommon  to 
see  the  hoofs  of  sheep  fall  off  while  they  were 
standing  there. 

1385.  Therefore  it  would  be  too  much  to  sup- 
pose that  the  outbreak  last  year  was  very  excep- 
tional, either  as  regards  extent  or  virulence  ? — I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  so. 

1386.  There  was  an  outbreak  in  1S69,  was  not 
there  ? — That  outbreak  commenced  in  the  winter 
of  1867. 

1387.  Which  lasted  to  1869? — Yes;  and  be- 
came much  more  severe  in  the  spring  of  1869. 

1388.  Then  there  was  a cessation,  and  it  broke 
out  again  last  year  ? — It  did  so ; but  in  saying 
that  there  was  a cessation  I do  not  wish  to  be 
understood  to  mean  that  it  entirely  ceased  ; there 
was  always  a large  number  of  cases.  In  1867, 
in  the  spring  and  summer,  the  disease  almost 
ceased,  and  for  nearly  six  months,  in  the  lairs  of 
the  Metropolitan  Market,  there  was  scarcely  a 
case  to  be  discovered. 

1389.  Have  you  any  mode  of  explaining  to 
your  own  satisfaction  this  variation  in  the 
disease  ; its  getting  so  much  better  at  one  time, 
and  then  breaking  out  again  ?— I believe  those 
periodical  variations  in  the  extent  of  the  preva- 
lence of  disease  are  due  to  the  operation  of  the 
laws  which  regulate  infectious  diseases  generally, 
precisely  as  we  see  in  relation  to  small-pox, 
which  always  exists,  but  which  during  certain 
seasons  prevails  extensively,  but  I believe  that 
the  occasional  decline  of  the  disease  in  some 
years  is  due  to  the  movement  of  the  cattle  at 
certain  seasons  more  than  at  others. 

1390.  It  has  been  more  violent  this  last  out- 
break, and  generally  is  more  violent  with  milch 
cows,  is  it  not  ?—Tn  this  country  among  English 


stock  it  is  generally  more  violent  with  milch  cows, 
but  it  is  more  fatal  always  among  young  animals. 

1391.  Do  you  consider  that  there  has  been  more 
mortality  in  this  last  outbreak  than  in  former 
times  ? — Yes,  in  some  districts,  especially  among 
calves  and  pigs;  but  may  I add  that  taking  the 
entire  loss,  I do  not  think  the  mortality  has°been 
greater  than  has  been  observed  in  previous  out- 
breaks. 

1392.  Does  the  disease  cause  much  loss  by 
abortion  in  breeding  stock?  — Yes,  it  does- 
especially  among  the  higher  class  of  shorthorns 
and  well-bred  animals  generally. 

1393.  I suppose  there  is  this  similarity  between 
this  disease  and  the  cattle  plague,  that  it  is  more 
destructive  to  the  higher-bred  animals  than  it  is 
to  the  others? — It  is  certainly  more  destructive; 
but  the  same  remark  applies  to  all  diseases  to 
which  the  lower  animals  are  subject. 

1394.  Do  yon  think  it  is  more  fatal  to  the 
higher-bred  animals  ? — Certainly  all  diseases  act 
more  energetically  upon  the  systems  of  lusher- 
bred  animals  than  they  do  upon  those  which  are 
in  a natural  condition. 

1395.  When  they  catch  a disease,  do  you 
think  it  is  not  only  likely  to  be  more  fatal,  but  that 
they  are  likely  to  be  more  susceptible  to  it?— - 
Speaking  generally,  I should  think  so ; but,  as 
regards  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  there  is  very 
little  difference  in  the  degree  of  susceptibility, 
because,  generally  speaking,  all  animals  exposed 
to  the  infection  take  the  malady. 

1396.  The  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  exceed- 
ingly infectious,  is  it  not? — Yes. 

1397.  There  is  great  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  how  far  this  late  outbreak  is  due  to  foreign 
import;  what  is  your  opinion  upon  that  subject? 
— lVly  opinion  is  that  it  is  not  to  any  extent  due 
to  foreign  import. 

1398.  Do  you  think  that  if  we  had  had  no 
foreign  import  at  all  since  1868,  we  should  have 
had  very  much  the  same  amount  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — In  my  own  mind  there  is  no 
doubt  at  all  of  it. 

1399.  Docs  tho  same  remark  apply  to  Irish 
imports? — No,  because  I have  positive  evidence 
of  the  frequent  import  of  those  animals  infected 
with  that  disease  from  Ireland. 

1400.  When  you  Bay  positive  evidence  of  the 
introduction  of  that  disease,  to  what  ports  do  you 
refer  ? — Chiefly  to  the  port  of  Bristol. 

1401.  In  consequence  of  complaints  which 
came  to  us  from  country  districts  near  Bristol, 
we  sent  you  down  to  examine  into  the  disease 
near  Bristol  ? — Twice  at  least  each  year  during 
the  recent  prevalence  of  the  disease,  and  on  only 
one  occasion  did  I go  into  Bristol  Market  without 
finding  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  the 
Irish  cattle. 

1402.  I suppose  it  is  a very  large  market  with 
a great  number  of  animals? — They  sometimes 
have  3,000  or  4,000  cattle  on  market-day. 

1403.  It  is  a market  for  store  cattle  almost  as 
much  as  for  fat  cattle,  is  it  not  ? — It  is  consider- 
ably more  for  store  cattle  than  fat  cattle.  _ 

1404.  I believe  you  made  representations  to 
the  Bristol  authorities  upon  the  subject?— I did  so. 

1405.  And  what  was  the  result  ? — They  were 
urged  to  make  regulations  for  preventing  not 
only  the  removal  of  the  animals  diseased,  which 
they  .were  bound  to  do  by  the  Act,  but  those 
which  had  been  herded  with  them,  but  they 
replied  that  they  really  had  no  convenience  for 
the  detention  of  those  animals,  and  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  prevent  their  removal. 

1406.  When 
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1406.  When  you  said  you  urged  them  to  pro- 
vide for  the  safe  keeping  of  the  animals  'which 
had  been  herded  with  those  which  were  attacked, 
there  is  nothing  which  obliges  them  to  do  so  ? — 
No ; but  there  is  an  Order  of  Council  which  gives 
the  local  authorities  power  to  make  those  regula- 
tions. 

1407.  There  is  a general  Order  of  Council 
which  enables  the  local  authorities  to  make  such 
order  if  they  think  fit? — Yes. 

1408.  But  it  is  left  to  the  discretion  of 
local  authorities  whether  they  will  mak  c t 
an  order  or  not  ? — Yes. 

1409.  And  I suppose  the  Bristol  local  autho- 
rities have  never  made  such  an  order? — They 
never  have. 

1410.  In  1869, 1 think,  we  made  it  compul- 
sory for  a short  time  throughout  the  country  that 
an  order  of  that  description  should  be  enforced 
by  each  local  authority? — Yes,  I remember  that. 

1411.  And  in  consequence  of  finding  great 
difficulty  in  getting  that,  order  enforced,  ana  the 
representations  which  .were  made  by  various 
local  authorities,  especially  by  the  counties,  we 
revoked  that  order,  and  made  the  present  permis- 
sive order  instead? — Yes,  that  was  so. 

1412.  Are  you  aware  whether  the  local  autho- 
rities of  the  counties  of  Gloucester  or  Somerset 
have  issued  such  an  order? — The  local  autho- 
rities both  in  the  cases  of  Somersetshire  and 
Gloucestershire,  issued  such  regulations  almost 
immediately  upon  the  passing  of  the  order. 

1413.  That  being  the  state  of  the  case  as  re- 
gards the  Irish  import,  and  especially  as  regards 
die  port  of  Bristol,  what  would  be  your  sugges- 
tion, or  have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  for  the 
prevention  of  disease  from  that  import? — I do 
not  believe  that  anything  could  be  done  in  Bristol 
in  the  way  of  detaining  animals  which  were 
brought  over  with  those  affected  with  disease, 
because  there  is  no  space  at  all  on  the  lauding 
place. 

1414.  Do  you  know  what  amount  of  Irish 
animals  are  imported  weekly  ?— There  is  an 
average  of  2,000  or  3,000  weekly;  the  market 
is  chiefly  supplied  from  Ireland. 

1415.  Are  you  aware  that  it  has  been  stated 
that  the  disease  as  some  persons  suppose  is  caught 
in  the  vessels,  and  was  not  existing  m the  animals 
before  their  leaving  Ireland ; do  you  think  that 
that  is  the  case  ? — That  is  possible  in  the  event 
of  the  vessel  having  previously  carried  diseased 
animals,  but  in  all  the  cases  that  I have  investi- 
gated myself,  the  animals  which  I saw  suffering 
from  the  disease,  had  been  landed  the  previous 
evening,  and  in  several  instances  the  affection  was 
in  a state  which  it  would  have  occupied  two  or 
three  days  to  arrive  at. 

1416.  What  is  the  length  of  incubation  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease? — We  have  produced  it 
in  36  hours ; it  is  seldom  prolonged  beyond  four 
days. 

1417.  If  an  animal  arrived  at  Bristol  with 
evident  symptoms  of  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
you  would  suppose  that  it  must  have  caught  the 
disease  but  a very  short  time  before  it  left  Ire- 
land?— We  should  judge  by  the  stage  of  the 
disease ; it  has  well  marked  stages,  and  we  could 
decide  almost  to  a day  when  the  infection  took 
place. 

1418.  Generally  speaking,  would  you  imagine 
that  the  animal  had  caught  it  just  before  it  left? 
— In  the  cases  I saw,  the  animals  certainly  must 
have  been  diseased  when  they  were  put  on  board 
the  vessel ; in  the  last  instance  which  was  re- 

0.58. 


ported  to  us,  a number  of  pigs  were  landed  with 
their  feet  in  an  exceedingly  bad  condition  from 
the  disease. 

1419.  Then  if  there  had  been  a sufficient  in- 
spection before  those  auimals  left  Ireland,  the 
disease  must  have  been  discovered  ?— It  certainly 
must  have  been  discovered. 

1420.  Does  the  disease  break  out  quicker  with 
pigs  than  with  cattle,  or  is  it  much  the  same  ? — 
The  period  of  incubation  appears  to  be  about  the 
same. 

1421.  You  do  not  think  that  inspection  at  the 
port  of  arrival  would  be  a sufficient  security  as 
regards  the  Irish  export? — Not  unless  powers 
were  taken  and  means  were  afforded  for  the  de- 
tention of  the  whole  cargo. 

1422.  On  the  whole  you  think  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient. if  we  had  the  same  regulations  with  regard 
to  Irish  import  that  we  nave  with  regard  to 
foreign  import ; that  is,  that  if  one  animal  has  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  all  the  other  animals  are 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing  ? — Certainly 
that  regulation  would  be  sufficient. 

1423.  Do  you  think  that  any  regulation  short 
of  that  would  be  sufficient  ? — I do  not  see  that 
security  could  be  attained  without  that. 

1424.  I suppose  a long  quarantine  would  not 
be  sufficient? — A long  quarantine  would  simply 
mean  that,  we  should  always  have  foot  aud  mouth 
disease  at  a certain  part  of  the  shed.  In  cases 
where  we  have  tried  it  practically,  20  animals 
were  required  to  be  kept  about  a month  before 
the  inspector  allowed  them  to  leave. 

1425.  Am  I not  right  in  supposing  that,  if  we 
went  upon  the  principle  of  quarantine,  such  an 
immense  area  would  be  required,  and  such  a large 
number  of  animals  would  have  to  be  kept  in  it, 
that  it  would  probably  be  a great  interference 
with  the  trade,  and  more  costly  altogether,  than 
if  they  were  obliged  to  be  slaughtered  ? — Prac- 
tically, it  must  stop  the  import  of  store  stock  from 
Ireland  altogether. 

1426.  So  that,  if  we  are  to  rely  upon  the  pre- 
cautions taken  in  this  country,  there  is  not  much 
use  in  ■ relying  upon  any  precaution  • except  that 
which  we  have  found  necessary  in  the  case  of 
foreign  import,  that  is,  the  slaughtering  of  all 
animals  ? — It  would  be  of  no  use  at  all. 

1427.  And  that  would,  so  far  as  concerns  the 
store  auimals,  stop  the  Irish  import? — Neces- 
sarily. 

1428.  Although  we  have  been  much  incon- 
venienced owing  to  the  introduction  of  this 
disease  from  Ireland,  it  is  the  case  that  we  are 
greatly  dependent  upon  the  Irish  import,  espe- 
cially for  store  cattle  ? — Very  much  so  indeed. 

1429.  Mr.  Dent.']  Are  there  any  figures  any- 
where showing  the  quantity  of  store  and  the 
quantity  of  fat  cattle  that  come  from  Ireland? — 
I do  not  • think  we  have  any  such  figures,  but 
probably  Professor  Ferguson  has. 

1430.  Chairman.]  So  far  as  your  personal  in- 
vestigations go,  what  is  your  notion  of  the  pro- 
portion of  import  of  store  to  fat  animals  ? — 1 am 
afraid  that  my  opinion  upon  the  subject  would 
not  be  of  the  least  value.  I know  that  a con- 
siderable number  of  fat  animals  are  imported  from 
Ireland,  but  I have  no  idea  what  proportion  they 
bear  to  store  animals. 

1431.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a consider- 
able import  of  store  animals  from  Holland  ? — Yes, 
certainly. 

1432.  It  is  the  fact,  is  it  not,  that  but  few  car- 
goes arrive  from  Holland  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  on  board  ?— As  a rule,  I apprehend,  how- 
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Professor  ever,  that  animals  are  sent  from  that  country  with 
G.T.Eron'n.  the  disease. 

1433.  It  is  supposed  that  the  very  stringent 

20  March  regulation  which  obliges  all  the  animals  to  be 
l873  slaughtered  in  case  one  has  the  disease,  leads  to 
very  great  care  in  Holland,  and  prevents  such 
animals  being  exported ?— Yes ; but  there  have 
been  cases  in  which  animals  have  been  sent  over 
in  such  a condition  that  they  must  have  been 
affected  when  they  were  shipped,  and  those 
animals  I have  seen  landed  at  Hull. 

1434.  Nevertheless,  this  stringent  regulation 
has  not  stopped  the  import  of  store  cattle  from 
Holland,  but  has  rather  tended  to  make  that  im- 
port safe  ?— Certainly. 

1435.  Why  might  we  not  expect  the  same  re- 
sult to  follow,  if  the  same  rule  was  applied  to 
Ireland?— I think  there  would  be  a very  great 
difference  in  the  number  of  animals  which  the  two 
countries  could  supply  us  with.  Holland,  I be- 
lieve, would,  at  almost  any  risk,  send  as  many  as 
they  could  spare,  if  we  would  consent  to  pay  a 
sufficient  price  for  them. 

1436.  Would  not  Ireland  do  the  same?— I 
imagine,  if  there  were  no  other  way  of  getting 
rid  of  them,  Ireland  would  be  absolutely  com- 
pelled to  do  so. 

1437.  Is  not  the  Irish  producer  more  dependent 
upon  the  English  market  than  the  Dutch  pro- 
ducer is  ? — Certainly  ; but  in  all  probability  it 
would  lead  to  the  import  of  more  fat  cattle  from 
Ireland,  and  a decrease  in  the  amount  of  store 
cattle  during  the  time  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
prevailed  in  that  country. 

1438.  Gathering  from  your  answer  that  you 
do  not  think  that  anything  but  very  stringent 
regulations  enforced  in  England  would  interfere 
with  the  Irish  trade,  have  you  any  suggestions  to 
make  with  regard  to  regulations  in  Ireland  before 
export  ? — I should  adopt  one  of  two  courses  ; I 
should  either  apply  restrictions  very  much  like 
those  which  were  found  necessary  for  the  eradica- 
tion of  the  cattle  plague,  with  the  exception  of 
the  slaughter  of  diseased  animals,  or  I should 
treat  the  disease  as  one  of  the  ordinary  calamities 
of  farming,  and  let  the  farmers  deal  with  it  them- 
selves. 

1439.  That  is  an  answer  which  refers  to  what 
you  would  recommend  to  be  done  in  England  as 
well  as  in  Ireland  ? — As  well  as  in  Ireland. 

1.440.  My  question  was  whether  you  would 
suggest  any  special  regulation  with  regard  to  the 
inspection  of  animals  at  the  port  of  export  in 
Ireland  ? — I think  a great  deal  might  be  done  in 
preventing  the  exportation  of  disease  if  they  had 
an  efficient  inspection  upon  the  other  side,  and 
were  prepared  to  detain  the  whole  cargo  in  the 
event  of  any  singlo  animal  being  found  to  be 
the  subject  of  disease. 

1441.  Before  I go  to  the  prevention  of  the 
disease  in  England  or  Ireland,  have  you  any 
suggestion  to  make  with  regard  to  the  foreign  im- 
port ; do  you  think  that,  we  have  done  all  that  we 
could  rightly  be  expected  to  do  with  respect  to 
preventing  animals  affected  with  this  disease 
coming  from  abroad  ? — I think  the  results  show 
that  we  have. 

1442.  Then  as  regards  the  prevention  of  the 
disease  in  England  itself,  I rather  gather  from 
your  recent  answers  that  you  agree  with  Dr. 
Williams  in  thinking  that  we  must  either  leave 
it  to  the  owner  to  stop  it  as  best  he  can  in  his 
own  wish  to  take  care  of  his  property,  which 
means  that  we  should  strike  it  out  of  the  Act,  and 
not  pay  any  attention  to  it  in  our  orders,  or  that 


we  should  adopt  much  more  stringent  measures 
to  stop  it  ? — That  is  the  view  I hold. 

1443.  What  are  the  least  stringent  measures 

that  you  think  would  be  likely  to  be  effectual? 

I do  not  think  that  there  can  be  any  middle 
course  adopted  which  would  be  so  efficacious  as 
to  compensate' for  the  amount  of  trouble  and  ex- 
pense that  would  be  entailed. 

1444.  My  question  is  now  to  ask  you  what 
would  be  your  precise  suggestion  as  to  what 
would  be  mo3t  effectual,  of  course  not  making 
that  more  stringent  than  you  think  necessary?— 
It  would  be  impossible  to  have  any  less  restric- 
tion than  the  absolute  prevention  of  the  move- 
ment from  the  premises  on  which  the  disease  ap- 
peared, of  all  the  animals  which  formed  part  of 
the  farm  stock ; that  is  to  say,  all  animals  which 
were  liable  to  the  disease. 

1445.  You  would  have  the  same  prevention  of 
movement  for  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  there 
was  during  the  height  of  the  cattle  plague,  for 
animals  affected  with  the  cattle  plague  ? — Cer- 
tainly, for  the  same  reason  that  the  disease  is 
equally  infectious. 

1446.  In  fact,  you  would  have  the  cattle  plague 
restrictions  without  the  compulsory  slaughter  ? — 
Certainly. 

1447.  You  were  very  much  engaged  during 
the  cattle  plague,  in  seeing  that  the  measures  of 
the  Department  for  rooting  it  out  were  carried 
out  ? — I was. 

1448.  Did  not  yon  find  much  difficulty,  even 
with  the  great  fear  that  there  was  of  the  cattle 
plague,  and  the  great  acknowledgment  of  its 
danger,  and  the  loss  it  occasioned  in  carrying  out 
the  regulations  as  to  the  prevention  of  move- 
ment? — Yes;  even  in  the  last  outbreak,  in  some 
of  1 lie  districts  which  had  suffered  from  it  before 
in  Yorkshire. 

1449.  And  you  found  that  also  in  the  height 
of  the  previous  outbreak? — Considerably  more 
than  during  the  last. 

1450.  Would  that  not  lead  you  to  suppose  that 
with  a disease  less  destructive,  such  as  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  there  would  be  greater  difficulty 
in  having  those  regulations  enforced  ? — Speaking 
from  my  experience  of  the  farming  community,  I 
am  perfectly  satisfied  that  such  regulations 
would  never  be  tolerated. 

1451.  I need  hardly  ask  you,  you  do  not  think 
that  the  mere  issuing  of  regulations,  unless  care 
was  taken  that  they  were  carried  out,  would  be  of 
any  use? — Not  the  slightest  use. 

1452.  It  has  been  often  stated  that  the  pre- 
vention of  movement  to  stop  the  cattle  plague 
did,  at  the  same  time,  stop  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — Yes. 

1453.  Was  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  espe- 
cially virulent  at  the  time  the  cattle  plague  broke 
out? — It  was  prevalent  in  1865,  and  it  was  very 
severe  indeed  in  the  Metropolitan  Market ; there 
were  hundreds  of  animals  on  the  market  day 
there  affected. 

1454.  It  diminished  and  almost  disappeared 
during  the  action  of  those  regulations  ? — During 
the  action  of  the  regulations  in  the  latter  part  of 
1866,  and  the  beginning  of  1867,  it  almost  dis- 
appeared. 

1455.  That  was  after  the  regulations  had  been 
in  force  for  several  months  ? — About  six  months. 

1456.  Are  you  aware  that  strong  representa- 
tions were  made  last  year  in  several  parts  of 
the  countor  to  Btop  movement  for  six  weeks  ?— 
Yes. 

1457.  Do  you  suppose  that  stopping  it  for  six 
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weeks  would  Lave  had  the  slightest  effect? — Not  1471.  Do  you  suppose  that  we  got  it  from 

the  slightest.  _ abroad  ? — It  is  supposed  to  have  come  from 

1458.  You  say,  that  to  do  anything  which  was  Holland,  where  it  certainly  prevailed  at  that  time, 
worth  doing,  you  must  have  the  same  restrie-  to  Ireland,  and  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain, 
tiou  with  regard  to  movement  as  you  had  during  1472. . Since  that  time,  I suppose,  it  has 
the  cattle  plague ; would  you  also  think  it  neces-  existed  in  this  country  more  or  less  ? — It  has 
,sary  to  have  the  same  restrictions  with  regard  to  always  existed  since  that  time. 

fairs  and  markets  ? — If  the  restriction  upon,  the  1473.  And  not  merely  a regulation  of  foreign 
premises  where  disease  existed  could  be  strictly  import,  but  even  the  total  stoppage  of  foreign 
enforced,  I do  not  think  that  the  same  restrie-  import,  would  not  get  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
tion  would  be  necessary  on  fairs  and  markets,  but  now,  I suppose  ? — Certainly  not. 
in  order  that  animals  might  be  confined  to  the  1474.  With  regard  to  its  present  existence,  do 
locality  where  disease  prevailed,  an  extensive  staff  you,  or  do  you  not,  think  it  is  owing  to  foreign 
of  inspectors  would  be  necessary.  import  ? — I have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 

1459.  The  disease  nearly  disappeared  during  importation  of  animals  from  abroad  has  had  any 

those  restrictions,  did  it  not  ? — It  did.  very  great  effect  upon  the  extension  of  the  dis- 

1460.  When  did  it  reappear? — It  first  re-  ense. 

appeared  in  the  lairs  of  the  Metropolitan  Market,  1475.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the  profession  that  it 
in  the  winter  of  1867,  among  some  animals  which  always  arises  from  contagion  ? — It  is  the  opinion 
came  somewhere  from  the  north-western  coun-  of  all  authorities  who  are  worth  listening  to. 
ties.  1476.  As  much  so  as  the  cattle  plague  ? — Quite 

1461.  Is  there  not  this  difference  between  the  so,  only  it  is  not  so  rapidly  spread. 

foot  and  mouth  disease  and  the  cattle  plague,  1477.  It  is  not  so  contagious  ? — Not  nearly  so 
that  not  only  is  the  former  disease  hardly  to  be  contagious. 

compared  with  the  latter  in  virulence,  being  so  1478.  It  is  much  more  fatal  than  the  foot  and 
much  less  virulent,  but  that  while  we  have  great  mouth  disease  ?•— Yes,  much  more  fatal, 
hope  of  being  able  to  absolutely  stamp  out  the  1479.  It  takes  a long  time  in  incubation,  does 
cattle  plague,  we  should  have  very  little  hope  of  it  not? — The  time  appears  to  vary  from  14  days 
absolutely  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth  to  six  weeks,  and  there  are  cases  in  which  three 
disease? — It  is  my  conviction  that  we  should  months  have  elapsed  before  the  appearance  of  the 
never  succeed  in  getting  rid  of  it;  and  that  is  the  disease. 

experience  of  the  whole  of  Europe.  1480.  What  is  the  time  of  the  incubation  of 

1462.  Therefore  in  fact  to  preserve  ourselves  the  cattle  plague? — From  four  to  six  days, 
against  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  we  must  look  1481.  Then  pleuro-pneumonia  is  more  difficult 
forward,  not  only  to  such  stringent  restrictions  as  to  root  out  than  either  of  the  other  diseases,  on 
you  say  were  found  very  difficult  during  the  account  of  the  length  of  incubation  ? — Infinitely 
cattle  plague,  but  we  must  look  forward  to  the  more  so. 

continuance  of  them  as  a general  rule,  and  not  to  1482.  Do  you  mean  it  is  possible  for  an  animal 
their  being  laid  down  as  a very  severe  remedy  for  to  have  the  disease  lurking  in  its  system  three 
a temporary  disease? — Undoubtedly  the  re3tric-  months  before  it  breaks  out? — That  opinion  is 
tions  must  be  permanent,  based  upon  the  fact  that  an  animal  which  was  ex- 

1463.  You  have  paid  a good  deal  of  attention  posed  to  the  disease  at  a certain  date,  has  been 

with  reference  to  the  extent  of  disease  in  foreign  found  to  be  affected  with  it  three  months  after- 
countries,  1 think?— Yes.  wards;  the  possibility  of  infection  in  the  interim, 

1464.  Is  there  any  foreign  country  in  which  must  be  admitted,  of  course. 

they  have  successfully  attempted  to  stamp  out  1483.  The  cattle  plague  can  be,  and  you  have 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  this  way? — I be-  reason  to  believe  otten  is,  conveyed  by  human 
lieve  not.  beings? — Yes. 

1465.  Are  you  aware  that  Dr.  Williams  stated  1484.  Do  you  believe  pleuro-pneumonia  can  be 

that  they  were  endeavouring  to  do  so,  or  had  conveyed  by  human  beings?— As  far  as  we  have 
issued  regulations  for  that  purpose  in  Switzer-  been  able  to  ascertain  by  experiment,  pi  euro- 
land ? — Yes  ; I read  the  regulations,  and  I noticed  pneumonia,  can  only  be  communicated  by  as- 
in  one  part  of  them  that  they  call  upon  the  far-  sociation  with  the  diseased  animals. 

mersof  the  country  to  aid  them  in  carrying  out  1485.  Is  it  specially  from  coming  mto  contact 
the  regulations,  and  suggest,  that  if  they  do  not  with  the  breath  of  a diseased  animal?  There  is 
they  will  be  entirely  inoperative.  reason  to  believe  that  it  is;  we  have  not  suc- 

1466.  But  those  regulations  were  only  lately  ceeded  in  producing  it  by  inoculation, 

issued?— Only  lately.  I486.  And  you  have  never  had  any  well  ascer- 

1467.  And  now  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneu-  tained  case,  in  your  opinion,  of  its  being  spon 

monia,  do  you  think  we  have  more  or  lesspleuro-  taneous  ?— Certainly  not.  . 

pneumonia'  than  we  used  to  have  in  England? — 1487.  Does  the  carcase  of  an  animal  that  has 

I think  that  it  prevails  now  as  extensively  as  it  died  of  pleuro  - pneumonia  communicate  the 
has  at  any  time  prevailed  during  my  knowledge  disease? — We  have  not  found  it  so.  llie  clis- 
of  the  disease,  particularly  in  large  towns.  eased  lungs  taken  hot  from  a recently  killed  sub- 

1468.  Am  1 not  right  in  thinking  that  there  is  ject  have  been  kept  by  animals  without  producing 
a much  better  organised  mode,  by  which  the  the  disease. 

department  is  made  aware  of  the  disease  than  1488.  What  is  the  per-centage  of  mortality 
there  was ?— Decidedly.  from  pleuro-pneumonia?— It  is  difficult  to.  say, 

1469.  Therefore,  the  fact  that  we  hear  of  more  because  the  majority  of  animals  affected  with  it 

disease,  is  not  an  absolute  proof  that  there  is  more  in  large  towns  are  killed  as  soon  as  the  In  a 
disease  existing? — Not  at  all.  symptoms  appear;  but  taking  the  cases  1 have 

1470.  How  long  has  pleuro-pneumonia  been  met  with,  I should  say  80  per  cent,  is  the  very 

known  as  an  English  disease? — I believe  it  was  least  mortality.  ...  , , . , . 

first  seen  in  this  country  in  the  year  1841.  It  was  1489.  When  an  animal  is  slaughtered,  . av*“S 
introduced  into  Ireland  in  1840.  been  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  is  the 
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carcase  sold? — Certainly,  if  it  is  passed  by  the 
meat  inspector. 

1490.  Would  you  consider  it  especially  dan- 
gerous?—Judging  from  observation,  1 should  say 
it  would  appear  not  to  be  so. 

1491.  Supposing  an  animal  recovers,  when 
would  you  consider  it  safe  as  being  free  from 
Conveying  infection? — My  advice  always  is,  that 
animals  which  are  likely  to  recover  should  be  at 
once  fattened  off  as  quickly  as  possible,  and  never 
be  allowed  to  mix  with  the  stuck  of  the  farmer 
again ; but  if  I am  compelled  to  fix  a time,  I 
should  fix  two  months  at  least,  and  then  I should 
have  them  thoroughly  disinfected  before  being 
sent  again  on  to  the  farm. 

1492.  You  would  not  allow  a farmer  to  put 
recovered  stock  alongside  of  uninfected  stock; 
during  what  period  ? — At  least  two  months ; my 
advice  always  is,  that  they  shoidu  put  them  un- 
derground as  quickly  as  possible.  _ 

1493.  Pleuro-pneumonia  has  existed  in  Ireland 
for  a considerable  time,  has  it  not? — Since  the 
latter  end  of  1840  or  1841. 

1494.  Do  you  get  many  animals  affected  with 
that  disease  from  Ireland  ? --I  have  reason  to 
think  we  do. 

1495.  Do  you  think  that  more  animals  come 
from  Ireland  with  the  disease  than  go  from  one 
part  of  England  to  another  with  the  disease  ? — 
No,  not  so  many. 

1496.  Therefore,  there  is  no  special  reason 
why  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  should  be  said 
to  be  owing  to  the  Irish  import  ? — Certainly  not 
the  prevalence  of  it. 

1497.  A good  many  of  the  Irish  store  animals 
arrive  in  a very  poor  condition,  do  they  not  ? — 
They  do. 

1498.  That  poor  condition  arising  from  the 
hardships  of  the  journey,  and  also  from  their  not 
being  well  fed  before  they  left? — I believe 
chiefly  from  their  treatment  before  they  are 
shipped. 

1499.  What  do  you  mean  by  their  treatment 
before  they  arc  shipped? — The  want  of  sufficient 
food  in  the  country  from  which  they  come. 

1500.  Do  you  consider  they  arc  more  liable  to 
catch  the  disease  in  consequence  of  being  kept 
in  that  way  ? — It  docs  not  appear  that  there  is 
any  difference  in  the  degree  of  susceptibility  on 
that  account. 

1501.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  to  the 
Committee  with  regal’d  to  the  better  prevention 
of  pleuro-pneumonia,  first  as  regards  the  foreign 
import? — I have  no  reason  to  believe  that  we  get 
any  important  extension  of  the  disease  in  conse- 
quence of  the  imports  from  abroad. 

1502.  Do  you  think  that  we  could  do  more 
than  we  do  in  the  matter  ? — I think  not,  unless 
we  place  those  countries  at  present  unscheduled 
in  the  Schedule  upon  the  bare  suspicion  that 
some  of  the  animals  may  have  come  from  infected 
herds. 

1503.  Of  course  if  an  animal  is  imported  with 
leave  to  go  into  the  interior,  it  is  possible  that 
the  animal  may  have  pleure-pneumonia,  because, 
as  you  say,  it  may  have  caught  it  before  it  left 
the  Continent,  and  may  appear  to  be  quite  well 
for  weeks  afterwards  ? — It  is  quite  possible  ; but 
in  the  investigations  which  I have  made,  while  I 
have  traced  numerous  outbreaks  in  Cheshire  to 
the  purchase  of  Irish  cattle,  I have  only  in  very 
few  instances  met  with  a clear  case  where  the 
disease  could  be  traced  to  the  importation  of 
cattle  from  Holland. 

1504.  But  unless  there  was  special  reason  to 


believe  that  pleuro-pneumonia  was  imported  from 
abroad,  and  that,  it  was  very  prevalent  in  the 
country  from  which  it  came,  there  would  be  no 
more  reason  in  stopping  such  an  animal  which 
appeared  to  arrive  healthy,  than  there  would  be 

in  stopping  an  apparently  healthy  animal  going 
to  the  London  market? — There  would  be  no 
more  reason  for  doing  so. 

1505.  With  reference  to  the  Irish  import,  have 
you  any  suggestion  to  make  to  the  Committed 
— I believe  the  only  effectual  method  would  be 
au  efficient  system  of  inspection  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  believe  that  iri  the  case  of  plcuro-pueu- 
monia,  inspection  at  the  ports  would  be  a suffi- 
cient safeguard. 

1506.  An  inspection  of  what  ports?— Either 
the  ports  of  import  or  export. 

1507.  When  you  say  inspection  in  Ireland,  do 
you  mean  that  there  should  bo  some  supervision 
on  ilio  sale  of  an  animal  ? — Upon  the  premises 
where  they  arc  fed. 

1508.  You  would  not  have  a stronger  regu- 
lation in  Ireland  than  you  would  have  in  England 
in  that  matter? — No;  but  I would  apply  the 
same  regulations  in  England. 

1509.  What  would  you  suggest? — I should 
take  means,  first  of  all,  to  ascertain  the  existence 
of  the  disease,  and  then  I should  prevent  the 
movement  of  diseased  animals,  arid  those  which 
have  been  herded  with  them,  from  those  premises, 
until  a reasonable  time  had  elapsed  after  the 
diseased  animals  had  been  destroyed. 

1510.  In  the  fix-st  place,  would  you  take  any 
stop  with  regard  to  being  informed  of  the  disease 
beyond  what  is  now  taken;  the  step  now  taken’ 
is  that  the  local  authorities  arc  instructed  to  dis- 
cover, if  they  can,  the  disease,  anil  to  act  accord- 
ingly; would  you  take  any  further  steps? — I 
should  certainly  organise  a system  of  inspection 
in  each  county. 

1511.  To  find  out  where  there  was  disease? — 
To  find  out.  where  the  disease  existed. 

1512.  You  are  speaking  now  of  England?— 
Yes. 

1513.  You  think  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
a constant  surveillance  over  farms,  t.o  fiud  out 
whether  the  disease  existed  upon  them  ?— Cer- 
tainly. 

1514.  It  would  not  be  sufficient  to  trust  to 
knowledge  arriving  to  the  local  authority  when 
such  disease  had  broken  out? — Practically  that 
does  not  answer. 

1515.  IIow  could  we  have  that  general  system 
of  inspection  ? — Wc  should  require  to  establish  a 
certain  number  of  inspectors  to  take  parts  of  the 
country  as  districts,  and  it  would  be  their  duty 
to  ascertain  the  condition  of  the  various  herds 
throughout  those  districts. 

1516.  Do  you  think  we  could  rely  upon  the 
local  authorities  in  the  matter  of  inspection  ? — I 
should  never  rely  upon  the  local  authorities ; it 
should  be  done  from  the  central  department. 

1517.  You  think  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
inspectors  appointed  in  London,  whose  business  it 
would  be  to  find  out  throughout  the  country 
whether  there  was,  or  was  not,  disease,  especially 
pleuro-pneumonia? — Certainly. 

1518.  Would  not  that  require  a large  army  of 
inspectors  ? — Decidedly,  it  would. 

1519.  Take  one  county,  for  example:  you 
mentioned  how  many  such  inspectors  would  be 
wanted  for  Cheshire? — Cheshire  would  be  an 
exceptional  case,  and  I should  think  you  would 
want  20  or  30  men  there  ; of  course,  only  during 
the  time  the  disease  was  known  to  prevail. 

1520.  My 
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1520.  My  question  is  tliis  : I understand  you  1537.  Do  you  know  at  all  how  that  has  work-  professor 
to  say  that  you  think  it  would  not  do  to  wait  ed?— In  Scotland,  I forget  exactly  in  which  G.T.Bronm. 

until  the  disease  was  known  to  prevail ; but  that  locality,  it  seems  to  have  worked  exceedingly  well.  

you  must  be  constantly  trying  to  find  out  whether  1538.  How  long  has  it  been  in  force  in  any  ao  March 
it  does  or  does  not  exist  ? — Quite  so.  county  that  you  know  of  ?— I think  about  a year ; 1873. 

1521.  For  that  purpose  you  would  not  want  I am  not  certain. 


to  prevail? No;  the  existing  authorities  might  not  think  that  alone  would  be  sumcient unless  we 

be  made  available.  bad  other  means  than  we  have  now  of  ascertain- 

1522.  Counties  vary  as  to  the  inspectors  they  ing  where  the  disease  exists. 


give  them  the  opportunity  of  employing  veteri-  tinue  so  for  30  days  after  the  last  case  ; would 
nary  surgeons,  if  they  find  it  necessary.  you  suggest  any  alteration  with  regard  to  that 

1523.  'in  such  a case,  to  find  out  whether  there  time  ? — l think  the  period  might  be  extended 


is  or  is  not  pleuro-pncumonia  on  a farm,  a police- 
man would  be  of  no  use,  would  lie  ?—  No. 


with  advantage. 

1541.  If  you  extended  it  at  all,  to  what  would 


1524.  The  onlv  man  who  would  be  of  any  use  you  extend  it  ? — Something  like  six  weeks  would 
would  be  a man  who  had  some  veterinary  know-  be  better  than  30  days. 

jgjo-e  ?_That  is  so.  1542 . Are  you  aware  that  the  period  01  30  days 

fo25.  That  would  imply  a right  of  entry  upon  was  inserted  after  much  discussion  in  the  House 
every  farm  ? — Yes.  of  Commons  ? — Yes,  I am  aware  that  it  was. 

1526.  Do  you  find  that  there  is  a general  desire  1543.  Dr.  Williams  stated  that  he  thought 

on  the  part  of  farmers  to  keep  to  themselves  the  that  the  present  system  by  which,  as  regards 
existence  of  disease  ? — Undoubtedly  so.  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  as  regards  the  foot  and 

1527.  Consequently,  such  inspectors  must  not  mouth  disease  also,  counties  or  local  authorities 
expect  any  assistance  from  the  farmers  in  the  were  enabled  to  pass  more  stringent  regulations 
performance  of  their  duty  ?—  Quite  the  reverse.  than  those  necessarily  enforced  by  the  Act,  did 

1528.  Short  of  such  a very  strong  measure  as  not  work  very  well,  because  if  one  county  made 

a constant  inspection  of  every  farm  in  the  coun-  those  regulations,  and  another  county  did  not,  the 
try  to  find  out  whether  there  is  or  is  not  disease  good  effect  of  such  regulations  was  not  very 
existing,  would  you  suggest  anything  else  with  evident  upon  the  county  which  did  make  them ; 
regard°to  pleuro-pncumonia  ?— Short  of  that  it  is  that  your  opinion  ?— I was  speaking  with  parti- 
seems  to  me  that  the  only  course  would  be  to  cular  reference  to  one  locality  in  Scotland  where 
induce  the  farmers  to  make  the  complaint  known  the  results  have  been  favourable.  I am  not 
by  paying  full  compensation  for  ■ an  animal  that  aware  of  other  instances  where  similar  results 
was  attacked  upon  the  understanding  that  it  have  been  obtained.  ...  , 

should  be  immediately  destroyed.  1544.  Do  you  think  that  that  is  owing  to  the 

1529.  What  do  you  consider  is  the  worth  of  an  regulations  themselves  being  not  of  much  use,  or 

animal  which  really  has  pleuro-pneumonia? — I is  it  at  all  owing  to  the  fact  that  although  they 
should  say  generally  that  it  would  be  worth  no-  are  enforced  in  one  county,  they  are  not  enforced 
thing  at  all  by  its  neighbour  ? — I have  no  doubt  it  is  owing 

1530.  Your  suggestion  really  morns  (hut  out  to  the  tact  Hat  the  application  of  the  rules  in  any 
of  the  taxes,  or  out.  of  the  rates,  the  farmer  one  county  would  be  ineffectual  if  the  disease 
should  be  bribed  to  give  information  by  a large  could  be  constantly  re-introduced  from  the 
present  of  money?— That  is  what  it  amounts  surrounding  counties. 

to  really;  I should  do  that  for  the  purpose  of  1545.  Now  with  regard  to  the  cattle  plague,! 
being  able  to  find  out  the  disease  which  I could  need  not  ask  your  opinion  as  to  the  history  oi  the 
not  ascertain  in  any  other  way.  late  outbreak,  because  it  is  a s a ec  ™ 

1531.  You  would  not  fear  that  that  would  lead  Report,  which  is  prmtedm  the  Vctennaiy  Repoit 

to  recklessness,  by  a fanner  thinking  that  he  of  this  year;  you  have  no  correction  to  make 
would  always  have  a sure  market  for  his  beast?  with  regal'd  to  any  statement  in  that  Repoit,  1 
— No,  I am  quite  sure  there  would  not  bo  that  believe?-— None  at  all.  . 

danger,  as  the  farmer  is  too  well  aware  of  the  1546.  You  were  sent  down  rom  -P  ? 
consequences  of  an  outbreak  in  his  herd  to  do  that,  ment  immediately  on  our  hearing  0 • 

1532.  Would  you  give  full  compensation?-  -A  telegram  was  sent  down  to  me  toeeST,  to 
My  own  feeling  is,  that  I should  pay  the  owner  Bristol,  where  I was  then,  anc  pi 

the  amount  of  money  which  he  would  require  to  Pocklington.  ,. , 

obtain  a similar  animal  in  its  place.  1547.  On  arriving,  you  a once  _ y 

1534.  A similar  healthy  animal?— Yes, a similar  utmost  to  press  upon  the  authorities  and  all  per- 
healthy  animal.  sons  interested,  the  strict  carrying  out  of  the 

1534.  That  is  to  say  his  inducement  to  report  rules  for  slaughter  ?— I did;  _ 

the  fact  to  the  authorities  would  be  thathe  would  1548.  Are  you  not  of  opinion  that  theie  ought 
get  a healthy  animal  in  the  place  of  a diseased  to  be  an  alteration  with  regard  to  those  rules,  m 
one  ?— That  is  so,  and  I should  add  that  the  mere  the  first  place  I will  ask  you  this  questaon  you 
fact  of  my  knowing  where  the  disease  existed  are  aware  that  the  rules  make  it  imperative  to 
would  enable  me  to  apply  thenecessary  regulations,  kill  au  animal  affected,  but  they  eave  i °P  - 

1535.  The  Act  ta  not  require  the  animal,  to  the  local  authentic,  to  oriel- he  “ 

affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  to  be  slaughtered?  those  that  I may  call  infected,  , , . 

-It  does  not  animals  affected ; would  you  so  far  alter  the  Act 

1536.  Some  of  the  counties  have  asked  us  to  so  as  to  make  that  cease  to  be  _optionM,  ana 
enable  them  to  issue  orders  to  slaughter  the  cat-  become  obligatory  ?— I would  certainly 


tie  ? — They  have. 
0.58. 


obligatory. 
h 2 
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1549.  You  have  found  I believe  a great  wish 
to  support  you  in  stamping  out  the  disease? — 
Generally  that  has  been  so ; with  one  or  two 
exceptions  everybody  was  very  anxious  to  carry 
out  the  regulations. 

1550.  On  the  whole,  there  was  more  anxiety 
shown  to  do  so  than  there  was  at  the  former  out- 
break ?— Certainly. 

1551.  But  notwithstanding  that  wish,  there 
was  a good  deal  of  difficulty,  was  there  not,  in 
getting  the  animals  which  were  herded  with  those 
affected,  slaughtered  ? — I es  ; the  chief  objec- 
tions coming  from  the  owners  of  tlic  animals. 

1552.  Do  not  you  suppose,  that  if  that  order 
could  have  been  stringently  carried  out  at  the  very 
first  we  should  have  stamped  it  out  much  more 
quickly  ? — I think  the  evidence  shows  that  the 
disease  would  have  been  stopped  the  day  after  X 
arrived  at  Pocklington,  if  the  three  herds  stand- 
ing in  fields  near  Mr.  Berriman’s  cattle  had  been 
slaughtered  at  once. 

1553.  The  rules  do  not  give  power  to  the  local 
authorities  to  order  the  slaughter  of  cattle  in  a 
neighbouring  field  ? — They  do  not. 

1554.  Should  you  suggest  that,  they  should 
have  that  power  ? — I would  suggest  they  should 
have  that  power. 

1555.  You  would  not  make  it  compulsory  upon 
the  local  authority,  but  you  would  give  them 
power  to  do  so  ? — If  I were  to  carry  out  my  own 
view's,  I should  make  it  a point  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  officers  of  the  Central  Department. 

1556.  What  you  mean  is,  that  the  Inspectors 
of  the  Central  Department  should  be  responsible 
for  drawing  a cordon  round  the  outbreak,  and 
ordering  the  slaughter  of  all  animals  within  that 
cordon  ? — If  the  Inspector  thought  it  desirable. 

1557.  That  has  been  done  in  Gcrmauy,  I be- 
lieve ? — It  has  been. 

1558.  Am  I not  right  in  supposing,  that 
although  it  was  quite  possible  for  the  Central  De- 
partment to  send  you  down  to  this  outbreak  in 
the  East  Biding,  yet  that  if  it  had  spread  all  over 
England  as  in  the  previous  outbreak,itwouldhave 
been  impossible  for  us  to  send  Inspectors  from 
tire  Central  Department? — It  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  do  so  in  every  outbreak. 

1559.  Then  you  would  give  the  power  to  the 
local  authority  ? — Certainly. 

1560.  At  last  you  and  the  magistrates  toge- 
ther, succeeded  in  inducing  the  owner  of  the 
neighbouring  herds  to  allow  the  slaughter  of 
them? — Yes,  after  cattle  plague  appeared  among 
the  animals ; in  two  of  the  districts  the  authori- 
ties were  very  ready  to  carry  out  the  regulations 
at  once  ; I may  say  there  was  no  opposition,  but 
there  was  a disinclination ; there  was  no  positive  as- 
sertion that  what  was  suggested  should  not  be  done. 

1561-  Have  you  any  other  suggestion  to  make 
to  the  Committee  with  regard  to  the  cattle  plague  ? 
— I do  not  think  that  anything  further  would  be 
necessary  if  the  local  authority  or  the  Central 
Department  had  the  power  to  slaughter  animals, 
as  far  as  might  be  deemed  necessary,  around  the 
infected  area. 

1562.  I suppose  that  everything  that  you  have 
heard  since  has  induced  you  to  imagine  that  we 
were  quite  right  in  our  fear  that  if  a case  had 
happened  in  the  Metropolitan  Market,  we  should 
have  had  it  all  over  England  directly  ? — There 
can  be  no  doubt  about  that. 

1563.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  with 
regard  to  sheep  scab?  — I think  the  present 
regulations  would  be  quite  sufficient  if  they  were 
carried  out. 


1564.  But  arc  they  carried  out?— No,  they  are 
not. 

1565.  The  local  authorities  not  thinking  them 
of  sufficient  importance  ? — Apparently  not. 

1566.  With  reference  to  sheep  scab,  should 
you  consider  it  as  destructive  a disease  as  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — It  is  not  a fatal  dis- 
ease, but  it  produces  considerable  loss  of  condi- 
tion owing  to  the  irritation  it  causes ; it  is  a local 
affection  due  to  the  presence  of  acari  on  the  skin. 

1567.  It  is  pretty  easily  cured,  is  it  not? — 
Yes,  it  is. 

1568.  With  rcgaial  to  the  treatment  of  diseases, 
you  say  that  sheep  scab  is  easily  cured ; tbe  foot 
and  mouth  disease  is  easily  cured,  is  it  not? — The 
foot  and  mouth  disease  is  far  better  left  alone,  as 
I stilted  in  the  report. 

1569.  It  comes  to  an  end  naturally?  — It 
usually  terminates  favourably  when  not  inter- 
fered with. 

1570.  But  pleuro-pncumonia  almost  defies  your 
skill? — A certain  pcr-centage  have  recovered 
under  the  most  opposite  systems  of  treatment, 
and  a larger  pcr-ccntagc  have  recovered  without 
any  treatment  at  all. 

1571.  And  ivith  regard  to  the  cattle  plague, 
the  medical  profession  are  almost  unanimous  that 
nothing  but  killing  tlie  animal  would  put  an  end 
to  the  disease  ? — Decidedly,  with  regard  to  the 
extirpation  of  the  disease. 

1572.  With  regard  to  the  slaughter  of  animals 
at  the  lauding  port ; in  the  first  place,  am  I right 
in  supposing  that  the  arrangements  at  Deptford 
for  the  slaughter  of  animals  coining  from  sche- 
duled countries  to  the  port  of  London  ave  very 
good  indeed  ? — Decidedly,  they  are  very  good. 

1573.  You  would  not  suggest  any  alteration 
there  ? — Not  in  the  arrangement  of  the  market, 
certainly. 

1574.  With  regard  to  the  outpovts,  would  you 
make  the  same  remark  with  regal'd  to  them? — In 
nearly  all  the  outporta  the  arrangements  are  very 
incomplete. 

1575.  What  do  you  think  an  outport  ought  to 
be  required  to  do  with  regard  to  animals  which 
conic  from  scheduled  countries,  which  have  to  he 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing,  or  rather 
within  the  defined  area  at  the  port  of  landing? — 

I think  they  ought  to  provide  proper  landing 
places,  which  should  be  perfectly  isolated  from 
the  other  landing  places  in  the  same  port ; they 
should  have  proper  lairs  for  the  reception  of  ani- 
mals, and  sufficient  slaughter-house  accommo- 
dation, and  means  for  the  destruction  or  burial  of 
carcases. 

1576.  And  in  addition,  that  the  defined  area 
should  he  easily  isolated  from  the  other  parts  ot 
the  port  ? — Certainly. 

1577.  As  regards  cargoes  which  arrive  infected 
with  cattle  plague,  there  were  one  or  two  ports, 
I believe,  in  wliicli  there  was  no  means  of  slaugh- 
tering them  upon  the  land? — There  were  no 
means  of  slaughtering  them  at  Hull  and  at  Leith. 

1578.  Why  could  they  not  he  landed  at  Hull 
and  there  slaughtered? — The  ship  came  into  the 
dock,  which  was  crowded  with  vessels  at  the  time, 
and  in  order  to  get  them  to  any  place  where  they 
could  be  slaughtered,  they  must  have  been  taken 
into  the  streets  of  the  town. 

1579.  Which  would  have  been  very  danger- 
ous?— Decidedly;  it  would  have  been  very 
dangerous. 

1580.  There  were  no  means  of  burying  them 
within  the  defined  area,  was  there  ? — There  were 
no  means  at  all,  and  no  ground  available. 

1581.  The 
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1531.  The  pier  upon  which  they  were  landed 
beinf  a stone  pier  ? — They  were  not  lauded ; they 
were  kept  iu  the  boat. 

1582.  The  pier  upon  which  they  would  have 
been  landed  ? — They  must  have  been  landed  upon 
the  dock  wall. 

1583.  Did  it  occur  to  you  that  it  might  have 
been  the  best  way  to  burn  them  ? — 1 suggested 
that,  but  there  were  no  means  of  burning  them. 

I also  suggested  that  they  should  be  taken  out 
in  the  same  vessel  and  then  have  some  pig-iron 
tied  to  their  legs  and  turned  overboard,  but  the 
Customs  collector  refused  to  allow  the  vessel  to 
be  moved ; it  was  in  the  defined  part,  and  the 
cattle  could  not  be  moved,  and  the  owners  of  the 
iron  were  not  willing  to  sacrifice  the  iron,  as  it 
bad  been  already  sold. 

1584.  What  was  done? — It  was  decided  to 
slaughter  them  on  board,  put  them  iu  old  lighters, 
and  take  them  out  to  sea,  in  accordance  with  the 
order,  more  than  three  miles  from  the  British 
coast,  and  sink  them,  and  a firm  in  Hull  under- 
took to  carry  that  out,  under  the  direction  of 
the  local  authority. 

1585.  Do  you  know  whether  any  attempt  was 
made,  by  ripping  up  the  animala,  to  make  it  easier 
for  them  to  sink? — i believe  not. 

1586.  However,  although  the  carcases  were 
washed  ashore,  you  do  not  suppose  any  infection 
was  thereby  communicated? — It  is  a matter  of 
absolute  certainty  that  no  tiling  of  the  kind 
occurred.  When  I became  aware  of  the  fact  of 
bodies  having  been  turned  adrift  I stated  that 
there  need  be  no  great  apprehension,  as  our  pre- 
vious experience  did  not  lead  us  to  anticipate 
any  evil  results. 

1587.  The  sea  wafer  being  a disinfectant? — 
And  the  further  fact  that  the  cattle  were  thrown 
up  on  the  beach,  where  no  cattle  would  be  in  the 
habit  of  grazing. 

1588.  But  sea  water  is  a disinfectant? — De- 
cidedly it  is  a disinfectant. 

1589.  What  you  think  an  outport  ought  to 
provide  is,  first,  a lairage  for  the  animals  which 
come  from  the  scheduled  countries ; and,  secondly, 
the  means  of  slaughtev  within  the  defined  area ; 
and,  thirdly,  the  means  of  disposing  of  the 
diseased  carcases? — I think  so  certainly. 

1590.  And  there  ought  to  be  great  care  that 
there  should  be  no  communication  between  the 
defined  area  and  the  other  parts  of  the  port  ?-  - 
Certainly. 

1591.  We  have  heard  a good  deal  about  Hull ; 
was  there  much  danger  of  communication  there? 
—According  to  the  present  arrangement,  English 
cattle  can  be  landed  at  the  Corporation  Pier,  and 
the  foreign  cattle  at  the  Minerva  Pier,  which  is 
close  to  it ; there  is  not  a hundred  yards  between 
them.  The  defined  part  is  not  bounded  by  any 
positive  lines,  but  merely  by  imaginary  lines 
drawn  along  streets,  and  the  animals  are  obliged 
to  travel  some  considerable  distance,  in  order  to 
get  first  to  the  depot  in  Bath-place,  where  they 
are  detained  12  hours,  and  then  to  the  various 
butchers’  slaughter-houses  within  the  defined  part. 

1592.  Do  you  know  the  number  of  ports  at 
which  scheduled  animals  are  allowed  to  arrive  in 
Great  Britain;  I make  it  18  English,  and  three 
Scotch ; is  that  correct  ? — That  is  correct. 

1593.  Are  there  any  of  those  ports  in  which 
there  are  such  arrangements  as  you  desire?— 
lhere  are  none  in  which  the  arrangements  are 
absolutely  perfect,  hut  there  are  some  which  do 
possess  the  facilities  which  I consider  necessary, 
to  some  extent. 

0.58. 


1594.  You  mean  that  naturally  they  possess  Professor 
them  ? — Naturally,  mainly  ; and  there  are  none  in  G.  T.  Bimui. 

which  any  special  arrangements  of  a sufficient  

kind  have  been  made.  so  March 

1595.  Would  it  not  require  those  ports  to  go  3^73- 
to  great  expense  to  carry  out  those  arrange- 
ments?— Undoubtedly;  very  great  expense 
indeed. 

1596.  Arc  you  prepared  to  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  you  think,  that  unless  these  arrangements 
are  carried  out,  the  scheduled  animals  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  arrive  at  their  ports  ? — No ; I will 
go  so  far  as  to  say,  that  unless  they  are  carried 
out  we  incur  the  risk  of  the  introduction  of  the 
cattle  plague  every  time  animals  affected  with  that 
disease  are  landed  in  those  ports. 

1597.  But,  after  all,  the  risk  canuot  be  con- 
sidered very  great,  because  we  have  the  power  of 
prohibiting  the  import  of  cattle  from  any  country 
in  which  cattle  plague  exists? — Decidedly  the 
risk  is  not  very  great. 

1598.  Do  you  not  think  that,  measuring  the. 
cost  and  inconvenience  against  the  risk,  it  is  a 
matter  which  we  ought  to  enforce  ? — If  I took  a 
commercial  view  of  the  matter,  I should  say  cer- 
tainly not ; but,  speaking  medically,  I should  be 
bound  to  say  that  any  cost  would  be  well  ex- 
pended in  preventing  the  introduction  of  disease. 

1599.  If  I were  to  ask  you,  as  a veterinary 
professor,  what  course,  iu  your  opinion,  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  disease,  you  would  consider  that 
the  question  of  cost  was  not  involved  in  your 
reply  ? — I always  take  that  view  of  the  matter. 

1600.  With  regal'd  to  the  conveyance  of 
animals  in  ships  and  on  railways,  you ' are  well 
aware  of  the  transit  orders  which  have  been 
issued  by  the  department? — I am. 

1601.  And  in  fulfilment  of  your  duty,  you  have 
more  or  less  tried  to  find  out  to  what  extent  they 
were  put  in  force  ? — I have  been  specially  en- 
gaged upon  several  occasions  in  examining  into 
that  question. 

1602.  As  regards  the  vessels  engaged  in  the 
foreign  trade  in  the  port  of  London,  do  you  think 
that  those  orders  have  been  carried  out  ? — I have 
every  reason  to  belive  that  they  were  carried  out 
at  the  time  I was  engaged  in  the  inquiry. 

1603.  When  you  give  so  guarded  an  answer, 
do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  orders  have  not  been 
carried  out  since? — No ; I did  not  mean  to  imply 
that. 

1604.  The  ships  conveying  cattle  to  the  port 
of  London  are  generally  fitted  up  for  the  cattle 
trade  only,  arc  they  not  ? — Generally  so. 

1605.  Would  you  consider  that  they  have 
now  paid  considerable  attention  to  the  comfort  of 
the  animals  in  bringing  them  over  ?— I think,  so 
far  as  it  is  possible  to  fit  up  ships  for  that  pur- 
pose, they  have  done  it,  excepting  in  the  one 
matter  of  ventilation. 

1606.  The  ventilation  is  still  very  bad  in  the 
holds,  is  it  not? — Very  bad  indeed. 

1607.  Do  you  think  you  could  remedy  that 
without  any  great  cost? — I think  it  would  require 
very  considerable  engineering  skill  to  fit  up  proper 


apparatus.  . 

1608.  Has  there  been  any  improvement  with 

regard  to  that.?— There  has ‘been  some  improve- 
ment by  the  introduction  of  some  fresh  wind  sails, 
but  the  atmosphere  in  the  bolds  is  always  very 
bad  indeed.  . 

1609.  Do  they  bring  many  animals  upon  the 
deck  ? — To  some  extent,  during  some  seasons. 

1610.  Not  during  the  winter  ?— No;  not  during 
the  winter. 

H 3 1611.  There 
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1611.  There  are  one  or  two  days  in  the  week 
in  which  cattle  ships  generally  arrive,  are  there 
not,  ?— They  arrive  generally  for  the  Thursday 
market  upon  Tuesday  and  W ednesday,  and  for  the 
Monday  market  on  the  Saturday  or  Sunday. 

1612.  Coming  from  Hamburg,  how  long  is  the 
voyage  upon  the  average  ? — To  London,  I think 
it  takes  about  40  hours. 

1613.  And  what  provision  is  made  in  the  first 

place  for  water  for  the  animals? — They  are 
watered  by  means  of  buckets  which  are  carried 
round.  . 

1614.  And  food  ?— Bundles  of  compressed  hay 
are  carried  on  board,  and  they  are  distributed 
among  the  animals. 

1615.  Upon  an  average  voyage  would  an  ani- 
mal be  likely  to  eat  much  during  48  hours  ? — 
Animals  seldom  eat  much  during  the  first  24 
hours,  and  in  rough  weather  it  is  the  experience 
of  owners  of  Spanish  ships  that  the  cattle  will  not 
eat  anything  for  four  or  five  days. 

1616.  How  long  is  the  Spanish  trip?— Four  or 

five  days.  . 

1617.  In  spite  of  that  the  Spanish  animals 
generally  arrive  in  good  condition? — fn  good 
condition  ; but  they  are  remarkably  tranquil  ani- 
mals, and  come  in  small  numbers. 

1618.  Do  they  arrive  in  ships  built  specially 
for  that  purpose  ? — They  generally  arrive  in  ships 
as  part  cargo,  but  they  are  well  fitted  for  the  pur- 
pose. 

1619.  Do  you  think  that  animals  are  apprecia- 
bly in  a worse  condition  for  sale  if  they  come  in 
rough  weather  than  in  tolerable  weather? — They 
are  certainly  in  a much  worse  condition  at  the 
time  they  are  landed. 

1620.  We  tried  to  prevent  over-crowding,  were 
we  at  all  successful  in  that  ? — It  is  very  difficult 
to  decide  what  over-crowding  really  is,  because 
unless  the  animals  are  placed  close  together  they 
suffer  considerably  more  in  consequence. 

1621.  If  one  of  them  tumbles  down,  the  others 
tread  upon  it? — That  is  so. 

1622.  The  Danish  animals  come  over  in  most 
comfort,  I believe  ? — Yes,  they  are  always  well 
treated. 

1623.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  there  is  always  a 
good  deal  of  saud  in  the  holds  in  which  they  are, 
and  that  they  imbed  themselves  in  the  sand  ? — 
Y G8, 1 believe  so. 

1624.  As  to  disinfecting  vessels,  we  found  it 
necessary  to  issue  rather  a stringent  order  with 
regard  to  that,  did  we  not? — Yes. 

1625.  Have  those  orders  been  e armed  out 
by  the  foreign  vessels  coming  into  the  port  of 
London?— When  I made  the  inquiiy,  I found 
that  they  were  carrying  out  the  arrangements 
satisfactorily,  and  I have  no  evidence  since  that 
time  which  would  lead  me  to  doubt  it;  there  is 
no  reason  why  they  should  not. 

1626.  Going  to  another  subject,  we  tried  to 
make  some  regulations  with  regard  to  landing,  to 
make  that  less  accompanied  with  hardship  to  the 
animals;  do  you  think  that  those  regulations 
were  successful  with  regard  to  animals  coming 
from  foreign  countries  to  London? — L do  not 
think  that  any  very  great  change  has  taken  place, 
but  usually  there  is  no  more  force  used  than  is 
absolutely  necessary.  I had  also  to  inquire 
specially  into  that  subject,  and  I have  stood  on 
the  bridge  while  the  drovers  have  been  landing 
pigs,  and  I have  rather  had  to  admire  the  very 
great  patience  with  which  the  men  bore  the  annoy- 
ances to  which  they  were  subjected;  it  is  a very 
trying  process. 


1627.  I will  leave  the  port  of  London  and  *0 
to  the  outports,  still  keeping  to  the  foreign  trade- 
do  you  think  much  has  been  done  with  those 
ships? — Excepting  in  the  direction  of  rcakiuo- 
certain  fittings  in  order  to  comply  with  the  terms 
of  the  order ; I do  not  think  that  anythin*  has 
been  done. 

1628.  Is  it  the  case  at  Hull  and  Newcastle  * 
and  most  of  the  northern  ports,  all  the  cattle  come 
over  in  ships  which  bring  a large  quantity  of 
other  cargo?—  Quite  so. 

1629.  Would  that  apply  to  cattle  coming  to 
Harwich? — It  does  apply  to  cattle  comin*  to 
Harwich,  but  the  ships  running  to  that  port  are 
remarkably  well  arranged. 

1630.  The  voyage  is  short,  is  it  not? — Yes;  it 
is  12  or  14  hours. 

1631.  Leaving  the  foreign  import,  have  you 
any  remark  to  make  with  regard  to  the  Irish  im- 
port ; in  the  first  place,  do  you  think  there  has 
been  much,  attempt  to  prevent  overcrowding  in 
the  Irish  vessels  ? — As  far  as  I have  seen,  "the 
animals  on  the  boats  which  run  into  Bristol  are 
always  very  comfortably  placed ; the  fittings  are 
excellent  upon  all  the  ships. 

1632.  Have  you  seen  the  vessels  arriving  at 
Bristol  ? — No,  I have  not  seen  the  vessels 
arriving  at  Liverpool. 

1633.  Nor  Holyhead? — Nor  Holyhead. 

1634.  What  size  are  the  vessels  coming  into 
Liverpool  ? — 1 can  state  precisely  from  my  notes, 
but  I forget  exactly ; I should  think  something 
like  800  tons- 

1635.  From  what  ports  do  they  come? — From 
Waterford  and  Cork  chiefly. 

1636.  What  is  the  length  of  the  voyage  from 
Waterford? — From  18  to  20  hours. 

1637.  With  regard  to  Irish  import,  do  you  , 
think  means  have  been  taken  to  disinfect  vessels? 

— There  has  been  some  difficulty  with  regard  fo 
the  application  of  the  lime-wash  to  the  sides  of 
the  bulwarks,  because  they  are  always  painted 
in  those  ships,  and  the  captain  docs  not  like  them 
to  be  smeared  over  with  a lot  of  white-wash;  but 
as  far  as  I have  seen  at  Bristol,  they  have  always 
been  thoroughly  well  cleansed. 

1638.  You  have  not  much  fault  to  find  with  the 
vessels  engaged  in  the  Irish  cattle  trade,  as  far 
as  you  have  scon  them  ? — As  far  as  l have  seen 
them,  referring  particularly  to  those  coming  to 
Bristol. 

1639.  With  regard  to  the  transit  by  railway, 
you  had  to  see  that  our  order  for  furnishing 
water  has  been  complied  with  ? — It  has  been  com- 
plied with  in  most  of  the  stations  that  are  enu- 
merated. 

1640.  The  water  has  been  provided,  but  do 
you  think  it  has  been  of  much  practical  use  in 
providing  that  the  animals  be  watered? — Very 
little  indeed. 

1641.  Why  is  that? — Because  the  drovers 
have  a very  great  objection  to  allow  them  to  drink 
at  all ; they  generally  drive  them  away  from  the 
water. 

1642.  Do  you  think  the  drovers  have  any 
reason  for  that  ? — I have  no  doubt  that  for  the 
safe  transit  of  animals  they  are  much  better 
without  food  and  water. 

1643.  For  how  long  ? — For,  say  12  hours. 

1644.  But  the  transit  in  many  cases  is  much 

longer? — Yes;  certainly  in  the  case  of  animals 
coming  from  Aberdeen.  „ , 

1645.  Would  the  animals  be  watered  ana  fed 

before  they  left  Aberdeen  ? — They  certainly 
ought  to  be.  . 

1646.  Are 
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1646.  Are  not  animals  frequently  sided  and 
fed  in  the  siding?— That  is  done  sometimes. 

1647.  If  they  remain  at  the  sidings  for  some 
time,  is  water  given  to  them  ? — These  which  are 
placed  in  the  station  yards  where  the  water 
troughs  are,  may  take  it  themselves  if  they  de- 
sired ; but  excepting  under  very  rare  conditions, 
no  one  takes  water  to  them, 

1648.  Many  people  suppose  that  there  is  great 
suffering  from  the  want  of  water  at  present,  not- 
withstanding our  order  for  water  to  be  supplied ; 
do  you  think  that  is  the  cas;1,  or  not  ? — I believe 
it  to  be  the  case  in  hot  weather,  when  animals 
require  a large  quantity  of  water. 

1649.  Can  you  make  any  suggestion  with  re- 
gard to  that  ? — I do  not  think,  unless  some  ar- 
rangement can  be  made  for  watering  animals  at 
particular  places  while  they  are  upon  the  trucks, 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  insure  a supply  on 
the  journey. 

1650.  At  present,  are  you  aware  that  the  order 
is  that  the  railway  companies  have  to  provide  the 
water ; that  the  person  in  charge  of  the  cattle  is 
liable  to  a fine  if  he  does  not  ask  the  railway 
company  to  provide  the  water  after  a certain 
time,  and  that  the  railway  company  is  liable  to  a 
fine  if  they  do  not  give  water  when  asked  for ; 
now  it  has  been  suggested  that  railway  compa- 
nies should  be  made  responsible  not  only  for  pro- 
viding water,  but  for  giving  it  to  the  animals  ? — 
I think  it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult  to  carry 
that  into  effect. 

1651.  With  regard  to  the  proposal  to  water  the 
animals  in  the  trucks,  do  you  think  that  that  is 
possible? — There  is  no  arrangement  which  I have 
yet  seen  which  will  effect  that  object  satisfac- 
torily. 

1652.  There  have  been  plans  for  supplying 
the  animals  with  water  during  the  transit  ? — 
Yes;  only  that  would  involve  complicated  ar- 
rangements, or  a totally  new  rolling  stock,  which 
is  out  of  the  question. 

1653.  Some  persons  have  suggested  that  the 
animals  should  be  untrucked  and  taken  out 


between  Aberdeen  and  London,  say  at  Carlisle 
do  you  think  that  would  be  possible  ? — I think 
that  with  the  present  arrangements  of  the  railway 
system  it  would  be  perfectly  impracticable. 

1654.  And  it  would  involve  the  difficulties  of 
getting  them  back  to  the  truck  ? — Quite  so. 

1655.  What  is  the  average  time  that  a cattle 
train  takes  in  coming  from  Aberdeen  to  Lon- 
don ? — About  36  hours. 

1656.  Do  you  know  how  long  it  takes  from 
Holyhead  to  Norwich  ? — I am  not  aware. 

1657.  We  issued  rather  strict  orders  as  to  the 
disinfection  of  railway  trucks ; do  yon  think  they 
are  carried  out  ? — Only  to  a very  imperfect 
extent. 

1658.  We  have  asked  you,  as  far  as  you  could 
do  it  consistently  with  the  performance  of  your 
other  duties,  to  see  to  the  carrying  out  of  those 
orders,  but  Lsuppose  it  has  been  impossible  for 
you  to  see  to  the  carrying  out  of  them  ? — It  would 
be  quite  impossible  ; where  they  have  been  able, 
the  companies  have  always  been  quite  ready  to 
fall  in  with  them ; at  some  stations  they  have  ap- 
pointed men  to  disinfect  the  trucks,  but  I have 
not  found  the  trucks  any  better  disinfected  in 
consequence. 

1659.  Have  any  obstructions  been  thrown 
in  your  way  by  the  railway  companies?  — No. 

1660.  Dr.  Williams  thought  that  special  in- 
spectors would  be  required,  or  else  a larger  number 
of  inspectors,  so  that  they  would  be  able  to  give 
some  time  to  this  duty;  do  you  agree  with  that ? 
— I do. 

1661.  Is  it  quite  impossible  for  the  present 
staff  of  inspectors  to  see  that  the  transit  orders 
arc  carried  out  ?— It  is  quite  impossible. 

1662.  That  would  apply  especially  to  the  im- 
port of  Irish  cattle,  and  to  the  railway  traffic? — 
Yes. 

1663.  When  I say  it  would  apply  especially 
to  that,  the  reason  why  it  would  not  apply  so  much 
to  foreign  cattle  is,  that  the  inspectors  appointed 
to  examine  the  animals  can  to  some  extent  see 
to  it? — Yes. 
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MEMBERS  PRESENT : 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Olay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Monsell. 


Lord  Eobcrt  Montagu. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  liidley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson 
Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  George  Thomas  Brown,  called  in ; and  further  Examined. 


1664.  Chairman.']  Amongst  the  questions  put 
to  you  on  the  former  day,  I asked  you  whether 
you  would  not  think  it  desirable  to  strike  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  out  of  the  Act  if  it  was 
found  inexpedient  to  apply  much  more  stringent 
measures  than  at  present  exist  for  its  prevention; 
do  you  wish  to  qualify  your  answer  at  all  to  that 
question  ? — I should  leave  the  disease  in  the  Act 
in  order  that,  in  the  event  of  a person  exposing  a 
diseased  animal  in  a fair  or  market,  or  upon  the 
public  way,  he  might  be  dealt  with. 

1665.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  leave  the  57th 
and  58th  sections  in  the  Act  as  they  stand  affect- 
ing the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  you  would 
take  away  any  power  given  by  that  Act  to  make 
further  orders  ? — That  is  what  1 should  do. 

1666.  I asked  you  whether  you  had  seen 
vessels  arriving  at  Liverpool,  especially  in  refe- 
rence to  whether  you  were  aware  that  they 
were,  or  were  not,  properly  disinfected ; and  you 
stated  in  reply  that  you  had  not  seen  any  auimal 
arriving,  but  had  you  auy  means  of  knowing 
whether  the  vessels  are  disinfected  or  not  ? — I 
am  aware,  from  my  own  observations  of  the 
vessels  which  were  on  the  point  of  departure 
from  Liverpool,  and  also  from  the  reports  of  our 
inspectors,  that  the  orders  relating  to  disinfection 
are  not  carried  out  there. 

1667.  Although  you  have  not  seen  vessels 
arriving,  you  have  seen  them  go  out,  I believe  ? 
— I have  .seen  them  about  to  go  out: 

1668.  You  mean  that  they  were  not  disin- 
fected when  they  return  ? — According  to  the  in- 
spector’s account  they  were  not  disinfected  when 
they  return,  and  according  to  my  own  observa- 
tions, they  were  not  disinfected  before  they  left. 

1669.  You  know  from  your  own  observation 
that  they  were  not  disinfected  at  the  time  they 
left  Livei’pool  upon  the  return  voyage  1 — They 
were  not. 

1670.  You  merely  speak  from  what  you  heard 
from  your  inspectors  of  their  belief  that  they  were 
not  disinfected,  either  during  the  voyage  back  to 
Ireland  or  before  they  left  Ireland? — In  addition 
to  that,  we  have  the  statement  of  the  different 


companies,  that  it  is  not  possible  for  disinfection 
to  be  carried  out. 

1671.  Mr.  Dent..]  Do  I understand  that  vessels 
bringing  Irish  store  stock  to  Liverpool  are  never 
disinfected? — Not  unless  some  alteration  lias 
been  recently  made  in  consequence  of  the  corre- 
spondence which  has  taken  place. 

1672.  Chairman.]  You  think  the  disinfection 
is  done  at  Bristol? — In  the  vessels  I have  men- 
tioned it  k done  fairly,  but  not  exactly  in  accord- 
ance with  our  orders. 

1673.  Was  the  same  objection  made  by  the 
owners  of  the  Bristol  vessels? — The  captains  of 
the  vessels  made  that  objection,  but  after  having 
at  my  suggestion  tried  the  system,  they  found 
that  it  could  be  carried  out. 

1674.  Do  you  know  whether  that  fact  has 
been  stated  to  the  Liverpool  captains  and  owners? 
— I believe  an  extract  from  my  report  has  been 
sent  to  them,  and  I think  one  or  two  of  the  com- 
panies have  agreed  to  carry  out  the  system, 

1675.  I asked  you,  on  the  last.  occasion, 
whether  there  was  cruelty  in  the  landing  of  ani- 
mals, especially  in  London,  and  you  said  that 
you  thought  that  no  more  force  was  used  than 
was  necessary ; am  I to  understand  that  you 
think  there  is  no  cruelty  in  that  matter?— From 
my  own  observation  I cannot  refer  to  any  instance 
of  cruelty  perpetrated,  but  from  what  I have 
been  told  by  others  I have  no  doubt  that,  in 
many  cases,  a great  deal  of  unnecessary  pain  is  in- 
flicted upon  the  animals ; but  I may  add  it  would 
natuvally  happen  that  the  presence  of  any  one  in 
authority  would  have  a deterrent  effect  upon  the 
men  who  were  in  charge  of  the  animals. 

1676.  Do  you  think  there  i3  less  cruelty 
than  there  was? — I think  that,  in  reference  to 
the  accommodation  for  animals  on  board  ship>> 
there  is  less  than  there  was,  but  I do  not  thin' 
there  is  much  difference  in  the  treatment  win 
they  meet  with  at  the  hands  of  the  drovers. 

1677.  Do  you  think  that  anything  short  01 

some  public  official  being  present  at  the  landn^ 
would  check  ii  ? — I do  not  think  anything  snoi 
of  that  would  check  it.  . 

1678.  You  stated  that  you  thought  that  tun  u 

J was 
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was  no  overcrowding  of  cattle  upon  the  Bristol 
ships.  Bo  you  apply  that  answer  to  the  Irish 
import  generally  ? — I believe  it  is  exceedingly 
difficult  to  decide  what  really  is  overcrowding. 
W e have  had  a complaint  recently  of  overcrowd- 
ing on  hoard  one  of  the  Bristol  ships,  in  which 
case  a large  number  of  animals  were  lost  during 
the  passage.  On  the  following  day  another  ship 
came  in  and  a number  of  animals  were  lost  on 
board  that  ship,  but  the  inspector  specially  re- 
marked that  the  animals  on  that  ship  were  not 
overcrowded ; the  company  were  written  to,  and 
in  defence  they  urged  that,  in  the  first  case  the 
animals  were  not  inconveniently  packed,  but  that 
they  had  died  in  consequence  of  the  severe 
weather;  and  they  further  stated,  that  on  board 
the  second  vessel  which  our  inspector  admitted 
was  not  overcrowded,  the  deaths  were  exactly 
twice  the  number  . of  those  which  had  occurred  on 
board  the  first  vessel.  That  answer,  I believe, 
was  considered  so  complete,  that  we  took  no  fur- 
ther steps  in  the  matter. 

1679.  I asked  you  with  regard  to  the  transit 
of  cattle  by  railway,  especially  with  regard  to 
providing  them  with  water,  and  whether  you 
thought  it  advisable  to  make  a change  in  the 
law  by  which  the  railway  companies  would  be 
compelled  not  only  to  provide  the  water  but  to 
take  care  that  the  animal  was  watered,  and  you 
stated  in  reply  that  you  thought  it  would  be 
exceedingly  difficult  to  carry  that  into  effect.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  you  think  it  would  be  im- 
possible ? — I do  not  think  it  would  be  impos- 
sible, but  I imagine  that,  the  companies  would 
meet  with  considerable  opposition  very  frequently 
from  the  persons  in  charge  of  the  cattle. 

1680.  You  mean  to  say  that  a company  would 
be  able  to  allege  against  such  an  order,  not  merely 
that  it  was  the  business  of  the  person  in  charge 
to  look  after  the  animals  rather  than  their  busi- 
ness, but  that  the  person  in  charge  would  oppose 
its  being  done? — I believe  that  would  be  the 
case. 

1681.  From  your  knowledge  as  a veterinary 
surgeon  you  surely  do  not  suppose  that  cattle 
ought  to  travel  30  hours  without  water  ? — I do 
not  think,  so  far  as  their  feelings  are  concerned, 
that  they  should,  but  if  I were  to  speak  in  refer- 
ence to  their  sanitary  condition  1 should  say 
that  they  would  be  better  without  water  than 
with  it. 

1 682.  F or  how  long  a time  should  you  think  that 
that  might  be  carried  on ; there  must  be  a point 
at  which  thirst  would  begin  to  tell? — I think  in 
winter  time  they  might  comfortably  go  24  hours 
without. 

1683.  "When  do  you  think  an  animal  would  die 
lor  want  of  water  ? — I think  in  something  like 
six  weeks ; much  would  depend  on  the  quality  of 
the  food. 

1684.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  a-beast  could 
live  for  six  weeks  without  drinking  ? — I am  not 
aware  that  the  experiment  has  ever  been  tried, 
except  in  the  case  of  dogs. 

. How  long  could  they  live  without  eat- 

mg  ? Something  like  a fortnight,  if  food  and 
water  are  altogether  withheld;  much  longer 
it  water  is  given.  I may  say  that  those  experi- 
ments have  been  tried  upon  dogs  with  the  intent 
or  producing  rabies. 

1686.  I should  be  very  sorry  any  experiments 
so  cruel  should  be  tried,  but  I imagine  you  are 
supposing  that  an  animal  gets  green  food  in  the 


place  of  drink? — Yes;  or  turnips,  which  would 
contain  a much  larger  quantity  of  water. 

1687.  Do  sheep  require  water,  more  or  less 
than  cattle?— Very  much  less  indeed;  sheep  on 
pasture  or  turnips,  I suppose,  scarcely  ever  drink 
at  all. 

1688.  If  you  were  a large  caitle  grazier  in 
Scotland  and  you  sent  your  animals  up  to  the 
Islington  Market,  and  you  expected  that  their 
average  journey  would  be,  as  I suppose  it  is  now, 
about  36  hours,  would  you,  or  would  vou  not, 
have  them  watered  upon  the  journey'?— If  it 
could  be  so  arranged  that  the  animals  could  have 
a moderate  quantity  of  water  half  way,  1 should 
prefer  that  they  should  have  it,  bur  I should 
prefer  that  they  should  be  kept  altogether  with- 
out, than  that  they  should  be  allowed  free  access 
to  water  after  some  hours’  abstinence. 

1689.  I can  well  understand  that  there  is  great 
difficulty  in  untrucking  the  animals,  inasmuch  as 
they  might  get  mixed  with  other  animals,  and  that 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  iu  getting  them 
back  again  into  the  trucks,  but  where  is  the  prac- 
tical difficulty  in  water  being  taken  to  each  side 
of  the  truck  ?— I believe  it  could  be  done  if  there 
were  a sufficient  number  of  men  engaged  in  the 
work  at  certain  stations. 

1690.  Supposing  they  came  up  from  Scotland, 
either  upon  the  east  or  west  side,  there  would 
be  a large  station  on  which  they  mio-ht  be 
sided  and  watered,  at  Carlisle,  for  instance,  upon 
the  one  side,  and  Newcastle  upon  the  other  side, 
would  it  be  a very  costly  matter  to  have  water 
provided  in  troughs,  and  put  by  the  sides  of  the 
carriages? — I believe  the  cost  has  been  calcu- 
lated, it  would  not  be  very  considerable. 

1691.  Do  you  think  it  is  a cost  which  the 
grazier  would  much  complain  at  having  to  pay? 
— I think  that  the  graziers  would  very  much 
complain  if  they  had  to  pay  any  additional  rate  of 
transit,  as  they  complain  already  that  they  are 
charged  too  much. 

1692.  But  supposing  that  the  graziers  are  now 
paying  the  market  value  for  the  mere  carriage 
of  the  animal ; I suppose  that  the  railway  com- 
pany would  naturally  demand  more  if  the  car- 
riage of  the  animals  was  made  more  expensive  ? 
— They  would  do  so. 

1693.  The  real  difficulty  in  the  matter  would 
be  that  a grazier  would  not  be  inclined  to  pay 
the  additional  cost? — From  what  I have  heard,  1 
believe  he  would  not. 

1694.  You  think  that  that  would  apply  quite 
as  much  if  it  was  a positive  distinct  charge  for 
watering,  supposing  he  was  obliged  to  pay  the 
charge  ? — I believe  there  would  be,  iu  addition  to 
the  charge,  a certain  amount  of  loss  from  the 
delay,  because  animals  coming  from  a journey 
would  not  go  to  a trough  and  drink  immediately, 
if  they  were  ever  so  thirsty,  and  they  will  not 
drink  from  a bucket  at  any  time,  unless  they 
have  been  accustomed  to  it. 

1695.  Have  you  seen  buckets  and  other  means 
employed  ? — Yes;  and  the  best  I have  seen  is  a 
moveable  trough,  which  could  be  lifted  up  and 
down  by  long  levers. 

1696.  Was  that  Mr.  Head’s  plan? — I forget 
the  name  of  the  inventor. 

1697.  Was  that  the  plan  that  was  tried  upon 
the  Great  Northern  ? — No ; that  system  was  not 
tried.  The  plan  that  you  refer  to  was  the  plan 
of  watering  the  animals  in  the  trucks,  and  it  was 
found  not  to  succeed ; in  fact,  the  animals  would 
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not  drink  whilst  they  were  in  the  act  of  moving, 
but  this  plan  that  I am  speaking  of  was  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  them  water  when  they  were 
drawn  up  at  the  siding.  The  troughs  would 
stand  at  some  distance  from  the  siding,  upon 
swing  arms. 

1698.  Is  there  not  a good  deal  of  hardship  to 
animals  that  are  sided  and  left  at  the  siding  of 
stations  ? — I believe  there  is. 

1699.  That  would  not  apply  to  any  lame 
quantity  of  animals,  I suppose ; but  it  would 
apply  in  several  cases  to  small  numbers,  coming 
from  comparatively  small  stations  ? — It  occurs 
sometimes  at  large  stations,  where  there  is  a great 
deal  of  traffic  upon  the  line,  when  the  animals 
may  be  kept  for  many  hours  in  one  place. 

1700.  Do  you  think  that  it  will  be  advisable 
to  have  any  enactment  by  which  the  railway 
company  should  be  liable  to  a fine,  or  to  some 
other  penalty,  if  they  left  the  animals  sided  be- 
yond a certain  length  of  time?— I think  it  will 
he  desirable  to  do  something  which  should  cause 
the  railway  companies  to  facilitate  the  transit  of 
animals  on  long  journeys. 

1701.  Do  you  know  that  it  has  been  frequently 
pressed  by  the  grazing  interest  that  the  railway 
companies  should  be  compelled  to  complete  the 
journey  within  a certain  time,  or  to  pay  a certain 
fine  ? — I think,  if  the  scheme  is  practicable,  it  is 
certainly  very  desirable  that  it  should  be  carried 
out. 

1702.  Do  you  think  it  is  practicable?— Giving 
an  opinion  without  any  knowledge  of  railway 
management,  I should  say  it  is. 

1703.  But  as  a professor,  you  would  say  it  is 
advisable  ? — I should  say  it  is  advisable. 

1704.  "With  regard  to  making  cattle  comfort- 
able in  transit  by  land,  it  is  entirely  a matter  of 
cost,  is  it  not? — Entirely  a matter  of  cost. 

1705.  Would  you  say  the  same  in  reference  to 
sea  travelling  ? — Only  to  some  extent ; I be- 
lieve much  more  comfort  might  be  obtained  by 
lessening  the  number  of  animals  which  a vessel 
is  allowed  to  carry,  but  I believe  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  make  animals  comfortable  at  sea 
under  any  circumstances. 

1706.  And  nothing  which  they  can  do  could 
guard  against  the  chance  of  a rough  passage  ? — 
Nothing. 

1707.  Do  you  think  the  present  hardship,  or 
cruelty,  or  whatever  we  term  it,  has  any  influence 
in  causing  infectious  disease? — I am  convinced 
that  it  has  no  influence  whatever. 

1708.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  sometimes  caused  by  it? — In 
my  own  mind  I am  satisfied  it  has  no  effect  in 
producing  the  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

1709.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  animal  is  put 
into  a more  feverish  state,  in  which  it  is  more 
liable  to  become  diseased  ? — From  personal 
observation  I.  may  assert  that  such  hardships 
will  not  cause  contagious  disease. 

1710.  Mr.  Dodson.  1 With  regard  to  the  im- 
portation of  disease  from  Ireland,  you  told  the 
Committee  that  animals  might  catch  the  infec- 
tion on  board,  but  that  they  generally  started 
from  Ireland  with  it ; that  being  so,  if  there  was 
an  efficient  inspection  of  animals  in  Ireland  before 
they  were  put  on  hoard,  and  if  also  the  vessels 
were  kept  strictly  clean,  the  disease  would  be  in 
the  main  prevented  from  being  introduced  into 
England;  is  that  your  opinion? — Yes.  If  it 
were  clearly  understood  that  in  the  event  of 
disease  being  discovered  upon  the  other  side,  all 
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the  animals  should  be  sent  back  again  to  the 
place  they  came  from,  and  not  allowed  to  cross 
the  water. 

1711.  But  should  you  contemplate  sending 
them  back  to  the  places  they  came  from  or  de- 
taining them  ? — My  answer  should  have  been  on 
the  condition  that  they  were  not  allowed  to  be 
imported  into  this  country,  speaking  of  the  whole 
cargo. 

1712.  That  would  involve  providing  places  of 

detention  at  the  ports  of  embarkation  in  Ireland 
would  it  not  ? — It  would,  most  undoubtedly.  ’ 

1713.  At  the  ports  of  landing  in  England  a 
great  difficulty  has  been  found  in  inducing  the 
local  authorities  to  provide  places  of  detention  ? 
— They  have  always  expressed  their  willingness 
to  do  so,  but  they  have  pleaded  complete  in- 
ability on  account  of  want  of  space. 

1714.  Would  not  the  same  difficulty  exist  at 
the  Irish  ports  as  regards  places  of  detention 
before  embarkation  ? — Precisely  the  same. 

1715.  Is  there  any  inspection  now  in  Ireland 
before  the  animals  are  put  on  board  ? — I believe 
they  are  inspected  at  Cork  by  the  constabulary 
and  by  the  veterinary  surgeon  at  Waterford,  and 
also  I believe  at  Wexford  the  constabulary  are 
required  to  inspect  the  cattle,  and  they  are 
allowed  to  call  in  the  aid  of  a veterinary  sur- 
geon if  necessary,  but  the  instructions  specially 
are  that  they  are  only  to  interfere  with  animals 
that  are  actually  diseased. 

1716.  The  inspection  by  the  constabulary  is 
not  worth  much,  I suppose  ? — Unless  the  animal 
is  in  a very  bad  state. 

1717.  How  many  Irish  ports  are  therefrom 
which  embarkation  to  Bristol  takes  place  ? — It  is 
chiefly  from  Cork,  Waterford,  and  Wexford; 
pigs  are  also  sent  from  Dublin. 

1718.  As  regards  the  foot  and  month  disease, 
you  said  that  in  England  you  would  leave  the 
57th  and  58th  clauses  in  force,  hut  that  you 
would  take  away  the  power  to  make  further 
orders  respecting  it? — Yes. 

1719.  Do  you  mean  that  you  would  takeaway 
that  further  power,  both  from  the  Privy  Council 
and  the  local  authorities,  or  only  from  one  of 
them? — I should  take  it  away  from  both,  unless 
I had  the  alternative  system  of  applying  those 
severe  measures  of  which  I spoke  in  my  former 
evidence. 

1720.  Would  you  not  reserve  to  the  Privy 
Council  the  power,  in  case  of  a very  'virulent 
outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  of  making 
some  special  order  ? — I believe  there  is  a special 
clause  which  gives  the  Privy  Council  power  to 
legislate  in  case  of  any  infectious  disease,  I would 
leave  that  clause  as  it  stands. 

1721.  Therefore  there  would  be  special  power? 
— There  would  be. 

1722.  With  regard  to  the  cattle  plague,  you 
said  that  there  should  be  an  authority  to  slaughter 
not  merely  diseased  animals,  and  animals  herded 
with  diseased  animals,  but  a general  power  to 
slaughter  all  animals  in  the  neighbourhood  when 
it  was  deemed  necessaiy  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
the  disease  ? — Yes. 

1723.  Has  not  the  Privy  Council  that  power 
now,  under  Clause  75  ? — I am  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  clause  only  giveB  power  to  slaughter 
animals  which  have  been  herded  with,  or  in  con- 
tact with,  diseased  animals. 

1724.  Clause  75  . is,  that  “ The  Privy  Council 
may  from  time  to  time  make  such  orders  as  they 
think  expedient  for  all  or  any  of  the  following 

purposes 
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purposes  ” ; then  follows  an  enumeration  of  the 
several  purposes,  and  then  comes  this  paragraph, 
« And  generally  any  orders  whatsoever  which 
they  think  it  expedient  to  make  for  the  better 
execution  of  this  Act,  or  for  the  purpose  of  in 
any  manner  preventing  the  introduction  of,  or 
spreading  of,  contagious  or  infectious  disease 
among  animals  in  Great  Britain  (whether  any 
such  orders  are  of  the  same  kind  as  tiie  kinds 
enumerated  in  this  section  or  not)  ” ; would  not 
that  clause  cover  it? — It  appears  to  me  that  the 
clause  only  gives  the  Privy  Council  power  to 
make  an  order  for  the  slaughter  of  animals  which 
had  been  herded  with  diseased  ones. 

1725.  You  went  down  into  Yorkshire  in  the 
case  of  the  recent  outbreak  of  cattle  disease,  did 
you  not  ? — I did. 

1726.  In  order  to  procure  the  slaughter  of  the 
neighbouring  animals  in  that  case,  you  appealed 
to  the  good-will  of  the  people  concerned,  did  you 
not x es ; but  that  was  not  done  until  the 
cattle  plague  had  broken  out  in  one  of  the  herds, 
and  then  it  was  too  late. 

1727.  You  have  been  asked  some  questions 
with  reference  to  the  feeding  and  watering  of 
animals  in  transit ; I suppose  animals  on  the 
Continent  have  to  make  longer  journeys  than 
they  have  in  the  United  Kingdom  ? — Yes,  very 
much  longer. 

1728.  Have  they  any  rules  abroad  with  regard 
to  compulsorily  furnishing  the  animals  with 
water  ? — I believe  not. 

1729.  What  is  the  longest  railway  journey 
abroad  which  animals  ever  take  without  break, 
and  without  being  watered? — I am  not  quite 
clear,  but  I believe  on  the  Canada  railways  the 
animals  are  some  four  or  five  days  on  the 
journey. 

1730.  But  I mean  as  regards  cattle  coming 
from  the  cast  of  Europe? — They  must  neces- 
sarily be  on  the  lino  several  days  coining  from 
the  extreme  east. 

1731.  Are  they  generally  rested  at  certain 
places,  or  not  ? — I believe  they  are  rested  occa- 
sionally, but  I am  not  quite  certain  upon  that 
point. 

1732.  But  you  beliovc  that  there  is  no  law 
under  which  the  animals  are  compulsorily  sup- 
plied with  water  ? — I believe  not. 

1733.  Is  there  any  such  law  in  Canada? — I 
believe  there  is  no  such  law,  but  I understand 
that  after  two  days’  journey  the  animals  are 
rested  for  a day. 

1734.  They  are  untrucked  ? — They  are  un- 
trucked and  rested  for  a whole  day. 

1735.  Do  you  know  what  is  the  practice  in 
the  United  States? — I believe  the  same  practice 
prevails  there. 

1736.  Are  the  animals  untrucked  and  rested 
every  two  days  ? — On  a journey  of  five  days  I 
think  they  would  be  untrucked  once  and  rested 
for  the  greater  part  of  a day ; but  there  is  nothing 
said  about  their  being  watered,  or  fed,  at  any 
other  time  during  the  transit. 

1737.  Did  I understand  you  to  say,  that  that 
wa^  the  practice  upon  the  Continent  of  Europe  ? 
— I am  not  aware  that  it  is. 

1738.  You  were  not  asked  any  questions  with 
regard  to  sheep-pox ; do  you  consider  that  the 
regulations  which  now  exist  with  regard  to  sheep- 
pox  are  satisfactory  ? — They  have  proved  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  the  spread  of  disease,  but  they 
are  not  to  my  mind  sufficiently  stringent. 

1739.  What  additional  stringency  would  you 
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suggest  ? I would  insist  upon  the  slaughter  of 
the  diseased  animals.  • 

1740.  Would  you  put  sheep-pox  in  the  same 
category  as  cattle  plague?— No;  because  I should 
not,  except  under  certain  circumstances,  slaughter 
the  animals  which  had  been  herded  with  the 
diseased  ones. 

1741.  If  sheep-pox  appeared  in  a flock,  would 
you  consider  it  sufficient  to  slaughter  the  diseased 
animals?— If  the  sheep-pox  appeared  in  one 
flock  in  this  country,  I should  without  hesitation 
slaughter  the  whole  flock ; but  if  the  disease  were 
in  the  country  to  any  extent,  I should  slaughter 
the  diseased  animals  immediately  on  the  discovery 
of  the  disease,  and  leave  the  other  animals.  The 
result  of  that  system,  I may  say,  has  been  very 
satisfactory. 

1742.  When  you  say  you  would  leave  the 
other  animals,  you  would,  I presume,  require 
them  to  be  isolated? — They  would  be  placed 
under  the  regulations  which  now  obtain,  that  is 
to  say,  their  movement  from  the  place  where  the 
disease  existed  would  not  be  permitted. 

1743.  Mr.  Kavanagli. ] With  regard  to  your 
answer  as  to  taking  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
opt  of  the  Act,  except  so  far  as  referred  to  Sec- 
tions 57  and  58,  do  not  you  think  that  there  are 
powers  given  by  that  Act  which  could  be  bene- 
ficially used  other  than  those  very  strict  rules 
which  you  mentioned  with  regard  to  slaughter  ? — 
I think  they  would  be  chiefly  the  powers  ex- 
pressed in  those  two  sections,  and  the  further 
one,  which  gives  the  Privy  Council  the  power  to 
make  special  orders  in  the  event  of  their  being 
necessary. 

1744.  Do  you  not  think  that  a strict  district  in- 
spection and  entire  isolation  and  prevention  of 
movement  of  an  animal  from  a diseased  centre, 
would  be  a very  great  preventive  of  the  spread 
of  disease  ? — I do ; but  that  would  involve  the 
system  I previously  referred  to,  the  adoption 
of  those  strict  measures  which  were  in  force 
during  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  slaughter  of  diseased  auimals.  It 
is  only  when  that  system  is  abandoned,  that  I pro- 
pose to  cease  from  all  active  legislation  on  the 
subject. 

1745.  In  one  of  your  answers  on  the  last  day, 
you  said  that  you  believed  that  the  periodical 
variations  in  those  diseases  are  due  to  the  laws 
which  regulate  infectious  diseases  generally ; do 
you  allude  to  the  laws  of  nature  or  to  the  laws 
that  are  to  be  applied  by  the  Government  ? — I 
allude  to  the  natural  laws  which  govern  those 
affections,  and  about  which  we  know  nothing 
whatever.  We  have  no  means  of  ascertaining 
why  a disease  like  small-pox  prevails,  as  it  did 
recently  in  London,  and  why,  under  the  same 
conditions  apparently,  it  gradually  resumed  its 
normal  state. 

1746.  You  stated  that  those  things  are  due  to 
causes  about  which  we  know  nothing,  and  can 
have  no  control  over  ? — Certainly ; I refer  to 
those  great  outbreaks,  and  not  to  the  prevalence 
of  the  disease  during  any  particular  portion  of 
the  year,  which  will  be  found  to  depend  chiefly 
on  the  movements  of  the  animals  in  various  parts 
of  the  country. 

1747.  In  your  next  answer  you  alluded  to  the 
fact  of  the  movement  of  animals  as  having  an 
effect  upon  disease  ? — That,  I believe,  accounts 
for  the  variations  which  are  observed  during  a 
season. 

1748.  Are  not  some  of  those  variations  due  to 
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tlie  influence  of  climate  ; Heat  and  cold,  and  mat- 
ters of  that  sort? — It  does  not  appear  to  be  so; 
I have  seen  the  disease  in  the  midst  of  winter  as 
badly  as  in  the  hottest  months  of  summer. 

1749.  During  what  time  of  the  year  do  you 
consider  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  most  pre- 
valent, from  your  experience? — It  seems  to  attain 
its  maximum  in  the  summer  months,  when  ani- 
mals are  put  out  into  pasture,  where  they  natu- 
rally come  into  contact  with  each  other. 

1750.  You  attribute  its  increase  to  that? — 
Entirely. 

1751 . In  one  of  your  answers  you  say  that  you 
are  not  of  opinion  that  the  late  outbreak  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  is  due  to  any  extent  to  foreign 
import  ? — I believe  not. 

1752.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  while  the  stringent 
cattle  plague  restrictions  were  in  force  there  was 
less  of  this  disease  than  there  has  been  since  it 
was  known  in  the  country  ? — That  is  the  case. 

1753.  Would  not  that  appear  to  prove  that 
foreign  import  had  something  to  do  with  it? — It 
appears  to  me  to  prove  that  during  that  time 
animals  were  not  moved  about,  and  that  conse- 
quently animals  in  which  disease  existed  were 
not  brought  in  contact  with  healthy  ones,  and 
the  disease  was  generally  confined  to  a few 
centres. 

1754.  Then  it  is  to  the  absence  of  all  home 
movement  that  you  attribute  the  absence  of  the 
disease?— To  the  absence  of  movement  alto- 
gether ; in  that  remark  I should  include  foreign 
with  the  home  stock  when  they  arrive  here. 

1755.  There  was  no  cattle  plague  in  Ireland, 
was  there  ? — Yes  there  was,  for  some  months. 

1756.  Were  the  cattle  plague  restrictions  ap- 
plied to  Irish  imports;  were  all  Irish  imports 
stopped  during  this  time? — From  each  province 
where  the  disease  existed,  they  were. 

1757.  There  was  not  any  great  amount  of 
cattle  plague  in  Ireland,  was  there ; I thought 
there  were  only  one  or  two  cases  in  the  North  ? 
— There  were  about  50  animals  lost  altogether, 
some  of  them  were  slaughtered  under  my  direc- 
tion ; I remained  in  the  district  during  the  time 
that  the  disease  was  prevalent. 

1758.  Was  it  confined  to  one  district? — It  was 
confined  fur  three  months  to  the  North  of  Ireland, 
near  Drumragh,  and  it  suddenly  broke  out  then 
in  the  County  Meath,  near  Enfield;  but  it  was 
stamped  out  there  by  slaughtering  the  animals 
on  the  infected  farm,  and  then  upon  the  appear- 
ance of  disease  on  the  next  farm  the  whole  of  the 
animals,  including  sheep  and  goats,  were  slaugh- 
tered and  buried  without  delay,  and  no  other 
case  occurred. 

1759.  That  outbreak  only  affected  the  ports 
near  the  district,  and  that  would  be  the  ports  of 
Dundalk  and  Belfast  ? — Certainly,  I believe  that 
was  so;  the  importation  from  Dublin  was  not 
interfered  with,  for  I remember  seeing  animals 
shipped  when  I was  there. 

1760.  'I  he  importation  from  Cork  and  "Water- 
ford was  not  interfered  with  ? — It  was  not ; I 
travelled  all  over  the  country  to  make  a general 
inspection,  and  to  inquire  of  the  constabulary 
as  to  the  diseases  that  were  then  prevalent. 

1761.  You  alluded  to  a large  amount  of  Irish 
import  as  taking  place  in  the  Bristol  market  of 
between  2,000  and  3,000  animals;  I presume 
that  went  on  during  that  time  ? — The  market 
at  Bristol  was  stopped  during  the  prevalence  of 
the  cattle  plague,  but  that  was  on  account  of  its 
prevalence  in  this  country;  the  importation  of 


Irish  stock  still  continued  into  Bristol,  but  the 
market  was  not  held  in  the  ordinary  market- 
place, it  was  held  in  the  public  streets. 

1762.  But  still  the  importation  continued?— 
Still  the  importation  continued. 

1763.  Would  not  that  prove,  if  the  Irish  im- 
port went  on  in  the  same  degree,  or  almost  in 
the  same  degree,  except  from  the  two  ports  which 
you  stated,  while  the  cattle  plague  restriction 
was  in  force,  and  that  then  the  danger  was  known 
to  have  decreased  very  much  indeed,  that  all 
that  disease  cannot  come  from  Ireland  ? -Foot 
and  mouth  disease  did  not  exist  in  Ireland  at  all 
at  that  time ; at  least  1 never  met  with  a single 
instance  of  it. 

1764.  Not  till  after  the  cattle  plague  ? — Not 
till  the  year  1868. 

1765.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  its  appear- 
ance in  Ireland  ? — I believe  it  appeared  after  my 
visit  about  the  summer  of  1868. 

1766.  Mr.  Dodson."}  Was  not  it  known  in 
Ireland  before? — There  had  been  several  out- 
breaks in  Ireland  before,  but  as  in  this  country 
the  disease  sometimes  decreases  to  such  a consi- 
derable extent  that  it  is  difficult  to  find  a case  of 
it,  and  during  the  time  I was  there  in  1867, 1 
never  met  with  a single  instance  of  it. 

1767.  Mr.  Kavauagli.']  Was  the  disease  un- 
known before  the  time  you  mentioned? — No; 
it  was  as  well  known  in  Ireland  as  it  was  in  this 
country. 

1768.  But  it  did  not  exist  during  the  time  the 
cattle  plague  was  going  on  ? — Certainly  not  in 
that  year. 

1769.  When  did  it  again  appear  in  Ireland? 
— I believe  in  the  year  1868,  and  it  was  intro- 
duced again  in  May  1871,  and  by  the  end  of 
1871  it  existed  in  every  county  in  Ireland. 

1770.  In  1869,  had  you  any  means  of  tracing 
how  it  was  introduced  into  Ireland  ? — Yes,  we 
sent  it  there  with  some  cattle  from  Bristol,  I be- 
lieve. 

1771.  And  in  1871  again? — It  was  again 
caused  by  some  calves  which  were  sent  from 
Bristol  market;  it  was  in  consequence  of  the 
prevalence  of  disease  in  this  country,  that  the 
importation  of  calves  from  England  was  pro- 
hibited in  Ireland  till  August  1870,  and  then  for 
some  reason  the  prohibition  was  removed,  and  in 
the  following  year  the  disease  was  re-introduced 
by  calves  sent  from  the  Bristol  market. 

1772.  I think,  as  you  say,  there  was  a restric- 
tion imposed  by  the  Irish  Government  upon  the 
import  of  cattle  from  England  into  Ireland,  on 
account  of  the  cattle  plague  ? — That  was  in  Au- 
gust 1870.  As  far  as  I am  informed  the  restric- 
tion related  only  to  calves. 

1773.  As  far  as  I am  informed,  there  is  not 
much  home  stock  imported  into  Ireland  from 
England? — No,  a very  small  amount. 

1774.  In  your  examination  with  respect  to  the 
Bristol  market,  did  you  mean  to  imply  that  out 
of  2,000  or  3,000  animals  imported  into  Bristol 
all  were  diseased? — Not  all  the  animals  im- 
ported, but  it  is  very  common  indeed  for  two  or 
three  to  be  discovered  by  the  inspector.  I be- 
lieve that  nearly  all  the  Irish  dealers  have  at 
different  times  been  prosecuted  and  fined  for  ex- 
posing diseased  cattle  in  the  market. 

1775.  Among  what  class  of  animals  do  you 
find  it  most  prevalent ; among  pigs,  or  sheep,  or 
horned  cattle? — Chiefly  in  the  market  among 
the  small  store  cattle ; sheep  are  very  rarely 
affected;  there  are  very  few  cases  in  the  market 
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among  Irish  sheep,  but  pigs  are  very  frequently 
affected ; they,  however,  do  not  go  into  the  market 
as  a rule. 

1776.  They  generally  come  over  fat;  they  are 
not  sent  over  as  store  pigs  ? — They  generally 
come  over  fat,  and  are  driven  away  to  the 
butcher’s  to  be  slaughtered,  or  to  the  rail- 
way station  to  be  sent  to  other  parts  of  the 
country. 

1777.  Therefore  when  you  speak  of  small 
store  stock,  you  speak  of  horned  cattle  ? — 
Yes. 

1778.  And  it  is  amongst  the  store  cattle  that 
you  find  it  most  prevalent? — Chiefly  so. 

1779.  I think  you  said  that  all  the  cases  were 
diseased  before  they  were  shipped  from  Ireland  ? 
— I referred  to  the  cases  which  I saw  myself, 
on  my  visits  to  the  market. 

1780.  Is  it  not  possible  that  they  could  have 
caught  the  disease  on  the  voyage? — Not  in  those 
instances  to  which  I allude. 

1781.  Do  you  consider  that  it  would  have 
been  hardly  possible  for  it  to  have  been  caught 
upon  the  voyage  ? — I do,  because  the  voyage 
would  not  be  above  20  hours,  I presume,  in 
favourable  weather. 

1782.  And  from  what  port  did  those  cases  of 
disease  come?’ — From  Waterford  and  Cork 
chiefly. 

1783.  There  is  a system  of  inspection  at 
Waterford  and  Cork,  is  there  not,  before  the 
animals  are  shipped  ? — I believe  at  W aterford 
there  is  a veterinary  surgeon,  and  at  Cork  the 
constabulary  are  requested  to  inspect,  and  to 
send  for  a veterinary  surgeon  if  they  have  any 
doubt,  but  I believe  there  is  also  a particular  in- 
struction that  they  arc  not  to  concern  themselves 
with  anything  but  clear  cases  of  disease ; that  an 
animal  is  not  to  be  detained  unless  it  is  positively 
badly  affected. 

1784.  Therefore  the  veterinary  surgeon  or 
the  inspector  may  find  an  animal  infected,  biit  he 
has  no  power  to  stop  it  ? — As  a matter  of  fact, 
the  inspector  would  not  even  discover  that  it  was 
infected,  because  at  those  ports  he  has  no  means 
of  making  an  individual  examination  of  the  cargo. 
I apprehend  the  person  engaged  in  the  inspection 
would  merely  look  round  him,  and  on  seeing  an 
animal  presenting  symptoms  of  the  disease,  he 
would  have  that  one  caught  and  examine  it. 

1785.  And  if  he  found  that  one  had  the  disease, 
has  he  no  power  to  stop  it  ? — I believe  he  is  in- 
structed to  stop  the  diseased  one. 

1786.  Can  infection  in  the  case  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  be  carried  by  the  inspectors ; sup- 
posing a man  was  inspecting  a lot  of  cattle  either 
at  the  port  of  embarkation  or  debarkation,  and 
he  inspected  one  cargo  that  was  infected,  and 
went  to  another  lot,  would  not  he  carry  the  in- 
fection with  him  ? — If  he  examined  the  second 
lot  without  disinfecting  himself,  he  would  almost 
certainly  carry  the  infection. 

1787.  Is  it  not  almost  probable  that  in  inspect- 
ing a lot  of  stock  at  the  port,  the  inspector  would 
hardly  go  and  disinfect  himself  before  going  from 
one  lot  to  another  ? — All  inspectors  at  the  ports 
in  this  country  are  instructed  to  do  so,  and  it 
would  be  an  exceedingly  grave  offence  if  they 
did  not  do  so. 

1788. _  Are  you  of  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  at  all  capable  of  spontaneous  origin? — 
Except  as  an  abstract  proposition,  I should  deny 
the  possibility  of  it.  > 

1789.  Have  you  read  the  Appendix  to  the 
0.58. 


Report  upon  the  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  of 
1872  ? — The  Report  in  the  Appendix  is  written  by 
me. 

1790.  Let  me  refer  you  to  page  17  of  the 
Appendix  to  the  Report  of  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment, of  1872.  headed,  “ Foot  and  Mouth 
Disease”? — That  is  the  report  on  the  disease 
which  I wrote. 

1791.  What  I gather  from  that  is,  that  the 
disease  called  eczema  may  be  produced  in  a sheep 
by  simply  travelling  along  the  roads  and  other 
causes,  and  that  eczema  by  inoculation  would  pro- 
duce foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  ox  ? — Eczema 
is  really  the  foot  and  mouth  complaint,  and  the 
allusion  to  which  you  refer  was  made  by  me  in 
order  to  explain  a difficulty  which  commonly 
occurs  in  consequence  of  sheep  not  being  affected 
in  the  mouth,  it  is  alleged  by  the  owners  of  sheep 
that,  as  they  only  have  the  disease  in  the  foot,  it 
cannot  be  foot  and  mouth  disease;  but.  I en- 
deavoured to  explain  that  inoculation  with  the 
matter  of  the  disease  from  the  foot  of  the  sheep 
will  produce  the  same  affection  that  we  call  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  the  ox,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  two  diseases  are  identical. 

1792.  If  it  can  be  produced  in  a sheep  by 
travelling  along  the  road,  or  by  many  of  the 
reasons  you  adduce  here,  surely  that  is  a case  of 
spontaneous  origin  ? — It  would  be  if  it  could  be 
so  produced,  but  it  cannot  be;  it  can  qnly  be 
produced  by  contact  with  the  virus  of  the  disease 
from  an  ox  or  some  bovine  animal,  or  another 
sheep.  There  are  several  diseases  of  the  foot  of 
the  sheep  which  are  not  contagious. 

1793.  Mr.  Clare-Read.]  Foot-rot,  for  example  ? 
— In  one  form  that  is  contagious. 

1794.  Mr.  Kavavagh.]  In  this  Appendix  you 
state,  “ The  fact  of  sheep  being  subject  to  the 
disease  of  the  foot,  known  as  ‘ foot-rot,5  and  also 
to  injuries  during  journeys  on  hard  roads,  gave  a 
certain  amount  of  force  to  - the  protests  which 
were  made ; and  although  there  was  no  reason 
to  doubt  the  truth  of  the  inspector’s  reports,  it 
was  thought  desirable,  in  some  cases,  to  make  an 
investigation  respecting  the  nature  of  the  disease 
from  which  the  sheep  were  suffering.  In  every 
instance  it  was  found  that  .the  characteristic 
symptoms  of  eczema  were  developed  in  the  feet 
of  the  animals  which  had  been  detained  by  the 
inspectors,  although  it  was  only  in  occasional  in- 
stances that  the  vesicles  were  developed  in  the 
mouth  therefore,  what  I wanted  to  know  was, 
whether  this  travelling  along  this  hard  road,  or 
these  hardships,  would  not  produce  this  eczema? 
— No,  it  would  not.  The  term  eczOma  there 
should  be  considered  as  synonymous  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease. 

1795.  You  state,  “ in  every  instance  it  was 
found  that  the  characteristic  symptoms  of  eczema 
were  developed  in  the  feet  of  the  animals  which 
had  been  detained  by  the.  inspectors  ; although 
it  was  only  in  occasional  instances  that  the 
vesicles  were  developed  in  the  mouth”? — Yes, 
that  might  read  “ characteristic  symptoms  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease,”  as  we  call  it,  were  developed 
in  the  feet  of  the  sheep. 

1796.  By  its  driving  along  this  hard  road  ? — I 
do  not  mean  that. 

1797.  Chairman.']  I understand  the  Honour- 
able Member  to  ask  you  whether,  when  you  state 
in  that  paragraph  that  “ in  every  instance  it  was 
found  that  the  characteristic  symptoms  of  eczema 
were  developed  in  the  feet  of  the  animals,”  you 
do  or  do  not  mean  to  say  that  eczema  was  caused 
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Professor  by  wliat  you  mentioned  in  the  preceding  para- 
G.T.  Brown,  graph,  namely,  “injuries  during  journeys  on 

hard  roads”? — No,  I mean  to  say  that  the  sheep 

2+  March  brought  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  with  them 
1873.  from  abroad.  In  this  paragraph,  I refer  ex- 
clusively to  those  cases  iu  which  the  inspec- 
tor’s opinions  were  disputed  in  regard  to 
sheep  landed  in  this  country,  chiefly  at  Hartle- 
pool. 

1798.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Then  none  of  those  in- 
juries alluded  to,  such  as  travelling  along  hard 
roads,  and  the  foot  coming  into  contact  with 
nails  and  stones,  and  so  on,  would  produce 
eczema  ? — No. 

1799.  In  another  part  of  this  same  Appendix 
you  say  that  a number  of  the  lesser  animals  are 
subject  to  this  complaint : “ Dogs,  hares,  rabbits, 
wood-pigeons,  poultry,  and  crows,  are  all,  accord- 
ing to  statements  which  have  been  made  by 
competent  observers,  occasionally  subjects  of  this 
disease  that  is  at  the  bottom  of  the  left-hand 
column  on  page  16? — So  far  as  my  own  know- 
ledge extends  I can  only  speak  with  regard  to 
poultry,  but  there  is  very  good  authority  for  the 
statement  that  the  other  animals  which  I have 
mentioned  are  also  subject  to  the  'disease. 

1800.  If  they  are  subject  to  it,  would  it  not  be 
very  difficult  to  isolate  them ; in  fact,  you  could 
not  isolate  them  ? — Certainly  not. 

1801.  Could  not  they  infect  the  land  upon 
which  the  flocks  were  ? — I think  it  is  exceedingly 
probable  that  they  occasionally  do. 

1802.  I am  not  using  the  argument  with  the 
view  of  throwing  any  impediment  in  the  way  of 
proper  restrictions  being  laid  down,  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  with  all  these  possibilities  of  its  being 
conveyed  by  other  means,  even  this  strict  system 
of  isolation  and  other  precautions  could  not 
guarantee  us  from  the  possibility  of  the  disease 
being  spread  ? — That  is  cpiite  the  view  I take 
of  it. 

1803.  Are  you  aware  in  what  way  the  steamers 
employed  in  the  Irish  cattle  trade  are  managed  ? 
— F rom  the  reports  which  we  receive,  generally  I 
should  say  they  are  very  badly  managed. 

1804.  In  what  way  would  you  say  that  they 
were  badly  managed  ? — In  the  first  place  they 
are  not  properly  fitted  up,  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  Order,  and  in  the  next  place  they  are  not 
properly  disinfected  except  in  the  cases  to  which 
I have  alluded,  of  those  vessels  which  trade  to 
Bristol. 

1805.  From  what  ports  to  Bristol  ? — Dublin, 
Cork,  Waterford,  and  Wexford. 

1806.  Are  there  steamers  going  from  Wexford 
to  Bristol  ? — I am  under  an  impression  that  there 
are.  I am  not  quite  certain. 

1807.  Do  you  consider  that  the  ventilation  is 
bad  on  board  the  steamers  ? — Generally  speaking 
it  is  very  bad  indeed. 

1808.  Is  not  that  rather  an  important  point  ? — 
It  is  very  important  for  the  comfort  of  the  animals. 

1809.  And  for  their  health?  — For  their 
general  health,  but  not  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
duction of  an  infectious  disease. 

1810.  Do  you  not  think  that  from  being  kept 
in  the  ill- ventilated  hold  of  a ship,  and  tossed 
about  in  that  way,  they  are  predisposed  to  disease  ? 
— It  is  undoubtedly  the  case  that  they  are,  but 
unless  they  come  in  contact  with  the  virus  of  a 
specific  disease,  no  amount  of  hardship  will  pro- 
duce it. 

1811.  But  a less  amount  of  infection  might 
produce  it  than  if  they  were  in  a healthy  state  ? 


— That  is  possible,  but  it  is  exceedingly  difficult 
to  give  a definite  opinion  upon  that  subject. 

1812.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  if  cattle  were 
placed  on  board  a steamer,  and  that  the 
steamer  was  slightly  infected,  or  not  properly 
disinfected,  and  the  cattle  were  in  an  un- 
healthy state,  they  would  not  be  more  likely 
to  catch  the  disease  than  if  they  are  in  a healthy 
Btate  ? — I think  that  if  the  germs  of  disease  were 
in  an  active  state  on  board  a vessel,  no  sanitary 
precautions  would  give  the  animals  any  exemp- 
tion. 

1813.  So  that  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  an 
improved  ventilation  would  be  no  object? — Very 
little  indeed,  as  far  as  protection  from  infectious 
disease  is  concerned. 

1814.  Does  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  render 
the  animals  infected  by  it  unfit  for  human  food? 
— It  is  to  be  hoped  that  it  does  not,  for  we  eat  an 
immense  quantity  of  it,  no  doubt;  but.  there  is 
ne  reason  to  believe  that  it  does. 

1815.  Chairman.']  It  has  been  stated  that  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  caught  by  chil- 
dren or  by  adults  from  contagion  with  animals; 
do  you  agree  with  that  ? — It  has  been  stated  that 
from  drinking  the  milk  of  diseased  animals,  chil- 
dren have  taken  the  disease,  but  the  officer  of 
the  Medical  Department  of  the  Privy  Council 
investigated  the  matter,  and  he  could  not  find  any 
positive  evidence  ol'  the  truth  of  the  statement. 

1816.  Mi’.  Kavuna(jh.~\  You  have  been  in  Ire- 
land, I believe? — Yes,  1 was  there  in  1866  for 
for  about  two  months. 

1817.  Have  you  had  much  acquaintance  with 
the  country  ? — I went  over  the  principal  part  of 
the  country. 

1818.  It  was  suggested,  I think,  by  Dr.  Wil- 
liams in  his  evidence,  that  it  would  be  an  advisable 
thing,  if  possible,  to  impose  a license  upon  cattle 
dealers.  From  your  knowledge  of  Ireland,  do 
you  think  that  would  be  possible? — Not  in  Ire- 
land, I believe. 

1819.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  almost  every  per- 
son who  has  no  land,  but.  has  money,  is  more  or 
less  a cattle  dealer  ? — Decidedly. 

1820.  Every  servant  boy  who  has  saved  so 
many  pounds  of  wages  invests  them  in  cattle  and 
turns  cattle  jobber  ? — I believe  that  is  so,  as  they 
are  a very  numerous  body  in  Ireland,  I know. 

1821.  Mr.  Puli']  You  stated  that  the  medical 
officer  inquired  into  the  statement  that  children 
get  this  disorder  from  bad  milk ; what  sort  of  in- 
quiries did  he  make? — A physician  was  sent 
down  to  the  various  parts  of  the  country  where 
it  was  stated  that  persons  were  suffering  from  the 
disease,  and  I believe  on  his  return  he  stated  to 
me  that  he  had  seen  instances  of  eruptions  on  the 
lips  in  the  case  of  children  who  had  taken  the 
milk  of  diseased  animals,  but  he  found  a great 
many  other  cases  in  which  the  milk  had  been 
consumed  without  any  such  symptoms  appearing, 
and  he  could  not  satisfy  himself  that  there  was 
any  absolute  identity  between  the  cases  which  he 
saw  and  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  of  cattle. 

1822.  "What  is  the  earliest  account  which  you 
have  of  the  outbreak  of  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  Ireland  ? — The  only  outbreaks  of  which 
I have  taken  note  are  those  which  occurred  in 
1868-71. 

1823.  That  would  be  about  30  years  after  it 
was  known  in  England? — Yes,  but  it  was  known 
in  that  country  during  its  prevalence  in  Eng- 
land on  several  occasions. 

1824.  It 
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1824.  It  was  not  known  in  Ireland  before  that  something  like  600;  .and  they  must  be  packed  Professor 

time  ? — No,  I believe  not.  _ closely,  in  order  that  the  ship  may  be  filled.  G.T.  Brown. 

1825.  Do  you  remember  the  outbreak  in  1839.  In  this  case  there  are  divisional  barriers  

1839  ? — No,  I do  not  recollect  the  outbreak  of  between  them,  for  the  purpose  of  separating  the  24  March 

1839,  but  I remember  hearing  of  the  prevalence  animals? — I think  six  is  the  number  of  those  1873. 
of  it  in  Smithficld  market  in  1840.  animals  in  each  pen  ; they  are  particularly  docile, 

1826.  Do  you  recollect  that  it  was  .especially  and  agree  together  exceedingly  well  on  the 
prevalent  in  Middlesex  amongst  cattle  which  voyage. 

came  up  to  eat  the  after-grass? — I do  not  1840.  So  that  when  the  vessel  pitches,  the 
remember  that.  shock  is  not  carried  from  one  animal  to  the  other, 

1827.  You  stated,  as  I understood,  that  it  was  but  falls  upon  the  barriers  at  every  sixth  animal? 

hardly  possible  to  make  animals  comfortable  at  — Yes. 

gea? — I believe  not.  1841.  One  word  with  regard  to  ventilation: 

1828.  I suppose  that  applied  very  much  to  is  there  any  special  arrangement  for  ventilation 

their  rolling  aboiit,  and  being  knocked  about  on  in  the  Spanish  ships  ? — There  are  very  large 
board?— Yes.  hatchways  and  windsails,  and  also  dead  lights 

1829.  But  with  regard  to  ventilation,  would  it  which  are  used  in  fair  weather. 

not  be  possible  to  make  them  more  comfortable  ? 1842.  Their  hatchways  are  larger  than  are 

I believe  a great  deal  might  be  done  in  that  usually  found  on  vessels ; is  not  that  so  ? — No, 

direction,  but  the  chief  difficulty  with  regard  to  I do  not  know  that  they  are. 
the  animals’  comfort  is  the  number  carried.  The  1843.  Are  those  vessels  built  specially  for  the 
vessels  which  trade  from  Spanish  ports  into  cattle  trade  ? — No,  they  are  not  built  specially 
London  will  probably  carry  from  60  to  120  for  the  cattle  trade,  but  they  arc  fitted  ou  the 
animals,  and  they  carry  those  animals  as  com-  ’tween  deck  for  that  special  purpose ; the  holds 
fortably  as  they  would  be  if  they  were  placed  are  exclusively  employed  for  carrying  cargo, 
in  their  own  sheds,  putting  the  movement  of  the  1844.  With  regard  to  Irish  cattle,  how  are 
vessel  out  of  the  question.  those  vessels  loaded  ? — In  the  ships  which  trade 

1830.  Can  you  describe  the  difference  between  to  Bristol  from  Dublin,  Cork,  Waterford,  and 

the  way  in  which  they  are  stowed ; have  you  Wexford,  there  are  fittings  on  deck  and  in  the 
seen  it  yourself  ? — I have  inspected  those  holds,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Order ; 
vessels.  hut  it  happens  very  frequently  that  a consider- 

1831.  How  are  the  Spanish  cattle  stowed  ? — able  number  of  animals  are  brought  over,  and 
They  are  chiefly  carried  on  the  ’tween  deck,  and  consequently  the  air  of  the  hold  i3  very  much 
they"  arc  placed  in  separate  stalls,  which  hold  contaminated. 

five  or  six  animals.  Their  heads  are  securely  1845.  Do  you  consider,  as  a rule,  that  they  are 
fastened  to  a rail  which  runs  down  the  centre  of  overcrowded  ?— I do  not  think,  as  a rule,  that 
the  deck,  and  their  hind-quarters  are  supported  they  are  overcrowded,  because  under  those  cir- 
by  rests  at  the  bulwarks.  Their  heads  arc  cumstances,  unless  they  are  packed  tolerably 
placed  towards  the  centre  of  the  vessel,  near  to  tight,  there  would  be  considerable  damage  done, 
the  gangway  which  is  used  by  the  attendant  for  in  consequence  of  some  of  the  animals  slipping 
passing  backward  and  forward,  and  giving  them  down. 

food  and  water.  1846.  The  deck  upon  which  cattle  are  placed 

1832.  And  there  are  barriers  at  the  other  end  gets  exceedingly  slippery  when  they  have  been 
of  the  animals  to  prevent  them  from  rolling  as  on  board  a short  time,  does  it  not  ? — That  is  the 
the  vessel  rolls  ? -Quite  so ; and  there  is  also  a case. 

proper  foothold,  which  enables  them  to  stand,  1847.  With  regard  to  ventilation,  you  have 
and  they  have  sufficient  room  to  lie  down  in  fair  stated  that  you  do  not  think  that  the  health  of 
weather.  animal?  coming  from  Ireland  is  so  much  affected 

1 833.  All  foreign  animals  are  much  more  by  bad  arrangements  on  board  ship  as  their  coni- 
tractable,  are  they  not.,'  than  English  ; with  re-  fort  is  ? — I mean  their  general  health ; their 
gard  to  tying  them  up  by  the  head,  there  is  health  is  not  affected  with  reference  to  infectious 
much  less  trouble  in  tying  up  foreign  animals?'  disease. 

— The  Spanish  cattle  are  much  quieter  than  1848.  But  the  ventilation,  you  admit,  is  bad  on 
ours.  the  Irish  vessels? — It  is  bad  on  every  vessel 

1834.  The  German  cattle  also?— Some  of  the  which  I have  examined  where  any  large  number 
Germans  are,  but  the  Bremen  cattle,  and  6ome  of  cattle  are  carried. 

of  the  Holstein  beasts,  are  much  wilder  than  1849.  I think  you  gave  evidence  on  the  last 
those  we  have  here.  occasion  when  you  were  examined,  to  the  effect 

1835.  As  you  get  north  you  find  rebellion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  was  transmitted . from 

upon  the  part  of  the  animals  ? — Yes.  animal  to  animal  through  the  breath  ? — I think  in 

1836.  The  Scotch  cattle  are  especially  trouble-  all  probability  that  the  virus  is  conveyed  in  the 

some,  I believe  ?— They  are.  expired  air.  ...  . 

1837.  With  regard  to  Irish  cattle,  do  you  find  1850.  Do  not  you  think  it  is  probable  that  11 

them  more  docile? — No,  they  are  exceedingly  you  had  an  animal  or  two,  as  must  frequently  be 
wild,  but  that  is  simply  the  result  of  their  bad  the  case,  on  board  one  of  these  vessels,  exhaling 
treatment ; they  are  rarely  tied  up.  this  poisonous  breath,  if  the  ventilation  is  baa, 

1838.  You  have  described  how  the  Spanish  the  rest  of  the  cargo  is  very  likely  to  be  affected 
cattle  are  brought  over,  are  those  cattle  loaded  in  thereby ; in  fact,  much  more  likely  to  be  affected 
a better  manner  than  any  other  foreign  cattle  are ; than  if  the  same  thing  occurred  amongst  the 
do  you  say  they  are  the  best  examples  of  stowing  Spanish  cattle? — Probably  it  would;  but  I be- 
cattle  on  board  sbip  ? — Yes,  because  they  stand  lieve  the  difference  would  not  be  very  great, 
almost  alone  in  regard  to  the  small  number  Undoubtedly  where  infectious  disease  exists, 
which  is  brought  in  each  vessel;  instead  of  100,  there  are  many  causes  which  contribute  to  its 
or  something  like  that,  a cattle-ship  would  carry  spread,  and  bad  ventilation  among  them. 

0.58.  1 4 1851.  Would 
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1851.  Would  not  poisonous  breath  and  bad 
ventilation  be  the  very  thing  to  spread  this  infec- 
tion ? — To  contribute  to  its  spread  decidedly. 

1852.  And  that  you  say  is  found  on  board  ves- 
sels conveying  Irish  cattle? — I should  say  on 
board  all  vessels  engaged  in  the  cattle  trade. 

1853.  From  Ireland?— From  all  parts  of  the 
world. 

1854.  Even  from  Spain? — Excepting  in  those 
vessels  in  which  cattle  are  brought  into  the  port 
of  London,  vessels  carrying  a very  small  number ; 
and  I should  like  to  except  also  vessels  trading  to 
western  ports,  namely,  small  sailing  ships  trading 
to  Plymouth  and  Falmouth.  They  carry  then- 
cattle  in  the  hold,  which  is  practically  a long  cow- 
shed, where  the  animals  stand  very  comfortably. 

1855  Is  it  a losing  concern  to  convey  them 
from  Spain  in  this  more  easy  and  comfortable 
way? — I apprehend  it  pays  the  importers  very 
well  indeed  to  bring  them  in  that  way. 

1856.  Then  why  should  not  more  room  be  given 
to  cattle  coming  from  Ireland,  affording  them  the 
same  comfort  that  yon  find  with  the  Spanish 
cattle?— In  the  first  place,  the  Spanish  vessels 
to  which  I allude  are  larger,  and  they  carry  very 
few  passengers,  whereas  in  the  Irish  vessels  of 
the  first  class,  the  best  part  of  the  ship  is  taken 
up  by  passenger  accommodation. 

1857.  I always  understood  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  Irish  import  into  England  was  carried 
on  in  vessels  specially  constructed  for  that  object, 
and  not  for  passenger  traffic  ? — I only  speak  of 
those  vessels  winch  reach  the  port  of  Bristol,  and 
I believe  that  nearly  all  of  them  are  engaged  in 
carrying  passengers. 

1858.  Do  you  know  the  vessels  that  leave  the 
North  Wall,  Dublin? — I have  seen  some  vessels 
leave  there. 

1859.  Are  there  many  vessels  come  out  from 
the  port  of  Dublin  that  are  specially  confined  to 
the  conveyance  of  cattle  ? — I believe  there  are 
some  small  vessels  engaged  in  that  trade. 

1860.  Have  they  been  built  with  regard  to  the 
comfort  of  the  animals? — Not  at  all;  certainly 
not. 

1861.  Do  you  wish  to  see  an  improvement  in 
those  vessels  and  in  the  internal  arrangement  for 
cattle? — I think  the  satisfactory  system  with  those 
small  vessels  would  be  to  compel  them  only  to 
carry  those  animals  which  could  be  conveniently 
accommodated  either  on  the  main  deck  or  in  the 
one  hold,  which  should  be  properly  ventilated  for 
that  purpose. 

1862.  You  have  seen  Irish  cattle  unloaded  at 
Liverpool;  do  you  know  anything  about  the 
lairs  at  Liverpool? — I know  Liverpool  very  well, 
but  I have  not  seen  cattle  landed  there. 

1863.  The  London  and  North  Western  Com- 

Shave  got,  I have  been  told,  very  good 
for  cattle?— That  is  at  the  railway  station, 
but  at  the  landing  places  there  are  no  lairs 
at  all. 

1864.  The  cattle  would  have  to  be  kept  on  the 
landing  place  first,  and  then  driven  up  to  the  lairs? 
—That  would  be  the  case;  but  with  the  present 
arrangements  it  would  be  impossible  to  detain 
them  long  upon  the  landing  place,  they  are  un- 
shipped upon  the  quay  walls,  and  then  driven 
away  as  quickly  as  possible. 

1865.  Where  are  they  driven  to  ? — To  where 
there  are  lairs,  and  to  the  different  cattle  buyers 
in  the  district. 


1866.  They  arc  some  of  them  driven  to  the 
railway  laix-s,  are  they  not? — Yes. 

1867.  Arc  those  very  good  ?— Yes. 

1868.  Do  you  know  that  there  are  some  places 
by  the  river  side,  Salt  Marshes,  to  which  some 
of  the  cattle  go  ? — I am  not  aware  of  that. 

1869.  Where  neither  fresh  water  nor  food  are 
provided  them  ? — I am  not  aware  of  that.  Those 
lairs  would  not  he  under  our  inspection,  as  they 
would  belong  to  private  owners.  I could  give 
you  a great  many  instances  in  other  parts  of  the 
country. 

1870.  With  regard  to  the  railway  lairs  in 
Liverpool,  those  lairs  are  decently  good,  are  they 
not? — They  arc  very  good. 

1871.  And  there  is  water  supplied,  and  hay 
also,  I presume  ? — Yes,  on  demand. 

1872.  And  there  is  a charge  made  for  it,  is 
there  not? — Yes. 

1873.  Would  you  tell  the  Committee  what  you 
know  with  regard  to  private  lairs  at  other  landing 
places  ? — I do  not  inspect  any  lairs  belonging  to 
private  individuals.  1 have  no  power  to  do  so. 

1S74.  Are  there  any  private  lairs  at  Bristol 
that  you  know  anything  of? — I know  that  there 
are  places  belonging  to  dealers. 

1875.  Have  you  been  into  them?— I never 
made  an  inspection  of  any  private  lairs  since  the 
order  ceased  which  allowed  us  to  make  certain 
regulations. 

1876.  An  honourable  Member  asked  me  to  put 
this  question  to  you  witli  regard  to  the  57th 
clause  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act,  1869; 
have  you  not  power  to  inspect  any  public  or  pri- 
vate place  adjacent  to,  or  connected  with,  a market 
or  fan- ; will  you  look  at  the  clause,  and  see  if 
that  does  not  give  you  power  to  enter  those 
places  ? — I believe  not.  This  clause  refers  to  the 
exposure  in  a fair  or  market  of  an  animal  affected 
with  a contagious  disease. 

1877.  Will  you  read  the  clause? — "If  any 
person  exposes  in  a market  or  fair,  or  other  pub- 
lic place  where  horses  or  animals  are  commonly 
exposed  for  sale,  or  exposes  for  sale  in  any  sale 
yard,  whether  public  or  private,  or  places  in  a 
lair  or  other  place  adjacent  to  or  connected  with 
a market  or  fail-,  or  where  horses  or  animals  are 
commonly  placed  before  exposure  for  sale,  or 
sends  or  causes  to  be  carried  on  a railway  or  on  a 
canal,”  and  so  on. 

1878.  Does  not  that  apply  to  inspection  ? — No, 
not  at  all. 

1879.  You  know  the  district  about  Waterford, 
I believe  ? — I did  not  visit  Waterford ; my  in- 
spection terminated  at  Cork,  and  I then  had.  to 
return  to  Dublin. 

1880.  Do  you  know  at  all  what  the  price  of 
calves  was  in  Ireland  in  1869  ? — I do  not. 

1881.  You  stated  that  there  was  an  exporta- 
tion of  calves  from  England  to  Ireland? — Yes, 
there  is  for  some  reason  a considerable  exporta- 
tion of  calves  from  this  country. 

1882.  Would  not  that  be  confined  entirely  to 
animals  that  were  taken  over  to  Ireland  for 
breeding  purposes  ? — I presume  it  would,  but  I 
cannot  speak  to  that  of  my  own  knowledge. 

1883.  Tou  state  in  your  Report  that  you  be- 
lieve that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  conveyed 
from  the  lesser  animals  to  cattle  and  sheep  ? — I 
think  it  is  probable  that  it  is  so,  but  I have  no 
evidence  which  would  enable  me  to  state  posi- 
tively that  it  is  so. 

1884.  You  have  never  made  any  experiment 
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upon  the  subject,  and  taken  a hare  or  a rabbit  or 
a woodpigeon  or  a crow  that  was  diseased,  and 
tried  to  innoculate  a sheep  or  a cow  with  the 
disease? — I have  not;  but  in  the  cases  which 
have  been  sent  for- examination,  cases  of  hares 
and  I think  rabbits,  I have  not  found  any  evi- 
dence of  the  disease  at  all. 

1885.  Did  you  ever  see  a diseased  woodpigeon 
yourself? — Never. 

1886.  Nor  a diseased  crow  ? — No,  I never  saw 
any  animal  with  the  disease  but  cattle,  sheep,  and 
piss,  poultry  are  also  attacked. 

1887.  With  the  eczema  ? — With  the  eczema, 
or  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

1888.  Mr.  Dent.']  Neither  goats  nor  deer? — 
I never  saw  any  deer  with  the  complaint. 

1889.  Mr.  Pell.]  My  question  referred  to  this, 
how  very  Seldom  it  was  that  these  lesser  animals 
were  diseased  at  all  ? — It  is  exceedingly  rare. 

1890.  There  seems  to  be  nothing  between  rude 
health  and  death  amongst  those  animals? — Pre- 
cisely ; we  do  not  often  see  anything  else. 

1891.  With  l’egard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
vou  are  of  opinion  that  in  its  present  form  any 
attempt  to  check  the  disorder  is  useless  or  doing 
very  little  good,  I believe  ? — As  a matter  of  fact, 
very  little  lias  been  done.  The  Act  has  never 
been  tried. 

1892.  Not  fairly,  you  mean? — Not  at  all  in 
practice. 

1893.  You  are  of  opinion  that  either  we  had 
better  repeal  a good  deal  of  our  legislation,  or 
have  something  severer ; would  you  say  that  ? — 
I would  say  that. 

1894.  Which  would  you  incline  to,  to  relax  or 
to  attempt  to  impose  more  stringent  measures  ? 
— Speaking  from  all  I have  heard  and  know  upon 
the  subject,  I should  be  inclined  to  leave  it  as 
much  alone  as  possible. 

1895.  With  the  exception  of  stopping  the 
passage ' of  diseased  animals  ? — Precisely  with 
the  intention  of  preventing  the  exposure  of 
diseased  animals. 

1896.  As  a member  of  the  veterinary  profes- 
sion, do  you  see  any  likelihood  of  finding  out  a 
specific  for  it  ? — I do  not  think  anything  is  to  be 
gained  by  it,  because  ordinarily  the  disease,  if 
not  interfered  with,  terminates  favourably,  and 
our  experience  is  generally  with  these  things  that 
if  disturbed  in  their  course  more  mischief  is  done 
than  if  they  are  left  alone. 

1897.  It  terminates  favourably  to  the  animal 
but  unfavourably  to  the  farmer  to  the  extent  of 
a loss  about  40  s.  a head  upon  the  cattle  affected  ? 
— But  I mean  to  say  that  any  treatment  would 
scarcely  mitigate  the  loss  to  any  considerable 
extent. 

1898.  Do  you  agree  with  the  statement  that 
the  average  loss  to  horned  cattle  may  be  taken  at 
40  s.  a head  ? — I doubt  the  correctness  of  it  in 
many  instances,  and  especially  in  reference  to 
Btore  stock. 

1899.  Does  it  apply  to  yearlings  and  two  year 
olds  ? — The  whole  thing  is  based  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  animals  must  have  been 
perfectly  healthy  if  they  had  not  caught  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  whereas  they  might  have 
caught  something  very  much  worse. 

_ 1900.  Do  you  think  that  the  character  of  this 
disorder  has  altered  very  much  in  the  last  12  or 
15  months,  and  become  much  severer  in  its 
effects  ? — During  that  time  it  has  assumed  the 
virulent  form  which  it  has  assumed  on  several 
previous  occasions. 

0.58. 


1901.  Animals  are  liable  to  take  eczema  twice, 
are  they  not?— We  have  cases  in  which  they 
have  taken  it  three  times,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of 
the  authorities  in  Switzerland  that  the  attack 
has  no  influence  whatever  in  lessening  the  sus- 
ceptibility. 

J902.  Mr.  Dent.]  That  was  not  the  opinion 
until  last  year,  was  it?— We  had  plenty  of  cases, 
shortly  after  the  introduction  of  disease,’ of  second 
and  third  attacks. 

1903.  Mr.  Pell.]  But  the  disease  has  been 
more  frequent  during  the  last  two  or  three  years 
that  you  have  known  it,  has  it  not?— It  has  been 
more  frequently  recorded,  but  until  this  last  out- 
break we  had  heard  little  or  nothing  of  the  disease. 

1904.  Have  you  noticed  that  the  last  attack, 
especially  in  1872,  has  seriously  damaged  the 
milking  qualities  of  the  milch  cows?— I have 
not  noticed  that- it  lias  permanently  damaged 
them  to  any  great  extent. 

1905.  Have  you  not  observed  that  it  has  made 
the  udder  hard  and  callous,  and  that  it  has 
specially  centred  itself  upon  the  udder? — Yes, 
it  has  in  some  cases,  in  the  last  two  or  three 
years. 

1906.  But  has  the  same  thing  been  previously 
observed? — Yes,  in  1852,  I recollect  that  was 
the  case. 

1907.  Was  that  the  special  characteristic  of 
the  disease  in  1852,  and  one  which  we  have  not 
had  since  that  time  ? — I do  not  think  it  was  a 
common  characteristic  in  either  case,  but  we 
have  had  many  instances  of  it. 

1908.  Do  you  connect  abortion  amongst  cows 
with  attacks  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  to 
a considerable  extent. 

1909.  Do  you  find  the  same  consequences 
amongst  sheep  ? — We  have  not  found  it  to  any 
considerable  extent  amongst  sheep. 

1910.  Mr.  Clay.]  Your  duties  have  taken  you 
not  unfrequently  to  Hull,  I believe  ? — Yes,  on 
several  occasions. 

1911.  Do  you  know  the  town  well? — I think 
I may  say  I know  it  very  well  indeed. 

1912.  Is  it  your  opinion,  that  your  department 
has  any  special  grounds  for  complaint  against  the 
local  authorities  in  that  port? — Excepting  that 
the  regulations  which  Were  established  have,  in 
several  instances,  not  been  carried  out. 

1913.  Can  you  give  me  any  particular  instance 
of  that? — Yes;  I had  an  instance  of  neglect  to 
carry  out  the  regulations  which  are  intended  to 
prevent  the  removal  of  animals  from  a defined 

art.  Our  attention  was  called  to  the  circumstance 
y the  inspector  on  the  9th  May  187 1.  His  state- 
ment was,  that  animals  which  were  landed  at  the 
Albert  Dock  were  driven  across  and  through  a 
portion  of  the  defined  part,  in  order  to  take  the 
most  convenient  way  to  some  other  parts  of  the 
town.  I was  required  to  investigate  that  matter, 
and  on  the  occasion  of  my  visit  to  Hull  in  the 
following  month,  I made  an  inspection  of  the 
cattle  market,  which  is  outside  the  defined  area, 
and  I saw  there  some  50  German  cattle  with 
broad  arrows  marked  upon  their  quarters  in  the 
usual  way.  I inquired  as  ’to  the  cause  of  this, 
and  I was  told  by  the  officer  of  the  local  authori- 
ties that  it  was  the  custom,  when  there  was  no 
room  for  the  animals  in  the  defined  part,  to  take 
them  to  the  cattle  market,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  kept  until  there  was  room,  or  until  the 
butcher  came  to  fetch  them. 

1914.  What  officer  of  the  local  authorities 
gave  you  that  information? — It  was  the  police 
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serjeant  who  was  left  in  charge  by  the  local 
authorities.  ...... 

1915.  Were  those  cattle  from  a scheduled  or 
an  unscheduled  country  ? — From  a scheduled 
country ; they  were  German  cattle. 

1916.  Mr.  Deni.]  I suppose  the  broad  arrow 
mark  indicated  that  they  had  come  from  a 
scheduled  country  ? — Yes,  it  indicated  that,  but 
I did  not  require  that  indication  to  know  where 
they  came  from  ; the  character  of  the  cattle  was 
well  marked,  hut  that  is  positive  evidence  that 
the  cattle  were  branded  in  the  defined  part. 

1917.  Mr.  Clay  '. ] That  was  your  information 
received  from  Mr.  Freeman,  the  inspector,  for 
you,  and  also  for  the  local  authorities? — Yes. 

1918.  Was  his  letter  forwarded  to  the  local 
authorities?— I believe  a copy  of  his  letter  was 
forwarded  to  the  local  authorities. 

1919.  The  date  is  9th  May  1871,  is  it  not?— 

I believe  that  is  the  correct  date. 

1920.  Then,  if  I am  not  wrong,  an  explana- 
tion was  given  in  a letter  from  the  town  clerk, 
as  to  what  this  complaint  really  meant,  have  you 
ever  seen  that,  or  heard  the  explanation  ? — I do 
not  think  I have. 

1921.  In  Mr.  Freeman’s  letter  there  was  no 
complaint  of  cattle  having  gone  out  of  the  defined 
area,  but  he  merely  speaks  of  the  general  incon- 
venience experienced  in  cattle  coming  .away 
from  the  Albert  Dock,  there  being  no  co- 
vered sheds,  and  their  being  exposed  during 
snow,  rain,  and  wind,  for  12  hours;  are  you 
aware,  that  the  difficulties  were  with  regard 
to  a spot  entirely  unconnected  with  the  local 
authorities,  being  in  fact  the  private  property  of 
the  dock  company,  and  the  great  difficulty  was 
that  the  cattle  had  to  pass  over  (no  doubt  at  con- 
siderable danger)  the  rails  without  a proper 
crossing,  which  was  to  be  made  thereafter,  but 
that  it  was  distinctly  stated,  that  although  there 
no  doubt  was  inconvenience  and  danger,  the 
cattle  did  not  touch  or  come  near  the  defined 
area ; the  cattle  landed  ai  the  Albert  Dock  are 
cattle,  I believe,  coming  from  the  Netherlands  ? 
— Chiefly. 

1922.  And  no  doubt  they  were  exposed  to  con- 
siderable inconveniennce  in  having  to  pass  over 
the  rails  without  a proper  crossing,  but  they  in 
no  way  touched  upon  or  came  near  to  the  defined 
area ; are  you  aware  that  it  was  so  ? — The  state- 
ment was  to  the  contrary  effect,  and  it  was  shown 
that  in  order  to  get  out  of  that  part  where  they 
were,  they  were  obliged  to  cross  a portion  of  the 
defined  part. 

1923.  "With  the  exception  of  the  complaint  of 
Mr.  Freeman,  has  there  been  any  other  com- 
plaint addressed  in  writing  or  otherwise,  to  the 
local  authorities,  with  reference  to  any  negli- 
gence or  disregard  of  orders  ? — Excepting  in  the 
case  to  which  I refer,  and  which  I saw  myself,  of 
the  animals  being  removed  out  of  the  defined 
part,  that  is  to  say,  the  case  of  the  German 
cattle. 

1924.  Was  that  communicated  to  the  local 
authorities  ? — Not  by  me  ; my  duty  was  to  com- 
municate the  fact  to  the  Privy  Council.  I pre- 
sume it  was  subsequently  communicated  to  the. 
local  authorities  by  them. 

1925.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  hear  that  it 
never  was  so  communicated  ? — I recollect  that  it 
was  communicated  to  the  town  clerk  and  to 
Alderman  Bannister,  by  the  Lord  President 


himself,  in  my  presence,  in  the  council  room,  but 
I do  not  know  that  my  report,  was  sent. 

1926.  I presume  that  that  was  at  some  depu- 
tation ? — There  was  a deputation  having  a refer- 
rence  to  the  alteration  of  the  defined  part. 

1927.  In  June  1871, 1 think  it  was,  your  de- 
partment pressed  upon  the  local  authorities  an 
alteration  of  the  defined  area? — I believe  an  ap- 
plication was  made  on  three  separate  occasions 
for  such  alteration,  but  I do  not  recollect  that 
any  alteration  was  ever  made  at  the  request  of 
the  department. 

1928.  Are  you  aware  that  in  consequence  of 
that  the  local  authorities  prepared  a plan  for  a 
very  great  reduction  of  the  area,  from  I think 
4,500  yards  to  about  2,000? — Yes,  and  I also 
remember  that  1 entirely  objected  to  the  scheme, 
as  it  took  away  the  only  secure  boundary  which 
I had  been  able  to  make  in  the  defined  part. 

1929.  I dare  say  it  was  in  consequence  of  that 
that  the  department  then  suggested  the  alto- 
gether new  area,  which  they  did? — I believe  it 
was. 

1930.  Can  you  state  where  the  new  area  was 
proposed  to  be  ? — I think  it  was  suggested  that  a 
defined  part  might  be  arranged  in  the  garrison 
ground ; but  we  were  told  that  the  ground  was 
not  attainable,  and  further  that  the  local  autho- 
rities having  incurred  great  expense  in  fitting  up 
the  present  area  for  the  reception  of  animals, 
were  not  inclined  to  incur  any  further  expense 
in  fitting  up  a new  one. 

1931 . Did  they  state  that  to  begin  with  all  the 
expenditure  upon  the  existing  area  would  be  so 
much  money  thrown  away? — I am  not  aware 
that  they  made  that  statement,  hut  it  could  only 
apply  to  the  customs  depot  - which  might  have 
been  used  for  animals  from  unscheduled  coun- 
tries. 

1932.  I think  you  wci’e  present,  were  you  not, 
when  the  Lord  President  received  a deputation  of 
the  town  council  and  Mr.  Alderman  Bannister, 
and  I think  yourself  and  Dr.  Williams  were 
present  ? — I think  wc  were. 

1933.  Was  not  it  then  urged  that  the  expen- 
diture alrcudy  incurred  would  be  so  much  loss  of 
money? — I believe  it  was,  but  I should  still 
object  that  that  observation  could  only  apply  to 
that  portion  of  the  defined  part  which  would  be 
included  within  the  customs  depot,  as  the  butchers’ 
premises  would  have  been  left  as  they  were. 

1934.  Were  you  aware  that  when  the  question 
was  first  raised,  the  Corporation  of  Hull  laid  out 
a considerable  sum  of  money  upon  lairs?— I am 
not  aware  that  there  was  any  change  from  the 
time  when  I first  defined  the  part  in  1867. 

1935.  But  you  are  aware  that  there  were  lairs 
at  that  time  ? — I am  aware  that  there  were. 

1936.  Do  you  know  what  they  cost  ? — No. 

1937.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
they  cost  nearly  9,000 1.  ? — I should  not  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that ; they  were  very  good  lairs. 

1938.  You  gave  the  opinion  at  the  time  that 
they  were  very  good  lairs  ?— I think  so. 

1939.  And  you  stated,  I think,  that  they  were 
as  good  lairs  as  any  that  could  be  found  in  the 
provinces  ? — I said  so,  and  I think  so  still. 

1940.  That  expenditure  would  have  been  lost 
if  you  had  gone  from  that  defined  area  to  another 
new  area  ? — No,  I am  certain  it  would  not, 
because  the  lairs  would  have  been  used  for 
cattle  from  unscheduled  countries,  instead  01 
building  new  ones  on  the  promenade. 

1941.  Do  you  know  how  many  slaughter- 

houses 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS).  7.5 


houses  were  built  on  the  defined  area? — None 
were  built  for  that  purpose,  but  there  were 
slaughter-houses  which  had  been  built  previously, 
which  were  taken  in.  The  primary  reason  was 
that  the  landing  places  were  in  that  part  of  the 
port,  and  it  consequently  became  necessary  to 
get  the  slaughter-houses  as  near  to  that  part 
as  possible,  and  the  cattle  market  was  taken  in 
order  that  sufficient  lairage  might  be  obtained 
for  the  purposes  of  the  cattle,  and  also  for  a 
sale-yard. 

1942.  It  was  urged,  was  it  not,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  build  a pier?  - Yes,  it  was. 

1943.  And  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
a private  Act  for  that  ? — I do  not  recollect  any- 
thing about  the  Act,  but  of  course  it  is  very 
likely  that  that  would  be  so. 

1944.  It  was  held  that  the  pier  would  be  ob- 
jected to  as  a hindrance  to  the  navigation  of  the 
river? — I do  not  recollect  that  those  were  the 
precise  objections,  but  I am  aware  that  the  scheme 
was  altogether  objected  to  by  the  local  au- 
thorities. 

1945.  Was  the  result  of  that  deputation  that 
your  department  agreed  to  abandon  the  scheme  ? 
—The  scheme  was  merely  put  forward  by  the 
department  as  a suggestion,  but  it  was  abandoned 
when  local  authorities  seated  that  it  was  impos- 
sible. The  chief  argument,  and  the  one  that  most 
impressed  my  mind  was,  that  they  could  not  get 
the  ground. 

1946.  The  suggestion  having  been  abandoned, 
did  your  department  agree  without  any  exception, 
or  at  any  rate,  with  very  slight  exception,  to  the 
reduction  of  the  defined  area  proposed  by  the 
local  authorities  upon  their  coming  under  certain 
conditions  ? — Yes,  on  consideration  that  promises 
were  made  that  this  new  defined  part,  which  was 
re-arranged  entirely  for  the  purpose  of  letting  in 
cattle  from  Lincolnshire,  upon  the  eastern  side, 
should  be  watched  by  an  extra  number  of  police, 
because  the  new  arrangement  as  I contended, 
gave  greater  facilities  for  the  contact  of  English 
and  foreign  cattle  than  previously  existed. 

1947.  Can  you  state  to  the  Committee  what 
the  number  of  policemen  was  ? — I am  not  cer- 
tain, but  I think  eight  was  the  number  named. 

1948.  And  beyond  that  there  were  to  be  six 
or  seven  others  in  the  immediate  vicinity  outside 
the  area  ? — I believe  that  there  were  to  be  some 
extra  men  employed  in  that  way. 

1949.  And  an  inspector  of  police  and  a police- 
man in  plain  clothes  were  to  be  constantly  on 
the  watch?— Yes. 

1950.  At  any  rate  the  proposals  for  watching 
that  area  were  considered  by  your  department  to 
be  sufficient? — Under  those  circumstances  we 
were  satisfied,  admitting  that  we  were  incurring 
increased  risk' by  making  the  alteration,  that  the 
local  authorities  were  about  to  do  all  that  they 
could  do  under  the  circumstances. 

1951.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
those  engagements  have  not  been  strictly  and 
jurly  carried  out  ? — I have  no  reason  to  suppose 

1952.  Are  you  aware  at  all  of  the  number  of 
prosecutions  which  have  been  instituted  for 
ottences  detected  by  these  policemen  set  to  watch 

or  that  special  purpose ; do  you  know  how  many 
convictions  have  been  obtained? — I have  not 
heard  of.  any. 

_ 1953.1  may  inform  you  that  there  have  been 

convictions  obtained,  and  fines  imposed,  vary- 

^ 0 58°*  ^ t0  ® ^ an^  1 ^ > are  y°u  sur- 


prised to  hear  that  ? — I do  not  exactly  know  to 
what  the  remark  refers. 

1954.  As  to  whether  the  engagement  under 
which  the  local  authorities  came  lias  been  really 
strictly  carried  out?— I had  not  heard  of  any- 
thing which  would  lead  me  to  believe  that  they 
had  not,  until  you  made  the  suggestion  that  per- 
sons had  been  prosecuted  for  not  carrying  them 
out. 

1955.  No,  not  for  not  carrying  them  out,  but 
for  infringing  them? — That  suggests  to  my  mind 
that  we  have  not  been  informed  of  certain  in- 
fringements which  really  ought  to  have  come 
under  our  notice. 

1956.  You  yourself  had  been  in  Hull  at  the 
time? — Since  this  arrangement  I have  only 
visited  Hull  once,  and  then  that  visit  had  refer- 
ence entirely  to  the  outbreak  of  cattle  plague. 

1957.  Then  you  hardly  think  this  is  any  proof 
of  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities 
that  they  have  obtained  so  many  convictions  for 
attempts  (of  course  they  were  not  always  carried 
out  successfully)  to  evade  the  Act,  and  evade 
the  Orders  of  the  Council? — The  fact  of  persons 
being  convicted  for  infringing  the  Act  also  sug- 
gests to  me  that  the  Act  has  not  been  earned 
out.  I confess  that  I was  apprehensive  that  it 
would  occur,  but  I was  not  aware  that  it  had 
occurred. 

1958.  There  have  been  several  alterations,  I 
think,  of  the  defined  area  ? — There  have  been 
four,  including  the  first  definition. 

1959.  Were  they  all  in  the  sense  of  a reduc- 
tion of  the  area? — -Yes,  all  of  them,  excepting 
the  last,  which  was  an  extension  for  the  sake  of 
enclosing  one  more  butcher’s  slaughter-house. 

1960.  That  was  a very  slight  alteration  ? — It 
was  quite  unimportant. 

1961.  That  was  sanctioned  by  your  depart- 
ment, I believe?—  Certainly.  There  was  no 
objection  at  all  to  it. 

1962.  Are  you  aware,  then,  that  the  local 
authorities  had  previously  refused  to  recommend 
it  ?•— That  I believe  was  the  result  of  a statement 
which  was  made  to  the  deputation  when  they 
had  an  interview  with  the  Lord  President,  to 
the  effect  that  as  soon  as  this  arrangement  was 
made,  we  should  have  another  petition  from  the 
tradesmen  left  outside  the  new  area,  that  they 
might  be  included.  The  local  authorities  repre- 
sented by  the  town  clerk  and  Mr.  Alderman 
Bannister,  stated  at  once  that  they  would  not 
sanction  any  such  application,  and  they  did  not. 

1963.  That  which  was  the  only  addition  to  the 
defined  area  was  not  made  upon  application  to 
the  local  authorities,  but  upon  application  to 
yourselves  ? — Yes. 

1964.  In  Dr.  Williams’s  evidence,  he  states 
that  he  objected  to  the  defined  area  upon  several 
grounds ; first,  that  it  was  not  sufficiently  defined, 
and  not  sufficiently  separated  from  the  rest  of  the 
town  ? — That  is  an  objection  certainly. 

1 965.  But  is  it  one  which  applies  especially  to 
Hull,  or  is  it  not  one  which  applies  to  several 
other  ports  ? — It  applies  to  several  other  ports. 

1966.  And  must  of  necessity  do  so? — Unless 
separate  buildings  are  arranged  on  vacant 
ground  it  must  apply  to  a number  of  ports. 

1967.  That  vacant  ground  cannot  frequently 
be  found  ? — It  frequently  cannot  be  found,  as  in 
the  case  of  Hull. 

1968.  So  that  there  is  no  special  case  of  com- 
plaint against  Hull  in  that  respect  ? — Certainly 
not. 
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1969.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  the  special  areais 
as  well  defined  as  it  can  possibly  be  under  the 
circumstances;  what  are  the  boundaries  of  it ; it 
is  bounded  by  the  Humber  on  one  side,  is  it  not  ? 
— Yes,  by  the  Humber,  and  on  all  other  sides  by 
streets. 

.1 970.  Upon  the  west  side  it  runs  almost  to  a 
point,  does  it  not  ?—  It  does,  taking  in  the  western 
boundary  of  the  Customs’  depot. 

1971.  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  make 
which  would  make  it  further  defined  than  at  pre- 
sent, and  answer  your  purposes  better? — My  im- 
pression, when  I first  visited  the  port,  was  that 
it  was  not  possible  to  make  a complete  defined 
part,  and  it  was  a question  whether  a part  should 
be  defined,  or  whether  importation  should  be  alto- 
gether prohibited  in  the  time  of  cattle  plague. 
The  prohibition  of  importation  was  a serious  ques- 
tion to  consider,  and  the  conclusion  was  that  the 
best  must  be  made  of  the  conditions  which  existed, 
and  I,  of  course,  think  that  the  defined  part  which 
I first  drew  out,  was  the  best  that  could  be  made 
under  the  circumstances. 

1972.  Is  that  a correct  representation  of  the 
defined  area  as  it  at  present  exists  {handing  a 
plan  to  1 he  witness)  1— That  is  the  present  one, 
but  it  is  not  the  one  which  I consider  the  best. 

1973.  You  could  make  suggestions  for  the  im- 
provement of  that  without  altogether  changing 
the  place  and  going  to  the  garrison  ground  ?-I 
should  certainly  go  back  to  the  original  boun- 
daries, and  include  the  cattle  market,  especially 
as  I have  before  me  the  fact,  that  if  the  cattle 
market  had  not  been  outside  the  boundary,  there 
would  not,  in  all  probability,  have  been  an  out- 
break of  cattle  plague  in  Yorkshire  recently. 

1974.  You  would  go  back  to  the  first  defined 
area  which  was  of  considerable  length  ?— I 
would. 

1975.  Did  you  make  a recommendation  to  the 
local  authorities  ? — I have  not  been  called  upon 
to  make  any  recommendation  to  the  local  autho- 
rities yet. 

1976.  Now  with  regard  to  the  “Joseph 
Soames,”  when  was  the  fact  of  there  being  dis- 
eased cattle  on  board  the  “Joseph  Soames  ” re- 
ported to  your  department? — I believe  on  the 
day  of  the  arrival  of  the  vessel. 

1977.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  ? — The  25th 
of  J uly. 

1978.  And  when  did  you  go  to  Hull? — I be- 
lieve I received  a telegram  on  the  same  evening, 
when  I was  within  a few  miles  of  the  port; 
somewhere  in  Lincolnshire,  very  close  to  the 
ferry  from  New  Holland. 

1979.  You  went  over  that  day?— Upon  the 
same  day  that  I received  the  telegram;  upon 
the  25th,  I believe. 

1980.  Do  you  know  what  day  of  the  week 
that  was? — I believe  it  was  on  a Thursday. 

1981.  What  did  you  do  when  you  got  there? 

I arrived  there  late  at  night,  so  that  I could 

not  visit  the  vessel  until  the  following  morning, 
when  I went  on  board  with  Professor  Simonds, 
who  had  previously  arrived,  and  the  Customs’ 
officer,  and  the  inspector  of  the  Privy  Council. 

19a2.  Did  you  make  any  communication  to 
the  local  authorities  at  that  time  ? — I did  not.;  but 
the  local  inspector  was  aware  of  the  animals 
being  there,  and  he  came  on  board  with  us,  or 
shortly  afterwards,  I am  not  quite  sure  which. 

1983.  It  was  not  in  consequence  of  any  infor- 
mation which  he  received  from  you  or  from  Pro- 
fessor Simonds  ? — It  was  not  in  consequence  of 


any  information  he  received  from  me,  cer- 
tainly. 

1984.  Did  you  at  that  time  make  up  vour 
mind  what  would  be  the  best  thing  to  be  done 
under  the  circumstances? — Not  until  the  follow-- 
ing  day;  because  I was  required  to  find  out 
what  possibilities  there  existed  of  disposing  of 
the  animals. 

1985.  That  would  be  upon  the  Friday?— 
Upon  the  Friday. 

1986.  And  you  did  not  consult  upon  the  matter 
at  all  with  the  local  authorities  ? — No,  I did  not 
consider  that  it  was  any  part  of  my  duties  to 
consult  the  local  authorities  at  the  time. 

1987.  You  considered  the  matter  was  one  for 
which  you  were  wholly  responsible,  and  had  to 
act  in  the  best  way  you  could  under  the  cir- 
cumstances?— Up  to  a certain  time. 

1988.  Up  to  what  time  ? — Up  to  the  time  when 
wc  had  decided  that  there  was  no  other  course 
than  to  send  the  animals  out  to  sea  to  be  sunk ; 

I made  inquiries  in  order  to  ascertain  how  that 
could  be  carried  out,  and  then  I proceeded  to 
consult  the  local  authorities. 

1989.  When  you  proceeded  to  consult  the 
local  authorities,  will  you  be  kind  enough 
to  tell  me  what  you  did,  did  you  write  to 
them  ? — I had  no  time  to  write  under  those 
circumstances,  as  it  was  then  Friday,  and  it  was 
desirable  to  get  rid  of  the  carcasses  as  quickly  as 
possible.  I called  at  the  Town  Hall,  but  it  was 
closed,  it  being  too  late ; and  I understood  that 
the  Town  Clerk  was  expected  at  9 o’clock  on 
the  following  morning  at  his  office,  and  I decided 
not  to  disturb  him  at  night ; I therefore  waited 
until  the  following  morning.  On  the  Saturday 
morning  I was  waiting  in  my  hotel  for  9 o’clock 
to  arrive,  and  I saw  the  town  clerk  coming  into 
the  railway  station ; I immediately  went  out  at 
the  back  of  the  hot- 1,  and  met  him  on  the  plat- 
form, and  told  him  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  were  placed. 

1990.  Then  it  seems  to  have  been  more  a 
matter  of  accident,  than  anything  else,  that  any 
information  was  given  to  him  upon  the  subject? 
—As  it  turned  out  it  was. an  accident,  but  it  was 
my  intention  to  inform  him  and  I did  not  intend 
to  take  any  steps  without  seeing  him. 

1991.  Chairman.)  If  you  had  not  seen  lnav  at 

the  railway  station i you  would  have  gone  to  his 
office  at  nine  o’clock  ? — Yes.  . , , 

1992.  Mr.  Clay.]  You  had  previously  decided 
as  to  the  only  course  to  be  pursued  ? —The  only 
possible  course  to  be  pursued. 

1993.  And  you  communicated  that  to  the 

town  clerk? — Yes  . 

1994.  Not  in  the  sense  of  asking  his  advice, 

but  in  the  sense  of  giving  him  information  which 
you  supposed  might  have  interested  himr  I 
said,  “ L see  no  way  of  disposing  of  the  carcases, 
except  sending  them  out  to  sea,”  and  the  answer 
I got  was,  “lamina  great  hurry  to  catch  this 
train ; will  you  sec  Mr.  Freeman  and  tell  him  to 
do  what  is  necessary.”  {tT, 

1995.  Do  you  remember  whether  he  said,  uv 
anything  which  may  be  legal”?— I ^iave  n.°  ° I 
lection  to  accept  that  interpretation,,  but  i <10  n 
recollect  the  words.  I will  admit  that  ve  y 

1996.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  8ay‘®S» 
“In  any  case  of  this  kind,  you  must  not  be  too 
particular  as  to  anything  being  exactly  lega 
— I am  quite  ready  to  admit  that  I , 
Slid  it;  it  is  just  what  I should  say  under  those 

circumstances , 
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circumstances;  but  I have  no  recollection  of 

1997.  Then  you  will  admit  that  the  local 
authorities  are  not  responsible  for  the  thing 
having  been  carried  out  in  a bungling  manner  ? 

X think  their  officer  was ; he  was  sent  with 

the  carcases. 

1998.  Was  that  Mr.  Freeman  ? — No,  it  was 
one  of  the  police  sent  by  Mr.  Freeman’s  direc- 
tion; the  whole  thing  was  done  by  Mr.  Free- 
man’s direction,  upon  the  statement  made  to  him 
that  lie  was  authorised  to  act.  I will  make  the 
remark,  that  it  was  only  upon  that  assurance 
which  he  received  from  me,  that  he  consented  to 
act. 

1999.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  in  consequence 
of  this  bungling,  that  the  infection  was  communi- 
cated to  any  place  ? — No,  I do  not  believe  that 
the  slightest  harm  happened  beyond  what  was 
involved  in  the  expense  of  burying  the  carcases 
subsequently. 

2000.  You  agree  with  this,  that  it  is  impos- 
sible that  any  infection  should  have  been  propa- 
gated by  the  carcases  that  were  washed  on 
shore  ? — I do  not  think  that  it  is  impossible  that 
it  should  have  been,  but  I agree  that  it  was 
not. 

2001.  You  say,  that  if  cattle  had  been  grazing 
upon  the  beach  it  might  have  been  communi- 
cated ? — Quite  so  ; and  if  it  had  been  we  should 
have  had  the  cattle  plague  in  Lincolnshire  to 
begin  with,  instead  of  in  Yorkshire. 

2002.  I will  ask  you  a question  or  two  about 
the  outbreak  at  Yapham ; l believe  you  tele- 
graphed to  your  department  that  there  were 
three  beasts  diseased  which  had  been  bought  at 
Hull? — At  Yapham  there  were  two  originally. 

2003.  Was  there  a third  afterwards? — There 
were  several  afterwards  in  the  adjoining  pas- 
ture. 

2004.  Which  had  been  bought  at  Hull  ? — No, 
two  of  which  were  bought  at  Hull,  and  the  re- 
mainder were  in  the  adjoining  pasture. 

2005.  Do  you  know  when  those  were  bought 
in  Hull,  and  who  they  were  bought  of? — They 
were  bought  on  July  the  29th,  by  a butcher  at 
Patrington. 

2006.  Of  whom?— I-  forget  the  name  of  the 
seller. 

2007.,  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  im- 
ported cattle? — They  were  English  cattle  ; they 
came  from  farms  in  the  neighbourhood. 

2008.  In  what  way  do  you  suppose  that  there 
could  have  been  any  disregard  of  your  orders  in 
this  matter? — I do  not  believe  there  was  any 
disregard  of  our  orders  in  this  matter  at  all. 

2009-  You  consider  that  it  was  purely  acci- 
dental?— Entirely  so. 

2010.  Not  being  imported  cattle  it  was  no- 
body’s duty  to  have  given  a certificate  for  them 
to  pass,  in  order  that  they  might  so  pass?— No, 
not  at  all. 

2011.  You  have  no  cause  of  complaint  upon 
that  ground  ? — None  whatever, 

2012.  I think  I have  gathered  from  you  that 
the  single  cause  of  complaint  against  Hull,  or  at 
least  the  only  one  that  has  been  officially  com- 
municated to  the  authorities  was  the  complaint 
of  the  inspector,  Freeman,  as  to  the  passage  of 
those  cattle  over  the  North  Eastern  rails,  and  the 
general  difficulties  that  attended  the  management 
of  those  affairs  at  the  time  ? — That  is  the  only 
official  complaint  that  we  received  from  our  in- 
spector. I should  like  to  add  that  I have  never 

0.58. 


made  any  complaint  myself  upon  the  score  of  any 
inattention  on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities ; C 
on  the  contrary,  they  have  always  professed 
themselves  most  anxious  to  do  what  could  be 
done.  'I'he  cases  referred  to  are  cases  in  which 
there  has  been  some  neglect  to  carry  out  the 
regulations,  in  which  the  officer  of  the  local 
authorities  is  certainly  responsible. 

2013.  You  did  not  appear  to  be  altogether 
satisfied  with  reference,  to  the  engagement  under 
which  the  local  authorities  came  when  the  last 
defined  area  was  settled,  that  those  undertakings 
were  carried  out  with  regard  to  the  strict  watch- 
ing of  the  defined  area  ? — I was  perfectly  satis- 
fied from  the  absence  of  any  evidence  to  the 
contrary,  until  I had  received  your  statement  that 
a number  of  persons  had  been  prosecuted  for 
infringing  the  regulations. 

2014.  Surely  it  may  be  taken  for  granted  that 
that  was  anticipated  as  possible ; otherwise  you 
would  not  have  required  so  many  policemen  to 
be  employed? — Precisely  so;  it  was  the  fact  of 
its  probability  that  constituted  the  objection  to 
the  new  defined  area. 

2015.  Still  those  men  having  carried  out  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  appointed,  it  can 
hardly  be  given  as  an  instance  that  the  local 
authority  did  not  act  up  to  their  engagements? — 

I should  hardly  say  that  the  local  authorities  did 
not  act  up  to  their  engagements,  but  that  they 
did  not  successfully  carry  them  out. 

20J  6.  Mr.  O' Conor']  You  stated,  in  answer  to 
the  Honourable  Member  for  Carlow,  that  you 
have  found  instances  of  cattle  plague  in  Ireland  ? 
— I have. 

. 2017.  When  was  that? — In  1866. 

2018.  Did  you  go  to  Ireland  specially  for  the 
purpose  of  looking  into  those  cases? — I did. 

2019.  In  what  part  of  the  country  did  you 
find  them?— Within  four  miles  of  Lisburn 

2020.  You  found  those  cases? — I saw  the 
cattle  with  the  disease  upon  them. 

2021.  You  have  no  doubt  that  it  was  real 
cattle  plague? — There  is  no  doubt  about  it. 

2022.  Was  there  any  doubt  expressed  by  the 
Irish  authorities  ? — I believe  my  visit  was  the 
result  of  a doubt  expressed  by  dealers  and  cattle 
owners  in  the  country  upon  the  point. 

2023.  You  stated  that  the  disease  was  also  in 
the  county  Meath,  near  Enfield  ? — It  was. 

2024.  You  have  no  doubt  that  it  was  real 
cattle  plague  there  as  well  as  in  Lisburn  ? — The 
evidence  which  I obtained  in  Meath  led  me  to 
conclude  that  the  disease  was  of  such  a nature 
that  no  hesitation  would  be  permitted,  and  it  was 
agreed  with  Professor  Ferguson  that  it  must  be 
dealt  with  as  cattle  plague.  We  had  no  time  to 
make  further  inquiry,  as  we  were  in  the  middle 
of  a vast  cattle  district,  and  no  doubt  large  num- 
bers of  cattle  would  have  been  sacrificed  if  we 
had  not  taken  such  measures  as  we  did  take. 

2025.  Did  you  find  out  how  it  came  there  ? — 
No,  it  was  quite  inexplicable. 

20^6.  Have  you  found  any  difficulty  with  the 
local  authorities,  or  the  farmers  generally  in 
stamping  it  out? — None.  At  the  time  ot  my 
visit  they  had  become  convinced  that  it  was  a 
serious  matter,  and  that  serious  measures  were 
necessary. 

2027.  And  the  result  was  that  the  disease  was 
stamped  out? — The  disease  was  stamped  out 
within  two  months  after  I arrived  there. 

2028.  And  you  have  beard  of  no  other  cases? 
— I have  heard  of  none  since. 

K 3 2029.  It 
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2029.  It  was  not  sent  back  to  England  ?— It 
was  not. 

2030.  You  stated  that  England  gets  animals 
from  Ireland  affected  with  pleuropneumonia  to  a 
considerable  extent,  but  that  you  have  no  means 
of  proving  it? — We  have  reports  from  inspec- 
tors, and  my  own  investigations  in  Cheshire, 
which  convinced  me  that  many  of  the  outbreaks 
were  traceable  to  cattle  brought  from  Ireland. 

2031.  With  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  that  is  the  disease,  I believe,  which  you 
principally  accuse  Ireland  of  sending  into  this 
country  ? — Principally  during  the  last  two 
years. 

2032.  And  you  stated  that  you  found  it  mostly 
in  the  port  of  Bristol  ? — Bristol  is  where  I found 
it  most,  but  it  is  equally  had  in  Liverpool,  I 
believe. 

2033.  But  I believe  it  was  originally  from  the 
port  of  Bristol  that  it  went  to  Ireland? — It  was. 

2034.  In  your  report  you  state  that  the  Bristol 
market  is  in  a very  unsatisfactory  condition  ? — 
.No,  it  is  attended  to  in  a better  manner  than  any 
market  that  1 know  of  all  over  the  country. 

2035.  But  you  get  more  complaints  of  disease 
from  the  Bristol  market? — It  is  a remarkable 
thing,  that  although  more  precautions  have  been 
taken  to  disinfect  at  Bristol,  we  have  more  com- 
plaints of  that  market  than  of  all  the  other  markets 
in  England  where  they  have  taken  no  precautions 
whatever. 

2036.  You  have  no  recommendation  to  make 
with  regard  to  that,  I believe  ? — No ; I believe 
if  anything  is  neglected  it  is  the  fault  of  the  local 
inspector,  the  local  authorities  have  given  him 
full  power. 

2037.  Chairman .]  But  by  that  answer  you  do 
not  mean  to  throw  the  blame  upon  the  inspector  ? 
— No,  I think  he  has  done  his  best. 

2038.  Mr.  O’ Conor.]  You  stated  that  such 
regulations  as  you  proposed,  with  regard  to  in- 
spection on  embarkation,  would,  in  your  opinion, 
tend  to  stop  the  trade  of  Ireland  ? — I believe  it 
would  tend  to  throw  the  store  stock  trade  of  Ire- 
land into  the  hands  of  feeders.  There  is  good 
reason  to  believe  that  it  is  desired  that  the  store 
cattle  in  Ireland  should  not  have  a good  sanitary 
reputation  in  this  country,  as  the  less  the  demand 
for  them  in  this  country,  the  cheaper  the  grazier 
can  buy  them  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
verting them  into  fat  stock. 

2039.  You  have  a very  considerable  im- 
portation of  store  stock  into  England  from  Ire- 
land, have  you  not  ? — There  is  a very  large  im- 
portation. 

2040.  It  is  a very  valuable  trade  for  this 
country,  I believe  ? — It  is. 

2041.  And  also  a very  valuable  trade  for  the 
people  in  Ireland  ? — It  is. 

2042.  You  have  been  in  the  grazing  districts 
of  Ireland  a good  deal,  I believe  ? — I have. 

2043.  And  you  have  observed  that  it  is  almost 
the  only  great  trade  of  the  country  ? — It  is  the 
great  trade  of  the  country. 

2044.  And  anything  which  interfered  with  it 
would  be  a very  serious  matter  to  it  indeed  ? — 
Yes. 

2045.  You  stated  that  nothing  less  than  the 
cattle  plague  restrictions,  without  the  slaughter- 
ing of  the  animals,  would  stamp  out  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — I think  so. 

2046.  Such  restrictions,  I presume  you  think, 
would  be  intolerable  to  the  farmer  in  England  ? 
— Unquestionably  they  would. 


2047.  And  I presume  they  would  be  equally 
intolerable  to  farmers  in  Ireland? — I presume 
so ; I would  treat  the  whole  stock  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  exactly  the  same  way. 

2048.  You  stated  that  cattle  would  live  a 
very  considerable  time  without  water  ?—• They 
will. 

2049.  And  you  qualified  that  by  saying,  “pro- 
vided they  were  fed  upon  turnips  ” ? — That  was 
with  regard  to  another  question. 

2050.  If  fed  upon  turnips,  would  not.  they  live 
without  any  water  at  all  ? — Undoubtedly  if'  they 
were  fed  upon  turnips  they  would  drink  a very 
small  quantity  of  water. 

2051.  So  that  that  would  be  no  test  ? — No. 

2052.  Mr.  ICavunagh.]  I think  you  said  it  was 
advisable  that  store  stock  cattle  should  not  have 
a healthy  reputation  in  this  country  ? — I have 
reason  to  believe  so. 

2053.  That  it  is  advisable  they  should  not  have 
it  ?— Or  that  it  is  not  advisable  that  they  should; 
it  is  one  and  the  same  thing. 

2054.  In  order  that  they  might  be  bought 
more  cheaply  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  fat- 
tening ; is  that  you  opinion? — I believe  that 
that  is  the  idea  of  the  people  in  Ireland  them- 
selves. 

2055.  Is  that  your  idea  ? — No,  not  at  all. 

2050.  Mr.  Dent.']  You  mean  that  the  feeder 

in  Ireland  did  not  wish  the  store  stock  to  have 
a good  reputation  in  England  T — That  is  so ; he 
wishes  to  have  them  himself,  in  order  to  convert 
them  into  fat  stock. 

2057.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  I understood  you  to 
state  that  there  was  an  opinion  that  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  had  been  brought  to  this  country 
from  Holland? — It  is  so  stated. 

2058.  Is  there  any  evidence  upon  that  sub- 
ject?— The  chief  evidence  is  that  the  disease  had 
not  been  previously  known  in  this  country,  and 
it  certainly  prevailed  in  Holland  about  the  year 
1839. 

2059.  Then  supposing  it  to  have  come  from 
Holland  at  that  time,  how  could  it  have  come 
over?— Only  by  animals  being  brought  in  for 
private  purposes ; milch  cows  probably.  I pre- 
sume they  must  have  been  smuggled  in  under 
those  circumstances. 

2060.  Is  there  any  evidence  to  show  that 
animals  did  come  in  at  that  time  ? — I have  not 
been  able  to  discover  such  evidence,  but  it  is 
stated  that  animals  were  brought  over  lay  a friend 
of  the  Dutch  consul. 

2061.  Where  is  that  stated? — I think  it  was 
stated  in  some  evidence  given  by  Professor  Gam- 
gee.  I am  not  certain  whether  it  refers  to 
pleuro-pneumonia,  or  to  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

2062.  You  also  stated  it  as  your  opinion  that 
pleuro-pneumonia  had  been  brought  in  from 
Holland  in  the  same  way  ? —In  tne  Bame  way. 
While  I was  in  Ireland  I endeavoured  at  Cork, 
and  I had  Professor  Ferguson’s  assistance  in  the 
inquiry,  and.  the  aid  of  the  constabulary,  to 

S.ther  some  information  as  to  the  existence  of 
ese  Dutch  cattle  in  the  town  of  Cork,  to  which 
they  bad  been  taken,  but  we  could  not  find  any 
evidence  of  it. 

2063.  There  really  is  no  evidence  which  would 
stand  the  test  of  examination,  is  there  ? — There 
appears  not  to  be. 

2064.  If  the  disease  did  not  come  from  Hol- 
land into  England  it  probably  did  not  come  from 
any  other  country  ? — Pleuro-pneumonia  was  in- 
troduced 
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troduced  into  Ireland  first  undoubtedly,  and 
from  Ireland  brought  to  this  country. 

2065.  Still  there  is  no  evidence  that  you  think 
of  any  value  that  it  was  introduced  into  Ireland 
from  Holland  ? — There  is  no  evidence  that  cattle 
were  introduced  into  Ireland  from  Holland  ; the 
only  evidence  that  disease  was  introduced  is  the 
fact  that  it  existed  in  Holland  first,  and  then 
appeared  in  Ireland. 

2066.  I think  we  understand  that  the  evidence 
that  it  came  from  Holland  into  Cork  is  of  small 
value ; it  is  an  inference  only,  is  it  not  ? — It  is 
an  inference. 

2067.  It  is  inferred,  because  the  disease  was  in 
Holland  at.  that  time  ? — And  it  suddenly  appeared 
in  Cork. 

206S.  Do  I understand  you  to  say  that  it  came 
from  Cork  or  some  other  part  of  Ireland  to  Eng- 
land at  that  time  ? — Very  shortly  after  that  time 
it  appeared  in  the  London  dairies. 

2069.  How  soon  afterwards  ? — I think  that  it 
appeared  in  Ireland  in  1840,  and  it  was  present  in 
the  London  dairies  in  1841. 

2070.  At  that  time  there  were  cattle  in  the 
London  dairies  brought  from  Ireland  ? — Yes,  I 
think  there  were.  I think  its  transmission  from 
Ireland  was  traced  with  tolerable  exactness. 

2071.  Was  the  disease  nowhere  else  than  in 
the  London  dairies  ? — Not  at  the  time ; it  spread 
very  rapidly,  and  veiy  soon  got  to  Scotland. 

2072.  The  disease  is  supposed  to  have  been 
transmitted  from  Cork  to  London,  but  not  to  any 
intermediate  place  ? — There  is  no  evidence  of  its 
having  been  seen  at  any  intermediate  place. 

2073.  How  long  would  it  take  at  that  time  for 
vessels  to  come  from  Cork  to  London  ? — In  a 
sailing  vessel  it  would  take  three  or  four  days. 

2074.  Has  there  been  as  much  disease  (not 
speaking  of  the  cattle  plague,  but  of  those  minor 
diseases)  in  Ireland  as  in  England  of  late  years  ? 
— I think  pleuro-pneumouia  has  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land to  probably  about  the  same  extent  as  it  has 
in  England. 

2075.  But,  I am  speaking  with  reference  to  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — Foot  and  mouth  disease  has 
not  been  so  prevalent  there  as  in  England. 

2076.  But  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  existed 
in  Ireland  ? — It  has  existed  in  Ireland. 

2077.  And  in  many  parts?- -In  many  parts. 

2078.  Is  it  at  all  the  case  that  during  late 
years  those,  diseases  or  any  of  them  have  been 
communicated  to  Ireland  by  any  foreign  coun- 
tries ? — No,  I think  not,  because  the  foreign  im- 
portation has  been  very  limited. 

2079.  There  is  some  foreign  importation? — 
There  is  a small  importation  of  Spanish  cattle 
into  Dublin,  and  those  are  taken  for  the  purpose 
of  slaughter,  I believe. 

2080.  Has  it  ever  been  discovered  that  there 
has  been  disease  amongst  Spanish  cattle? — We 
have  found  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia, but  very  rarely. 

2081.  Chairman. ] Do  you  apply  the  words 
“very  rarely,”  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  well 
as  to  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I do. 

2082.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.']  You  stated  that 
there  had  been  cases  of  cattle  plague  in  Ireland; 
in  what  part  of  Ireland  was  that?— Not  very  far 
from  Belfast. 

2083.  Was  that  disease  supposed  to  have  been 
taken  from  this  country? — It  was  supposed  to 
have  been  taken  from  diseased  animals  in  Scot- 
land by  persons  who  had  been  in  contact  with 
them. 
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2084.  Were  the  animals  taken  from  Scotland 
into  Ireland  at  that  time? — I do  not  know  that 
they  were. 

2085.  The  probability  is  that  it  was  not  com- 
municated by  any  animal  ? — I think  the  proba- 
bilities are  that  it  was  communicated  by  indi- 
viduals who  were  at  the  same  time  owners  of 
cattle  in  Scotland  and  in  Ireland. 

2086.  It  is  probable  that  the  infection  was  not 
communicated  from  one  animal  to  another? — 
Very  pi-obable  indeed. 

2087.  The  infliction  of  the  most  stringent  pro- 
hibition upon  animals  would  not  have  made  any 
difference  in  that  case  ? — The  restrictions  could 
not  have  beer,  made  more  stringent  than  they 
were,  for  importation  from  Great  Britain  was 
entirely  prohibited  some  time  before. 

2088.  If  we  prohibited  animals  entirely  from 
coming  into  this  country,  we  should  be  liable  to 
the  cattle  plague,  should  we  not? — We  should 
still  incur  the  risk ; the  last  outbreak  occurred 
from  animals  which  were  never  landed  at  all. 

2089.  With  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  you  have  given  it  very  distinctly  as  your 
opinion  that  we  should  do  either  more  or  less?  — 
I think  so. 

2090.  I judge  that  you  have  a very  strong 
opinion  that  we  cannot  do  more? — I do  not 
thick  that  we  can  apply  such  regulations  as  I 
should  consider  effective. 

2091.  It  is  not  remarkable  that  there  should 
be  disease  and  frequent  disease,  epidemic  disease 
amongst  cattle  just  as  there  is  amongst  human 
beings  ? — No,  it  is  no  more  remarkable  in  the  one 
case  than  in  the  other. 

2092.  With  regard  to  human  beings,  I suppose 
it  is  the  love  of  health  and  of  life  that  is  the 
chief  motive  for  fighting  against  disease  ? — I pre- 
sume so. 

2093.  Does  not  the  law  of  property  furnish  a 
motive  almost  as  strong  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
prietor of  property  ? — Judging  from  what  I have 
seen,  it  furnishes  a motive  which  is  considerably 
stronger. 

2094.  Then  if  Government  did  nothing  in  re- 
gard to  disease  (I  am  not  now  speaking  of  cattle 
plague,  because  that  stands  out  in  a startling 
manner  from  the  other  diseases,  but  speaking  of 
the  minor  diseases)  should  not  that  strong  motive 
which  the  owner  of  cattle  and  people  connected 
with  agriculture  feel  generally,  be  expected  in 
the  long  run  to  protect  us  almost  as  much  as  we 
can  be  protected  from  disease  V — Practically  it 
would  very  often  fail  to  do  so,  I can  say  that 
from  observations  which  I have  made,  particu- 
larly in  the  Bristol  market,  where  animals  upon 
each  occasion  on  which  I visited  it,  had  been 
seized  by  the  inspector,  and  placed  upon  one 
side  of  the  market,  where  they  could  easily  be 
seen,  and  it  struck  me  to  inquire  whether  in  the 
face  of  this  distinct  advertisement  of  the  pre- 
sence of  disease,  any  interference  with  the  sale 
of  stock  was  occasioned,  and  I found  it  was  not 
so ; and  I inquired  whether  any  individual  had 
ever  asked  with  reference  to  the  particular  lot  of 
cattle  from  which  the  diseased  cases  were  taken, 
and  I was  informed  that  such  a question  had 
never  been  asked. 

2095.  But  if  it  had  been  very  important  to 
ask  it,  do  not  you  think  that  it  would  have  been 
asked  ? — I believe  so,  and  the  answers  which  I 
received  were  precisely  those  which  I expected, 
because  from  my  general  observations  over  the 
country  I have  long  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
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the  farmers  really  care  nothing  at  all  about  the 
matter  of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

2096.  They  do  not  think  it  of  much  importance 
to  their  interests? — I meant  to  say  that  they 
■would  not  allow  interference  with  the  trade 
merely  upon  the  ground  that  they  incurred  the 
risk  of  taking  that  disease  to  their  farms. 

2097-  You  stated  that  your  interference  had 
failed  to  a great  extent;  but  surely  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Government  always  fails  to  a large 
extent,  does  it  not? — Yes. 

2098.  Does  not  it  appear  to  you  that  if  Go- 
vernment is  to  make  itself  responsible  for  the 
health  of  cattle  with  regard  to  those  minor 
diseases,  it  is  one  way  of  undermining  the  inde- 
pendent action  of  farmers  with  regard,  to  then- 
own  interests? — I do  not  think  that  it  affects 
the  interests  of  the  farmers  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree ; I mean  by  that,  that  the  regulations  which 
are  insisted  upon  by  the  Act  were  never  in  the 
least  degree  respected. 

2099.  That  is  to  say,  the  Government  having 
done  nothing,  but  having  only  appeared  to  do 
something,  the  farmers  have  necessarily  to  de- 
pend upon  themselves,  just  the  same  as  they  ever 
had  ? — Precisely. 

2100.  Then  if  the  Government  did  act  ener- 
getically, and  made  its  action  felt,  and  the 
farmers  felt  that  the  Government  was  under- 
taking the  care  of  their  cattle  with  regard 
to  all  those  minor  diseases,  is  it  not  likely  that 
they  would  take  somewhat  less  independent  care 
of  themselves  ?— I believe  they  would  meet  the 
system  by  constant  and  systematic  opposition,  as 
I know  they  consider  the  disease  of  such  minor 
importance  as  not  to  justify  so  much  inter- 
ference. 

2101.  I should  judge  that  it  is  your  opinion  that 
if  the  Government  would  deal  energetically  with 
the  cattle  plague,  and  leave  other  diseases  alone, 
the  farmers  upon  the  whole  would  not  be.  dis- 
satisfied?— I should  include  sheep-pox,  certainly ; 
and  also  pleuro-pneumonia,  along  with  the  cattle 
plague. 

2102.  You  would  include  those  diseases  ? — 
Yes;  because  they  are  both  decidedly  serious 
diseases. 

2103.  Sheep  pox  in  foreign  countries,  I think, 
is  treated  differently  from  what  I may  call  minor 
diseases? — Yes;  it  is  always  considered  a serious 
matter,  and  districts  are  declared  infected  where 
it  is  known  to  exist. 

2104.  You  think  the  conduct  of  the  depart- 
ment with  regard  to  the  sheep  pox  up  to  this 
time  has  been  right? — I think  that  the  strin- 
gency of  the  measures  ought  to  be  increased. 

2105.  I think  I understood  the  last  witness 
to  take  a different  view  upon  that  question,  and 
to  think  that  it  was  a mistake  to  interfere,  as  the 
Government  did  now  interfere,  in  regard  to  the 
sheep-pox ; are  you  aware  whether  that  is  the 
fact  ? — 1 do  not  think  that  he  holds  that  opinion. 

2106.  Lord  R.  Montana .].  You  said  that  there 
was  no  evidence  of  the  introduction  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia from  Holland  into  Cork,  but  only  an 
inference ; is  that  because  there  are  no  records 
now  existing  to  prove  it ; if  so  for  what  reason 
did  you  say  that  pleuro-pneumonia,  in  your 
opinion,  was  imported  into  Cork  from  Holland  ? 
— I conclude  that,  from  the  fact  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia existed  previously  upon  the  Con- 
tinent, especially  in  Holland,  immediately  before 


its  sudden  appearance  in  Cork,  that  it  was  iu 
some  way  introduced  from  Holland. 

2107.  But  there  are  no  records  existing  now  to 
prove  that,  and  if  any  records  were  made  at  the 
time  they  have  been  lost? — We  have  not  been 
able  to  discover  them. 

2108.  But  there  are  no  records  repugnant  to 
that  theory,  I presume  ? — None.  There  is  the 
fact  that  pleuro-pneumonia  was  known  in  Cork 
about  that  time.  That  fact  was  ascertained  in 
1866. 

2109.  Was  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  also 
imported  into  Cork  ? — That  also  was  upon  the 
Continent  prevailing  somewhat  extensively  before 
its  appearance  in  England. 

2110.  Neither  of  those  diseases  were  known  to 
exist  in  the  United  Kingdom  until  after  then- 
existing  abroad,  anil  then  they  suddenly  made 
their  appearance  in  this  country  ? — That  is  the 
case. 

2111.  It  is  known  that  some  diseased  cattle 
did  come  over  from  abroad  ? — It  is  asserted  so, 
but  we  have  never  been  able  to  obtain  positive 
evidence  of  it. 

2112.  I believe,  according  to  the  present  rules 
with  regard  to  cattle  from  all  scheduled  countries, 
there  are  2 1 ports  where  they  now  can  arrive, 
and  at  which  they  must  be  killed? — That  is  the 
case. 

2113.  Chairman.']  The  Report  of  1870  gives 
32  ports  altogether? — There  are  21  ports  where 
there  arc  defined  parts. 

2114.  Lord  R.  Montagu .]  Wherever  they  are 
landed  they  must  be  killed  if  they  come  from 
scheduled  countries,  must  they  not? — Yes;  at 
page  32  you  will  find  the  ports  specified ; those 
which  have  defined  parts  are  ^marked  with  an 
asterisk. 

2115.  There  are  32  ports  in  Great  Britain 
where  foreign  animals  may  be  lauded,  but  there 
are  21  ports  only  at  which  foreign  animals  from 
scheduled  countries  may  be  landed,  and  there 
they  must  be  killed  ? — That  is  so. 

2116.  I am  aware  that  Belgium  now  is  one  of 
the  scheduled  countries ; but  before  it  was  sche- 
duled was  there,  and  is  there  now,  any  consider- 
able export  of  cattle  from  Belgium  ? — A very 
small  number  of  live  cattle  arc  exported  from 
Belgium. 

2117.  Belgium  seldom  exports  more  than  she 
imports  ? — I believe  not. 

2118.  So  that,  in  fact,  it  comes  to  this,  that  the 
cattle  merely  pass  through  Belgium? — It  is  so. 

2119.  But  the  Belgian  cattle  are  not  ex- 
ported?— They  are  not  exported. 

2120.  Is  there  any  great  export  of  live  cattle 
from  Holland  to  England  ? — The  export  is  con- 
siderable. 

2121.  Is  there  any  export  from  Sweden  and 
Norway  to  England  ? — There  is. 

2122.  Is  it  to  a considerable  extent? — I think 
it  is  to  a considerable  extent;  I do  not  know  the 
number,  but  I believe  it  is  mentioned  in  the 
Report. 

2123.  Then  it  comes  to  this,  that  the  only 

cattle  which  do  not  come  here  for  immediate 
death  come  either  from  Schleswig-Holstein,  from 
Spain  and  Portugal,  from  Holland,  or  from 
Sweden  and  Norway? — Those  coming  from 
Schleswig-Holstein  are  only  landed  in  ports  where 
there  are  defined  parts.  . 

2124.  That  leaves  only  Spain,  Portugal,  Hol- 
land, Sweden,  and  Norway? — Yes,  and  Denmark. 

2125.  Would  the  total  import  from  those 

countries 
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countries  into  this  country  be  very  considerable 
in  the  year? — I believe  that  it  is  very  consider- 
able. 

2126.  What  happens  to  the  beasts  that  come 
from  those  countries  ? — They  are  landed  at  cer- 
tain ports  not  in  the  defined  parts,  and  detained 
for  12  hours  at  least.  On  landing,  or  as  soon 
after  as  convenient,  they  are  seen  by  the  vete- 
rinary inspector,  and  on  the  termination  of  a 12 
hours’  detention  they  are  examined  again  during 
daylight,  after  which,  if  they  arc  certified  to  be 
healthy,  they  cease  to  be  deemed  foreign  cattle. 

2127.  Then  they  may  go  inland  ? — They  may 
he  dealt  with  exactly  as  English  stock. 

2128.  Are  those  store  stock? — Some  of  them 
are  ; chiefly  X should  say  those  coming  from 
Holland. 

2129.  Would  you  say  that  the  majority  are 
store  stock  ? — J.  think  not. 

2130.  Are  the  foreign  store  stock  ever  worth 
anything? — I believe  the  Netherlands  stock  are 
estimated  as  milch  cows. 

2131.  They  are  only  milch  cows,  and  not  for 
fattening?— Not' for  fattening. 

2132.  With  the  exception  of  milch  cows  there 
are  very  few  cattle  that  come  from  abroad  to 
England  which  are  not  killed  at  once  ? — A cer- 
tain proportion  of  the  sheep  and  horned  stock 

. that  are  nearly  fat,  are  bought  by  feeders  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  surplus  food,  and 
they  are  kept  until  they  can  sell  them  in  a 
good  market;  and  in  that  sense  a number  of 
those  animals  coming  from  free  countries  may  he 
looked  upon  as  store  stock,  although  they  are  fat 
enough  for  killing  when  they  come. 

2133.  Do  you  consider  that  there  is  absolute 
or  very  great  security  in  this  system  ; I will  put 
a case  before  you : supposing  that  cattle  in  some 
of  those  unscheduled  countries  become  contami- 
nated by  contact  either  with  diseased  cattle  or 
infected  trucks,  I suppose  the  farmers  there 
would  instantly  send  them  over  to  the  English 
market  to  be  sold,  as  was  the  case  in  the  Dutch 
outbreak  in  lyrics] and  in  1857  or  1858,  when 
they  were  all  sent  over  for  sale  and  distributed, 
and  about  a week  afterwards  the  Dutch  Govern- 
ment telegraphed  to  our  Government  to  beware 
of  those  cattle.? — That  is  so  with  regard  to  the 
farmers. 

2134.  Do  you  think  that  is  likely  to  happen 
under  the  present. system? — I think  it  is  likely 
to  be  avoided  now  as  we  have  guarantees  from 
the  countries  under  the  schedule  that  they  will 
not  import  or  allow  the  transit  of  cattle  through 
their  dominions,  Or  allow  their  entrance  until 
they  have  passed  quarantine.  • 

2135.  Do  you  think  they  will  fulfil  those 
guarantees  ? — I have  no  evidence  which  will 
enable  me  to  speak  to  that. 

2136.  Do  those  guarantees  which  you  are 
speaking  of  apply  to  Holland,  Sweden,  Norway, 
and  Denmark  ? — I believe  they  apply  to  Holland 
and  Denmark. 

2137.  Then  there  are  no  guarantees  given  by 
the  Governments  of  Sweden  and  Norway,  or  by 
the  Governments  of  Spain  and  Portugal? — No, 
I believe  not. 

2138.  Chairman. ] Neither  of  those  countries, 
Spain,  Portugal,  Sweden  or  Norway,  are  import- 
ing countries,  I suppose  ? — They  arc  not. 

2139.  Lord  R.  Montagu."]  I believe  in  the 
beginning  of  1868,  Spanish  cattle  were  not 
allowed  to  be  imported  into  the  United  King- 
dom because  of  the  epidemic  of  pleuro-pneumoma 


which  existed  at  Santander  in  Spain;  are  you 
aware  that  that  was  the  case  ? — I do  not  remember 
that  any  prohibition  existed  upon  that  occasion. 
I remember  that  the  Spanish  cattle  had  the 
disease. 

2140.  In  the  answer  that  you  made  to  the 
Honourable  Member  for  Manchester  just  now, 
you  stated  that  you  thought  the  love  of  property 
would  be  sufficient  security ; did  you  refer  there 
to  a security  against  importing  disease,  or  against 
cattle  which  already  are  iu  this  country  taking 
diseases? — I understood  the  Honourable  Mem- 
ber to  refer  to  the  influence  those  motives  would 
have  in  inducing  the  owner  or  purchaser  of 
cattle  to  take  every  precaution  which  he  possibly 
could  take  without  reference  to  any  particular 
infectious  disease. 

2141.  But  in  the  case  of  the  foreign  importer, 
or  foreign  cattle  trader,  lie  would  not  care  in  the 
least  what  happened  afterwards  to  the  English 
cattle,  so  that  the  love  of  property  would  be  no 
protection  t.o  the  British  farmer  against  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  diseases  ? — I think  that  if 
the  farmer  found  out  that  the  introduction  of 
disease  was  due  to  a recent  importation  of  foreign 
cattle,  the  trade  would  be  likely  to  be  interfered 
with. 

2142.  So  that  the  suspension  of  the  foreign 
cattle  trade  may  be  said  to  be  held  in  terrorem 
over  the  foreign  importer  ? — I believe  that 
foreign  importers  know  that  to  he  so,  and  with 
good  reason. 

2143.  If  a foreign  Government,  which  either 
had  or  had  not.  given  the  guarantee,  were  to  be 
careless  and  to  allow  the  disease  to  get  into  our 
country,  or  if  foreign  importers  were  by  some 
moans  to  living  in  diseased  cattle,  I suppose  those 
countries  would  be  scheduled,  and  the  import  of 
any  cattle  from  them,  except  for  immediate 
slaughter,  would  be  entirely  prohibited? — I sup- 
pose that  that  would  be  the  result. 

2144.  That  would  he  a great  shock  to  the 
trade,  would  it  not  ?—  It  would,  no  doubt. 

2145.  A great  trade  would  receive  a sudden 
shock  by  that  means  ? — It  would. 

2146.  And  it  might  be  very  difficult  for  us  to 
obtain  any  supplies  from  other  sources  for  a 
time,  might  it  not  ? — It  might  he  difficult  to  do  so. 

2147.  If  it  was  found  that  slaughtering  at  the 
port  was  not  a great  injury  to  the  import,  trade 
of  foreign  cattle,  would  it  not  be  better  to  make 
one  rule,  namely,  for  the  slaughter  of  all  foreign 
cattle  at  the  ports  of  landing,  rather  than  throw 
the  trade  out  of  gear  in  that  manner? — If  there 
is  fair  ground  for  concluding  that  the  import 
trade  would  not  suffer  in  consequence. 

2148.  Then  you  would  say  so  ? — Then  I would 


say  so. 

2149.  I suppose  the  prices  of  meat  depend 
upon  the  amount  of  importation ; if  there  is  a 
large  importation  of  meat,  the  price  would  he 
low  in  proportion,  would  it  not  ? — Not  to  the 
consumer. 

2150.  I refer  to  the  wholesale  price  in  the 
market? — I should  imagine  that  it  would  have 
some  effect  in  reducing  the  wholesale  prices. 

2151.  Arc  you  aware  that  the  prices  of  meat 

in  the.  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  London 
markets  actually  fell  after  the  elaughtering  orders  ? 
— It  was  alleged  that  the  price  of  meat  in  some 
of  those  markets  was  actually  increased  on  ac- 
count of  those  restrictions,  and  the  Lords  of  the 
Council  were  asked  to  remove  them  on  that 
account.  ' „ 

Jj  2152.  Will 
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2152.  Will  you  look  at  these  papers,  and  say 
who  wrote  them  and  signed  them  {handing  some 
Papers  to  the  Witness)? — I signed  them  both. 

2153.  Will  you  look  at  the  wholesale  prices  of 
meat  in  those  papers ; one  refers  to  Manchester 
and  the  other  to  Birmingham ; those  arc  the 
prices  in  1868.  1 believer — Yes,  they  are. 

2154.  X believe  you  were  sent  down  to  those 
places  before  the  Bill  of  1868  was  brought  into 
the  House,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  effect  upon 
the  price  of  meat  of  those  slaughtering  orders  ? 
— It  was  in  consequence  of  an  application  for 
the  removal  of  those  restrictions. 

2155.  And  I think  you  found  that  the  prices 
of  meat  actually  fell  after  the  slaughtering  orders? 
—I  found  that  there  had  been  very  little  varia- 
tion for  a considerable  number  of  years  in  the 
wholesale  prices. 

2156.  Will  you  read  out  the  prices  upon  the 
first  page? — In  1864  beef  was  from  5 d.  to  1 A d. 
per  lb.  In  1865  it  was  from  5d.  to  S^rZ. ; in 
1866,  from  5J  d.  to  8$d. ; in  1867,  from  5\d.  to 
8 d. : and  in  1868,  from  4 %d.  to  7 \d. 

2157.  That  is  with  regard  to  Manchester? — 
Yes,  that  is  with  regard  to  Manchester. 

2158.  With  regard  to  Birmingham;  that,  fol- 
lows the  same  rule,  does  it  not?— In  Birmingham 
in  1864  the  price  of  beef  was  from  5 d.  to  7$d. ; 
in  1865  it  was  from  5$  d to  7%d. ; in  1866,  from 
6 d.  to  8 id. ; in  1867,  from  64 rZ.  to  7id. ; and  in 
1868,  from  6 d.  to  7 \d. 

21 59.  Now  with  regard  to  London,  we  will  take 
the  Metropolitan  Market;  will  you  give  the  Com- 
mittee the  prices  in  that  market? — In  I860  the 
average  wholesale  price  of  beef  at  the  market 
was  from  5 Jr/,  to  7£d. ; in  1861  it  was  from  5{J- d. 
to  7 \d. ; in  1862,  from  5&d.  to  6f  d. ; in  1863  it 
was  from  5$  <7.  to  l\d.  \ in  1864  it  was  from 
5 f d.  to  7 hd.  in  1865  it  was  from  6 \ d.  to  7 § d. ; 
in  1866,  from  5%d.  to  7 id. ; in  1867  it  was 
4|d.  to  7 3 d. ; and  in  four  months  of  1868  it 
4 § d.  to  7 i d. 

2160.  That  Return  does  not  go  beyond  that 
year,  does  it  ? — It  does  not. 

2161.  The  blue  Paper,  I think,  refers  to 
various  periods  in  1865,  1866,  and  1867  ( handing 
the  same  to  the  Witness ) ? — Yes. 

2162.  "Will  you  tell  me  whether  you  observe 
that  there  is  also  a falling  off  in  the  Metropolitan 
Market  at  the  time  of  the  slaughtering  orders  ? 
— In  the  wholesale  price  there  certainly  was. 

2163.  Then  we  come  to  this  result,  that  either 
the  slaughtering  orders  did  not  affect  the  price 
of  meat  at  all,  or  if  they  did,  they  made  the 
price  of  meat  fall? — Those  Returns  go  to  show' 
that  the  slaughtering  order  rather  reduced  the 
wholesale  price  of  mea:t. 

2164.  If  it  had  any  effect  at.  ail,  it  rather  re- 
duced the  price  of  meat,  but  it  certainly  did  not 
raise  it? — Not  according  to  those  Returns. 

2165.  Is  it  true  that  the  meat  of  foreign  cattle 
is  very  inferior  to  the  meat  of  English  cattle  ? 
— I have  certainly  had  as 1 good  meat  in  various 
parts  of  the  Continent  as  I ever  had  in  Eng- 
land. 

2166.  But  I refer  to  meat  that  is  brought  to 
England? — No;  I think  the  cattle  from  Ton- 
ning,  the  German  beasts,  and  the  Bremen  beasts 
are  all  of  a very  excellent  quality. 

2167.  Those  are  exceptions  to  the  general 
rule,  are  they  not  ?: — They  constitute  the  prin- 
cipal portion  of  the  imports. 

2168.  Is  it  the  rule  that  foreign  cattle'  are 
equal  to  English  cattle?— I should  say  that  the 


foreign  cattle  from  those  countries  are  equal  to 
any  but  the  very  best  English  stock. 

2169.  How  is  it  then  that  the  foreign  stock  is 
always  so  much  cheaper  than  English?— I do 
not  believe  that  to  the  consumer  it  is  any  cheaper 
at  all. 

2170.  But  to  the  buyer  ? —The  difference,  I 
believe,  is  not  very  great. 

2171.  Is  it  true,  as  was  proved  before  the 
Committee  in  1868,  that  the  foreign  beast  goes 
entirely  to  the  carcase  butcher  and  the  con- 
tractor ? — I believe  foreign  cattle  are  bought  by 
every  butcher  iu  London,  with  very  few,  if  any, 
exceptions. 

2172.  Would  a butcher  in  the  West-end  con- 
fess to  doing  so? — I never  found  a butcher  in 
my  life  who  would  confess  to  it ; but  we  have 
found  from  our  Returns  that  there  are  only  three 
or  four  butchers  in  London  who  do  not  buy  it; 
and  foreign  cattle  even  go  into  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Bond-street. 

2173.  Then  there  is  a reluctance  to  confess  it? 
—Yes. 

2174.  Of  the  foreign  cattle  imported,  the 
great  majority  come  to  the  port  of  London,  do 
they  not? — Yes. 

2175.  In  1862  I find  that  the  proportion  which 
came  to  London  wras  78  per  cent.,  and  that  in 
1867  the  proportion  was  70  per  cent.? — Yes. 

2176.  Or  including  Southampton  and  Har- 
wich, the  proportion  was  74  per  cent,  in  that 
year? — Yes. 

2177.  I wish  to  ask  you  some  questions  which 
I asked  Dr.  Williams,  with  regard  to  a compari- 
son of  the  losses  from  imported  diseases,  and  the 
amount  of  import;  there  is  a Paper  in  the  office 
which  I believe  you  and  Professor  Simonds  com- 
piled, from  which  it  appears  that  the  number  of 
cattle  lost  from  contagious  diseases  other  than 
cattle  plague,  between  July  1842  and  December 
1867,  was  1,275,000  ?— Yes,  that  is  so. 

2178.  The  losses  from  cattle  plague  during 
two  years  up  to  1867  were  290,527  ? — I believe 
that  is  correct. 

2179.  So  that  the  total  number  that  died  of 
imported  disease  between  July  1842  and  Decem- 
ber 1867  were  1,565,527  ?— That  is  correct. 

2180.  The  total  import  into  the  United  King- 
dom during  the  same  period  was  2,590,296  ?— 
That  is  correct. 

2181.  So  that  the  losses  wore  about  three- 
fifths  of  the  total  importation? — Yes. 

2182.  Now  let  me  ask  you  a few  questions 
with  regurd  to  this  report  of  Professor  Gamgee 
to  the  Privy  Council  in  1862  ';  do  you  find  that 
a correct  report?-—!  do  not  believe  that  the  esti- 
mate which  he  gives  of  the  losses  is  correct ; he 
takes  5 per  cent  upon  the  whole  stock  of  the 
country,  I believe,  or  something  like  that. 

2183.  If  I give  you  some  of  the  numbers  will 
you  tell  me  where  they  are  incorrect,  as  far  as 
you  are  able  to  do  so ; Professor  Gamgee  says 
that  the  average  annual  import  of  foreign  cattle 
into  the  United  Kingdom  from  1853  to  1860  was 
92,172,  and  that  the  loss  to  all  cattle  during  the 
same  period  from  imported  diseases  was  375,850 1 
— No,  I do  not  believe  there  are  any  means 
whatever  of  obtaining  the  numbers. 

2184.  Then  he  states  that  the  actual  number 
imported  from  1853  to  1860  was  553,043,  while 
the  total  loss  from  disease  other  than  cattle 
plague  was  2,255,100 ; do  you  believe  that  is  also 
incorrect  ? — I believe  that  also  is  entirely  incor- 
rect with  respect  to  the  losses  from  disease,  but 

perhaps 
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perhaps  his  figures  for  the  imports  'voulcl  be 
obtained  correctly  from  the  Customs. 

2185.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea 
of  the  number? — We  could  only  calculate  it 
from  our  cnvn  observations,  and  the  conclusion 
was  that  the  losses  would  amount  to  about  1 per 
cent,  of  the  whole  stock  in  the  country  from 
diseases  other  than  cattle  plague. 

2186.  During  what  period? — From  1S42  to 
1867. 

2187-  Mr.  Ridley.']  Do  I understand  from 
your  evidence,  and  from  your  report,  that  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  traffic  you  do  not  see  your 
way  to  any  regulation  being  made  cither  at  the 
ports  of  embarkation  or  debarkation? — Unless 
some  arrangements  could  be  made  for  detaining 
the  animals,  I do  not  think  any  security  could 
be  obtained. 

2188.  The  same  observation  would  apply  to 
quarantine,  would  it  not  ? — I believe  it  would. 

2189.  Docs  that  remark  apply  to  inspection  at 
the  port  of  departure  from  Ireland?— To  both 
ports,  certainly. 

2190.  You  say  that  an  inspection  in  Ireland 
would  be  of  no  use  at  the  port  of  embarkation 
unless  the  cattle  were  sent  back  to  where  they 
were  taken  from,  or  detained  in  the  event  of 
disease? — Or  detained  in  the  event  of  disease 
near  the  landing  place. 

2191.  You  think  that  sending  those  cattle 
back  again  would  be  almost  impossible? — Of 
course  they  would  spread  the  disease. 

2192.  And  that  would  be  undesirable?  — It 
would  be  undesirable. 

2193.  With  regard  to  Irish  traffic,  do  you 
think  that  regulations  might  be  made  for  the 
better  disinfecting  of  vessels,  and  that,  nothing 
could  be  done  beyond  that? — I think  those  regu- 
lations might  easily,  he  made,  but  at  the  same 
time  I do  not  believe  that  tiiat  would  have  much 
effect  in  stopping  disease  here  as  long  as  diseased 
animals  were  sent  over. 

2194.  I gather  from  your  evidence  with  regard 
to  Irish  traffic,  as  well  ns  to  the  home-moving  of 
stock,  that  as  respects  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
you  have  no  suggestion  to  make? — I think  that 
nothing  short  of  a strong  system  of  restriction 
would  he  effective,  otherwise  I suggest  com- 
plete abandonment  of  active  legislation  on  the 
subject. 

2195.  In  the  event  of  restriction  being  adopted, 
uo  you  think  it  desirable  that  a power  of  entry 
should  bo  given  to  the  inspectors,  upon  the  pri- 
vate lairs  of  salesmen? — I think,  unless  there 
were  some  serious  reason,  the  proceeding  would 
not  he  accepted  with  any  favour. 

2196.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  practicable  to 

have  a system  of  registration  as  a safeguard  ? — I 
think  so.  ° 

2197.  Do  you  mean  at  the  lairs  before  the 
cattle  are  taken  into  the  market? — Yes. 

2198.  You  think  that  might  be  possible? — 
Yes,  I think  it  might  be  done. 

2199.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  desirable  ? — 
J-es,  I think  it  would  be  desirable?— I think  a 
proper  inspection  of  the  places  where  cattle  arc 
hept  is  very  desirable,  and  I believe  in  London 
the  sanitary  inspectors  have  power  of  entry  into 
places  where  the  cattle  are.  ‘ 

2200.  Greater  powers  are  given  in  London 
an  in  the  provinces  ? — 1 am  not  aware  whether 
9 P0WGr  exists  in  the  provinces,  or  not. 

22  l y°u  ^ink  it  would  be  possible  to  im- 
~ means  which  the  local  authorities  have 


2202.  As  regards  the  transit  of  animals,  lias  it 
conic  under  your  observation  that  cattle  and 
sheep  arc  put  in  the  same  truck  without  par- 
titions between  them  ?-I  never  saw  cattle  and 
sheep  put  in  the  same  truck. 

2203.  Do  you  think  that  that  is  not  done  ?— I 
do  not  think  it  is  ever  done,  except  upon  a very 
rare  occasion,  when  a man  might  want  to  do  it 
for  his  own  private  convenience. 

2204.  Do  you  know  whether  it  is  the  practice 
of  the  local  authorities  in  any  places  to  send  some 
inspector  of  their  own  to  see  that  the  railway 
companies  carry  out  the  Order  of'  Council  with 
regard  to  the  disinfection  of  the  trucks?— I am 
not  aware  of  that. 

2205.  Are  you  aware  that  that  is  the  case  in  Nor- 
thumberland ? — I am  not  aware  that  that  is  so. 

2206.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  worth  while 
for  the  local  authorities  to  spend  money  in  seeing 
that  the  system  was  carried  out? — If  the  system 
were  well  carried  out,  I think  that  the  money 
would  be  very  well  spent. 

2207.  Sir  II.  Hehoin-Il/betson.']  Have  yon  at  all 
considered  the  system  of  entirely  doing  away 
with  our  system  of  scheduled  countries  for  foreign 
imports? — I have  not  looked  at  the  q uestion  in 
that  light. 

2208.  Do  you  think  it  is  necessary,  for  the 
protection  of  our  cattle  from  disease,  to  continue 
treating  those  countries  which  are  so  treated,  as 
scheduled  countries  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

2209.  But  in  consequence  of  the  difficulty  of 
ascertaining  the  districts  from  which  the  cattle 
arc  brought,  from  abroad,  and  seeing  that  we  are 
never  protected  by  inspection  at  the  ports  of  em- 
barkation from  the  introduction  of  disease,  in 
that  case  would  it  not  be  better  to  limit  the  num- 
ber of  those  ports  which  at  present  exist  as  ports 
where  scheduled  cattle  can  bo  introduced  into 
this  country  ? — I believe  it  would  be  beneficial 
to  do  so. 

2210.  By  doing  so  you  would  get  a better 
inspection,  and  better  areas  at  those  ports 
which  were  left  for  the  introduction  of  cattle  ? — 
The  limit  which  I should  set  would  depend  on 
the  accommodation  which  the  port  would  afford. 

I should  allow  cattle  to  be  landed  in  all  those 
ports  where  they  could  show  that  they  had  pre- 
pared proper  accommodation  for  the  landing  of  the 
cattle,  lairagc,  and  the  destruction  of  the  carcases. 

2211.  You  think  it  would  be  important,  in  a 
port  where  cattle  were  to  be  landed  from  scheduled 
countries,  that  they  should  comply  with  the  rules 
of  the  central  authority,  bringing  themselves 
very  much  into  the  position  that  London  occupies 
with  regard  to  the  Deptford  market  ? — As  far  as 
possible  that  should  be  done. 

2212.  At  present  very  few  of  the  ports  satisfy 
those  conditions  ? — V ery  few  indeed. 

2213.  Do  you  believe  that  the  expense  which 
would  be  incurred  at  those  ports,  to  supply  such 
requirements  in  proportion  to  the  trade  of  the 
port,  would  be  so  heavy  as  to  make  it  impossible 
to  comply  with  it? — I believe  it  would  in  some 
cases,  and  I presume  that  Liverpool  would  be 
one,  judging  from  statements  which  were  made 
to  me  when  I made  suggestions  to  them  upon  the 
occasion  of  my  visit  there. 

2214.  Is  there  any  lav^e  import  from  the 
scheduled  countries  into  Liverpool? — Only  of 
sheep;  and  the  Order  which  placed  the  German 
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sheep  in  the  Schedule  stopped  the  importation 
of  them  altogether  into  Liverpool ; that  Order, 

I may  say,  is  now  revoked.  . 

2215.  During  the  time  the  Order  existed  it 

stopped  the  importation  altogether,  did  it  not . 
Altogether.  . .... 

2216.  You  say  that  it  would  he  impossible  m 
such  a place  as  Liverpool  to  comply  with  the 
regulations  ? —Yes,  I think  so. 

2217.  Is  that  from  the  difficulty  of  getting 
ground  upon  which  to  carry  out  their  defined 
area? — There  is  no  ground  near  the  landing- 
places  which  is  not  already  occupied ; and  trom 
the  annual  value  of  those  sheds  which  are  prepared 
for  the  reception  of  ordinary  merchandise,  i- 
appeared  that  it  would  not  answer  the  purpose 
of  the  Dock  Company  to  devote  those  sheds,  even 
if  they  were  suitable,  for  the  purpose. 

22  i8.  Would  it  not  be  possible  to  make  a part  01 
the  town,  and  an  area  outside  the  town,  a defined 
area  ?— That  would  shut  up  a number  ol  roads 
upon  which  there  is  a large  and  extensive  traffic 
of  animals  of  all  sorts.  . 

2219.  Does  that  difficulty  present  itself  in  au 

the  ports?— No;  generally  there  is  a possibility 
of  making  the  necessary  arrangements  11  money 
were  no  object.  , 

2220.  But  when  you  say  if  money  was  no 
object,  does  not  that  objection  increase  immensely, 
owincr  to  the  fact  of  ground  having  to  be  taken 
close  to  the  river  or  sea  frontage,  which  is  neces- 
sarily very  valuable  ? — That  is  so. 

2221.  Could  not  such  an  area  he  set  apart 

further  inland?— The  great  objection  would  be 
the  removing  of  the  animals  from  the  landing 
places  into  the  defined  area.  . 

2222.  Do  you  believe  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible at  such  a place  as  Hull,  for  example,  to 
separate  a certain  portion  of  the  town,  leading 
up  to  a district  outside  the  town,  in  which  you 
could  prevent  the  circulation  of  animals,  and 
create  a proper  defined  area  ?— I believe  that  at 
one  end  of  the  Promenade  there  is  some  vacant 
around,  which  is  close  to  the  river  bank,  where  a 
landing  stage,  and  other  appliances,  could  he 
erected. 

2223.  The  only  objection  which  seems  to  be 
made  by  the  corporation,  or  the  . local  authority 
there,  is  that  they  have  an  existing  defined  area 
where  they  have  erected  lairs,  and  other  con- 
veniences?— That  is  the  objection. 

2224.  But  you  believe  it  possible  that  they 

might  create  an  area  which  would  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Privy  Council  with  regard  to 
giving  a separate  market? — It  is  quite  pos- 
sible. . 

2225.  At  present  there  is  no  question  that, 
dependent  as  you  are  upon  instructions  being 
carried  out  by  the  local  authorities  at  the 
different  ports,  they  are  not  carried  out  as  well 
as  they  might  be  by  a regular  system  of  inspec- 
tion extending  to  those  ports  ? — I believe  they 
are  not. 

2226.  I should  like  to  ask  you  a question  with 
regard  to  the  establishment  of  inspectors  at  the 
ports  of  embarkation  from  Ireland;  do  you 
think  that  there  it  would  he  impossible  to  arrive 
in  that  way  at  some  security  against  the  intro- 
duction of  diseased  animals  '!■ — 1 believe  that  all 
the  inspector  could  do  would  be  to  keep  the 
diseased  animals  in  his  charge,  and  let  the  others 
o-o.  I do  not  think  that  that  precaution  would 
be  worth  anything  at  all. 

2227.  "What  I meant  was,  would  it  be  possible 


to  arrive  at  such  a defined  area  at  the  port  of  em- 
barkation upon  not  such  expensive  ground  as 
the  centre  of  a town  would  be,  where  you  would 
stop  cattle  and  get  your  inspection  and  examina- 
tion over,  ground  upon  which  you  could  really 
create  a market;  ground  which  would  be  less 
expensive  than  if  you  had  to  take  buildings? 
—That  would  he  possible,  but  it  would  also 
involve  a quarantine  station,  and  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  year  disease  would  be  actually 

^ 2228.  Do  you  not  think  it  would  be  less 
dangerous  than  taking  away  all  restrictions?— 
It  would  render  the  place  useless  during  the 
time  that  any  disease  existed,  as  you  could  not 
bring  healthy  animals  into  it  without  great  risk 
of  driving  the  disease  to  them. 

2229.  You  think  that  you  would  leave  re- 
strictions as  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  more 
to  the  interest  of  the  people  concerned  than  to 
the  Government?— That  is  my  impression. 

2230.  You  would  not  include  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  in  that  ?— Certainly  not.  I should  try  to 
get  rid  of  pleuro-pneumouia.  . 

2231.  Would  you  put  that  m the  same  cate- 
gory as  the  cattle  plague?— Not  to  the  same  ex- 
tent, so  far  as  the  restrictions  are  concerned, 
but  I should  consider  it  of  great  importance  to 
apply  sufficient  restrictions  to  get  rid  of  the 


sease.  . . , 

2232.  You  would  recommend  slaughter  m the 
case  of  diseased  auimals  ? — Yes. 

2233.  Not  to  those  which  were  brought  into 
contact  with  them?— Not  necessarily  to  those 
which  were  brought  into  contact  with  them. 

2234.  Can  you  tell  me  with  regard  to  another 
question,  which  you  answered  early  in  the  day, 
as  to  the  journeys  and  the  increased  accom- 
modation to  be  given  to  animals,  I under- 
stood you  to  say  that  there  had  been  communica- 
tion made  by  the  railway  companies,  with  re- 
ference to  the  additional  cost  it  would  involve  to 
provide  water  and  other  conveniences  at  certain 
stations  for  animals,  did  that  calculation  show 
what  additional  cost  per  head  would  be  charged 
_I  think  that  the  whole  evidence  was  brought 
out  by  a Select  Committee  which  sat  about  two 
years  ago,  and  I believe  all  those  points  arc  re- 
ferred to  in  their  Reports. 

2235.  You  cannot  say  whether  it  was  an  ap- 

preciable addition  to  the  amount  which  must  be 
charged  for  the  transit  of  animals?—!  am  01 
opinion  that  it  would  not  he  a serious  addition, 
hut  I am  certain  that  it  would  he  made  the  ioun- 
dation  of  an  increased  charge.  . 

2236.  I suppose  what  was  suggested,  namely, 
that  the  animals  could  he  watered  at  the  stations 
upon  one  side  of  the  truck,  would  not  be  < «*- 
cient  from  the  manner  in  which  the  cattle  ai 
packed?— Not  on  one  side  of  the  truck;  it  must 
be  on  both  sides. 

2237.  The  ships  that  you  have  described  as 

bringing  the  Spanish,  cuttle,  and  as  being  so  maca 
superior,  carry  other  cargo  as  well  as  ca  = 
I presume  ?-Yes;  they  carry  general  cargo 
as  well.  , . ,1  „ 

2238.  That  would  be  a disadvantage  m the . m 
port  from  scheduled  countries,  would  it  now 
The  same  thing  occurs  at  nearly  all  the  outpor ■ 

2239.  But  at  the  port  of  London  the  snip  • 
chiefly  fitted  up  for  the  cattle  trade,  .1  believer 

2240.  Is  there  anything  to  prevent  the  stops 
trading  to  the  port  of  London  being  fi 
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Upon  the  same  principle  as  the  Spanish  ships  are 
fitted  up  ?— They  are  fitted  up  upon  the  same 
principle  to  a certain  extent,  but  the  great  diffi- 
culty is  that  they  carry  so  many  more  cattle. 

2241.  I understood  you  to  say  that  the  great 

advantage  on  board  the  vessels  carrying  Spanish 
cattle  was  that  the  cattle  were  divided  into  small 
compartments?— That  is  one  advantage  and  they 
also  carry  a very  small  number.  _ 

2242.  'You  also  stated  that  the  ventilation  was 
better  on  board  vessels  carrying  Spanish  cattle  ? 
—Practically,  because  there  are  a smaller  num- 
ber of  animals  to  contaminate  the  air,  for  example, 
100  animals  instead  of  600. 

2243.  And  you  do  not  know  of  any  means  of 
improving  the  ventilation  on  board  the  Spanish 
ships  ? — I think  ventilation  could  be  very  much 


improved  in  all  vessels  by  means  of  fans,  or  by 
some  other  means,  which  an  engineer  could  de- 
vise. 

2244.  Do  you  not  believe  that  it  would  be 
an  advantage  to  importers  to  afford  the  same 
amount  of  comfort  as  is  enjoyed  on  board  the 
Spanish  boats? — I should  rest  my  recommen- 
dation mainly  upon  the  ground  of  increased  com- 
fort to  the  animals. 

2245.  And  you  would  hardly  deny  that  disease 
is  more  likely  to  be  taken  by  an  animal  jaded 
and  worn  out,  and  heated,  than  it  is  by  a sound 
animal  ? — Decidedly ; but  I was  about  to  add 
that  I should  not  expect  an  animal  to  be  exposed 
to  contagious  disease  on  arriving  in  this  country. 

2246.  They  would  come  over  for  the  purpose 
of  being  slaughtered  ? — Yes,  they  would. 
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MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  Janies  Barclay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mi*.  William  Ed  ward  Forster. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 


Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

M r.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  tiie  Chair. 


Professor  George  Thomas  Brown,  called  in ; and  further  Examined. 


2247.  Mr.  Barclay .]  In  speaking  of  the  tran- 
sit of  animals,  I gathered  that  it  was  your 
opinion  that  on  a railway  journey,  not  exceeding 
36  hours,  any  advantage  which  was  likely  to 
arise  from  watering  the  cattle  was  likely  to  be 
more  than  balanced  by  the  delay  occasioned  in 
consequence  ? — I think  that  any  advantage  which 
might  arise  from  watering  cattle  during  such  a 
journey,  would  be  chiefly  upon  the  score  of  the 
animals’  comfort.  I do  not  think  that  the  diffi- 
culty which  would  be  incurred  in  providing  the 
necessary  arrangements,  would  be  compensated 
for  by  the  comparatively  small  advantage. 

2248.  And  the  delay  in  giving  the  water? — 
Quite  so ; I include  that  among  the  difficulties. 

2249.  The  drovers  arc  generally  of  this  opinion 
also,  I believe  ? — Not  only  drovers,  but  persons 
of  considerable  practical  knowledge. 

2250.  The  cattle  could  not  be  watered  from 
the  outside  in  the  existing  trucks  with  their 
present  construction  ? — Certainly  not. 

2251.  The  cattle  cannot  get  their  heads  out- 
side the  trucks  to  drink?— No. 

2252.  In  your  opinion,  would  it  be  a very  con- 
siderable advantage  to  have  all  the  cattle  trucks 
covered  over?— Certainly ; all  trucks  used  for 
carrying  animals  should  be  protected  upon  the 
top. 

2253.  It-  would  be  a very  great  advantage  to 
protect  them  from  the  rain  and  snow  in  winter, 
and  the  sun  in  summer? — Yes,  certainly  it 
would. 

2254.  And  to  have  the  sides  of  the  trucks 
open? — -Yes,  for  ventilation. 

2255.  Speaking  of  diseased  meat,  do  you  know 
of  any  well  authenticated  case  in  which  any 
serious  consequences  have  happened  from  earin'" 
diseased  meat  ? — I am  not  aware  of  any  case  in 
which  ill  consequences  have  arisen  from  eatin  " 
meat  which  would  be  passed  by  a meat  in- 
spector. 

2256.  Do  you  know  of  any  case  ? — Not  of  my 
own  knowledge,  but  there ‘are  plenty  of  cases 
recorded  in  which  injuries  have  arisen  from  eatin" 
anim  als  which  have  died  of  certain  blood  diseases'; 
but  in  such  cases  the  protection  would  be  the 
fact  of  the  meat  being,  even  in  appearance, 
altogether  unfit  for  use. 


2257.  Have  you  any  doubt  whether  the  dis- 
appearance of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  this 
country  in  1866,  was  solely  due  to  the  Cattle 
Plague  Restrictions  then  in  force  ? — The  only 
evidence  is  in  the  fact.  Of  course  it  is  possible 
that  the  disease  might  have  died  out,  as  it  lias  in 
all  the  previous  outbreaks,  after  a certain  time  of 
prevalence. 

2258.  Then  with  reference  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  I understand  that  it  is  your  opinion  that 
by  sufficiently  stringent  restrictions,  the  disease 
might  be  exterminated  in  this  country,  but  that 
ready  the  enforcing  of  such  restrictions  as  would 
he  required  is  not  practicable  ? — I am  very  doubt- 
ful if  even  the  severe  restrictions  which  I refer 
to  would  have  the  effect  of  exterminating  the 
disease,  but  I am  certain  that  nothing  less  strin- 
gent would  have  any  chance  of  doing  so. 

2259.  And  that  it  is  not  practicable  to  carry 
the  restrictions  into  effect? — I should  say  not. 

2260.  You  would  recommend,  as  regards  llie 
disease  existing  in  this  country,  that  it.  should  he 
left  alone  so  far  as  regards  active  dealing  with 
it?— Precisely. 

2261.  The  clauses  in  the  Act  referring  to  it, 
making  it  penal  to  move  animals  infected  with 
this  disease  remaining  in  force? — Precisely. 

2262.  Is  the  disease  likely  to  grow  milder  and 
gradually  exhaust  itself? — Judging  from  previous 
experience,  it  is  likely  to  grow  milder,  and  to 
assume  what  may  be  termed  its  normal  state  of 
prevalence. 

2263.  It  is  a common  law  of  contagious  dis- 
eases generally  that  they  generally  exhaust 
themselves  ? — Especially  of  those  which  assume 
an  epidemic  or  epizootic  form. 

2264.  Is  this  likely  to  result  if  we  have  con- 
tinually fresh  importations  of  the  disease  from 
abroad?— No;  but  it  is  not  intended  to  allow 
the  unrestricted  movement  of  diseased  animals 
from  abroad. 

2265.  Assuming  that  wc  were  going  to  abolish 
the  restrictions  upon  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle,  would  foot  and  mouth  disease  be  likely 
to  die  out  in  that  case? — Certainly  not;  be- 
cause it  happens  that  while  a disease  is  only  ex- 
isting.  in  this  country  to  a limited  extent,  it 
prevails  extensively  upon  the  continent,  and, 

under 
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under  those  circumstances,  we  should  lose  all 
the  advantages  which  we  had  gained  by  the 
natural  subsidence  of  the  disease. 

226 6.  Then,  as  regards  the  importation,  you 
would  maintain  the  present  restrictions  as  regards 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Speaking  generally,  I 
should  say  yes ; but  there  might  be  some  slight 
modification  in  details  necessary. 

2267.  Tou  have  seen  in  Dr.  Williams’s  Report 
that  21.  a head  is  estimated  as  the  fair  average  of 
loss  on  all  animals  attacked  by  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; do  you  think  that  that  is  a fair  esti- 
mate of  the  loss  ? — It  is  a thing  which  it  is  very 
difficult  to  speak  positively  upon,  because  the  loss 
must  vary  so  very  much  under  different  circum- 

2268.  What  is  the  duration  of  an  attack? — Of 
an  ordinary  attack,  about  10  days. 

2269.  Will  the  animal  have  recovered  at  the 
end  of  10  days? — In  the  case  where  the  disease 
assumes  its  ordinary  mild  form  all  the  active 
symptoms  would  have  subsided  by  the  end  of 
10  days. 

2270.  Taking  the  case  of  milch  cows,  within 
what  time,  for  instance,  would  a cow  recover  her 
milk  in  an  average  case  ? — It  would  vary  from 
sis  weeks  to  three  or  four  months. 

2271.  Then  there  would  be  a loss  of  milk  in 
the  case  of  milch  cows  for  six  weeks  at  least? — 
Of  a certain  portion  for  that  time  ; I estimated 
that  the  course  of  the  disease  through  a large 
dairy  would  involve  a loss  of  about  one-third  of 
the  whole  quantity  of  milk  which  should  have 
been  produced  if  the  animals  had  remained  healthy 
for  that  time,  hut  in  all  the  cases  the  disease  as- 
sumed a mild  form. 

2272.  The  loss  is  also  very  considerable  in  the 
case  of  fat  cattle  ? — Decidedly  it  is. 

2273.  It  would  keep  them  back  from  the 
market  from  two  to  three  months  ? — Assuming 
that  they  were  at  the  time  in  a condition  fit  for 
the  market. 

2274.  It  would  throw  them  back  for  two  or 
three  months  ? — It  would  certainly. 

2275.  In  the  case  of  milch  cows  and  fat 
cattle,  or  cattle  approaching  to  maturity,  the 
loss  by  disease  would  be  at  least  over  2 l.  per 
head? — If  the  cattle  were  sold  immediately  after 
the  termination  of  the  disease,  the  loss,  I should 
say,  would  be  considerably  more  than  2 1.  per 
head. 

2276.  Then  according  to  the  statistics  for  1871, 
there  were  over  500,000  animals  attacked  in  this 
country,  which  would  bring  the  loss  to  over  a 
million  sterling,  assuming  2 l.  per  head  as  the 
estimated  loss  .'—Assuming  2 l.  ns  the  estimated 
toss  per  head. 

. 2277.  And  according  to  the  Tables  published 
m i ? ^el)0r^’  the  total  importation  of  live  cattle 
^ Bheep  from  abroad  is  valued  at  five  and  onc- 
‘■~Y.m^hon  sterling? — No  doubt  that  is  correct. 

2278.  Now  with  regard  to  the  importation  of 
c*™®  from  Ireland,  you  are  in  favour,  I under- 
stand, of  inspection  at  the  port  of  shipment  ? — 
Unly  on  condition  that  certain  arrangements  are 
made  which  will  enable  the  cargo  to  he  detained 
m o«-Qev31nt  °*  disease  being  discovered. 

, . . • But  those  cattle  are  brought  up  to  the 

ipping  port,  or  to  the  steamer  in  separate  lots, 
are  they  not?-They  are. 

2®.0-  Then  assuming  that  pleuro-pneumonia 

as  discovered  in  one  of  those  lots,  would  you 
propose  that  the  animal  should  he  slaughtered  ? 
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affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  should  always  be 
slaughtered  as  quickly  as  possible. 

22b  1.  And  supposing  an  animal  was  discovered 
in  one  of  those  lots  affected  by  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  what  would  you  suo-"est?— I do 
not  see  that  any  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
merely  detaining  or  slaughtering  that  one  animal, 
because  the  majority  of  the  others  must  cer- 
tainly have  the  disease  some  few  days  after- 
wards. 

2282.  Would  you  he  disposed  to  stop  the  ship- 
ment of  the  lot  in  which  the  disease  occurred  ? 
—If  I took  auy  steps  at  all,  I should  certainly 
detain  the  whole  cargo. 

2283.  As  soon  as  they  are  shipped,  this  lot  of 
cattle,  some  of  the  animals  of  which  we  assume 
to  be  diseased,  become  mixed  with  the  whole 
cargo  ? — They  do. 

2284.  If  you  were  an  owner  of  cattle  on  board 
the  steamer,  would  you  consider  that  there  was 
an  injustice  being  done  to  you  in  the  fact  of  those 
cattle  being  shipped  along  with  yours  ?— Unless 
I was  aware  of  the  risk,  and  sent  my  cattle  with 
a full  knowledge  of  it,  I should  cousidcr  myself 
aggrieved,  certainly. 

2285.  You  would  not  like  to  send  your  cattle 
with  a knowledge  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  on  board  the  steamer  ? — As  a matter  of  per- 
sonal preference  I,  should  not,  but  as  a fact,  the 
majority  of  cattle  dealers  do  so,  I believe,  with 
the  full  knowledge  of  the  risk. 

2286.  You  imagine  that  they  do  ? — I imagine 
so. 

2287.  A fanner,  knowing  that  pleuro-pneu- 
monia existed  amongst  his  stock,  would  be  will- 
ing to  sell  to  the  dealers  ? — The  diseased  animals 
he  would. 

2288.  And  probably  the  whole  herd  he  might 
he  willing  to  sell  at  a rather  lower  price? — I am 
not  very  certain  that  he  would  consider  it  de- 
sirable to  make  much  sacrifice,  sis  he  would  have 
before  him  the  probability  of  the  rest  of  the 
animals  escaping. 

2289.  But  supposing  a farmer  in  Ireland  has 
reason  to  suspect  that  there  is  pleuro-pneumonia 
in  his  herd,  he  would  be  inclined  to  dispose  of 
his  stock  upon  more  advantageous  terms  to 
dealers  than  if  he  were  quite  satisfied  of  their 
soundness? — Probably  he  would. 

2290.  Then,  in  such  a case,  if  there  was  an 
inspection  at  the  port  of  shipment  and  there 
was  a risk  that  they  would  be  discovered,  and,  if 
found  diseased,  slaughtered,  that  would  act  as  a 
deterrent  upon  the  dealer,  would  it  not? — Not  to 
any  extent,  as  he  would  only  send  those  animals 
which  were  apparently  healthy  at  the  time. 

2291.  But,  assuming  that  there  were  inspection 
at  the  port  of  shipment,  would  not  there  he  some 
grounds  for  anticipating  that,  at  various  stages  of 
the  disease,  the  disease  would  be  discovered  by 
au  inspector  at  the  port  of  shipment  ? — There  is 
always  the  probability  of  discovery. 

2292.  That  would  act,  to  a certain  extent,  as 
a deterrent  upon  a dealer  engaging  in  that  traffic? 
— To  a certain  extent  it  would,  no  doubt. 

2293.  You  mean  in  this  traffic  of  diseased 
cattle  ? — I understand  your  question  to  apply  to 
animals  which  were  not  at  the  time  suffering 
from  disease. 

2294.  But  which  were  at  the  time  in  a herd  in 
which  the  disease  existed? — Quite  so. 

2295.  If  the  dealer  suspected  that  there  was 
disease  in  this  herd,  would  it  be  any  hardship  to 
have  the  cattle  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  ship- 
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ment,  if  detected  ?— Not  if  lie  bought  them  with 
the  suspicion  of  disease  being  among  them  at  the 
time.  , . . . , 

2296.  Would  it  not  be  a greater  hardship  to 
the  other  buyers  to  have  their  cattle  shipped 
along  with  those  that  were  suspected  of  being 
diseased? — Decidedly. 

2297.  If  this  restriction  were  imposed,  would 
it  not  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of  Irish 
cattle  considerably  ? — It  would  have  the  effect 
of  raising  the  price  of  Irish  Btore  stock  m this 
country  ; but,  as  I have  stated,  that  is  exactly 
what  the  Irish  graziers  would  wish. 

2298.  They  would  wish  to  buy  the  store 
stock  cheap  and  convert  them  into  fat  stock  ? 

2299.  That  is  not  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
farmers,  is  it  ?—  It  is  the  interest  of  those  who 
have  large  grazing  grounds. 

2300.  But  who  are  not  breeders? — But  who 


positive  evidence  of  that  in  the  fact  that  in 
certain  seasons  we  get  a number  of  animals  week 
by  week  perfectly  healthy,  although  they  are 
exposed  to  the  same  hardships,  and  suffer  as 
much  as  those  which  are  assumed  to  take  the 
disease  in  consequence. 

2310.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia, foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  cattle 
plague  have  all  been  imported  into  this  country? 
— 1 have  only  the  fact  that  the  disease  existed 
previously  on  the  Continent.  * 

2311.  Have  you  any  doubt  upon  the  subject 
yourself? — I have  110  more  doubt  than  I have 
with  regard  to  the  other  diseases  which  have 
come  to  us  from  the  east. 

2312.  Cholera,  for  example  ? — Cholera,  for 
example. 

2313.  And  I suppose  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  those  diseases  have  caused  a very 
serious  loss  in.  this  country  ? — No  doubt,  what- 


are not  breeders.  , . . 

2301.  Do  you  know  whether  they  breed  more 
cattle  tiian  they  can  feed  in  Ireland  ? — I think 
they  do,  a great  many  more. 

2302.  But  still,  the  smaller  the  price  in'  this 
country,  of  course  the  smaller  it  would  be  in 
Ireland  ?— To  the  feeder,  certainly. 

2303.  Therefore,  although  they  do  export  a 
large  quantity  of  store  cattle,  insecurity  as  to  the 
health  of  the  animals  in  this  country  affects  the 
price  in  Ireland  ?— Undoubtedly  it  must  do  so. 

2304.  The  Bedfordshire  Quarter  Sessions 
passed  a resolution  some  short  time  ago,  in  which 
they  called  upon  the  Privy  Council  to  make  cer- 
tain experiments ; that  resolution  is  to  this  effect : 
that  the  Privy  Council  should  make  experiments 
with  a few  cargoes  of  cattle  from  Ireland,  by 
keeping  such  animals  in  quarantine  both  before 
shipment  and  subsequent  to  their  landing,  in 
order  to  test  the  belief  widely  entertained,  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  pleuro-pneumonia 
can  be,  and  are,  generated  on  board  ship;  do 
you  think,  without  taking  into  account  the  trouble 
and  expense,  that  such  experiments  could  be 
carried  out  with  auy  practical  advantage  or 
practical  results? — Unless  they  were  extended 
over  a very  long  time,  and  carried  out  under  an 
exceedingly  strict  supervision,  the  results  would 
not  be  in  any  way  reliable. 

2305.  A few  cargoes  would  not  serve  for  that 
purpose  ? — Certainly  not. 

2306.  Even  if  they  were  in  quarantine  both 
before  and  after  shipment,  and  if  disease  broke 
out  in  quarantine  on  this  side,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  determine  where  the  animal  caught 
the  infection  ? — Under  present  circumstances  it 
would  be  quite  impossible, 

2307.  Would  it  be  practicable,  under  any 
circumstances  almost  that  you  can  conceive,  to 
determine  it  with  any  accuracy? — It  would  be 
hardly  practicable,  because  an  outbreak  under 
those  circumstances  would  be  no  more  mysterious 
than  others  which  constantly  occur  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  which  cannot  be  traced  to  any 
direct  infection. 

2308.  Then  I suppose  that  those  who  have  a 
professional  and  practical  acquaintance  with  the 
subject,  have  no  doubt  that  pleuro-pneumonia 
and  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  not  generated 
on  board  ship  ? — Certainly  not,  in  the  absence 
of  the  germs  of  disease. 

2309.  That  is  to  say,  disease  does  not  originate 
under  the  circumstances  which  happen  on  board 
ship  under  any  known  conditions? — There  is 


ever. 

2314.  The  figures  given  previous  to  the  publi- 
cation of  statistics  by  your  Department  are  not 
any  very  reliable  guide  with  regard  to  the  loss? 
— I have  no  idea  how  the  information  could . pos- 
sibly have  been  obtained ; we  have  been  entirely 
unable  to  obtain  any  information  which  could  be 
depended  on. 

2315.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  practicable 
for  farmers,  by  any  precautions  that  they  could 
take  to  keep  clear  of  these  diseases,  without  any 
legislation? — Not  entirely  so,  unless  .they  fol- 
lowed the  practice  of  supporting  their  own  herds 
by  breeding,  and  not  bringing  in  any  fresh  stock' 
without  subjecting  it  to  quarantine. 

2316.  You  think  that  if  all  the  farmers  were  to 
do  that,  and  no  cattle  were  imported  into  any 
county,  that  would  be  the  result  ol  what  you  pro- 
pose ? — What  I propose  would  only  apply  to 
certain  farms. 

2317.  Notwithstanding  that,  a farmer  might 
have  cattle  plague  upon  his  farm  ? —No  doubt. 

2318.  Cases  have  been  known  in  those  counties 
where  there  was  very  little  importation?— Tea; 
cases  have  been  known  in  those  counties  which 
do  not  import  to  any  extent.  Of  course,  the  im- 
portation of  a single  diseased  animal  would  upset 
the  whole  scheme. 

2319.  If  cattle  plague  and  pleuro-pneumonia 
were  imported  into  this  country,  wc  might  count 
upon  a serious  loss  being  caused  to  this  country  r 
—Yes,  if  animals  from  all  parts  of  the  Continent 
were  allowed  to  enter  into  the  country  without 
restriction,  certainly. 

2320.  Cattle  disease  has  raged  much  more  in 
this  country  during  the  seven  years  since  I860, 
than  it  did  during  the  seven  years  previously, 
has  it  not?  — There  have  been  during  that, time 
diseases  of  various  kinds. 

2321.  That  is  to  say,  contagious  diseases, 
pleuro-pneumonia,  foot  and  mouth  disease,  an 
cattle  plague  ? — I believe  that  is  so. 

2322.  Do  you  believe  those  diseases  have  been 
imported  more  extensively  from  abroad  since  tha 
time  than  previously  ?— The  cattle  plague  cer- 
tainly has  been,  but  I have  no  evidence  that 
pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease 
have. 

2323.  Are  you  not  aware  th at  _ those  diseases 
have  been  prevailing  more  extensively  upon  ® 
Continent  since  1865  than  they  were  previously  . 
— Foot  and  mouth  disease  certainly  has  prevaiie 
more  extensively,  but  the  regulations  which  MA 
been  made  have  intercepted  the  disease  at 
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port  of  landing,  so  that  it  has  not  been  imported 
into  this  country,  although  we  have  landed  more 
diseased  animals  upon  our  coasts. 

2324.  Are  the  cattle  brought  from  greater 
distances  within  the  last  seven  years  than  they 
were  previously  ? — Undoubtedly. 

2325.  Where  arc  they  brought  from  princi- 
pally, southern  Europe  and  south  - eastern 
Europe? — From  south-eastern  Europe  chiefly. 

2326.  Have  yon  any  idea  where  plcuro-pneu- 
monia  originated,  or  is  there  any  idea  in  the  pro- 
fession with  any  certainty  where  it  does  originate? 
— The  only  assumption  I have  met  with  is  to  the 
effect  that  it  originated  in  Hungary ; but  I be- 
lieve there  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  that 
statement. 

2327.  That  bringing  of  cattle  from  a greater 
distance  during  recent  years  may  account  for  the 
greater  amount  of  disease  which  has  prevailed  in 
this  country  during  that  time  ? — I do  not  think 
that  it  accounts  for  the  great  amount  of  disease 
in  this  country,  excepting  in  the  case  of  the  cattle 
plague. 

2328 . But  it  accounts  for  the  greater  number 
of  diseased  cattle  which  are  brought  to  Great 
Britain  ? — Decidedly. 

2329.  Besides  the  direct  loss  which  arises  to 
the  fanners  from  death  by  cattle  disease,  has 
there  not  been  a considerable  loss  also  to  the 
public  in  consequence  of  the  insecurity  to  the 
farmer  from  imported  cattle,  and  the  great  risk 
there  is  in  keeping  a large  and  valuable  herd  of 
cattle  ? — Probably  that  is  the  case  to  some  ex- 
tent, inasmuch  as  it  would  tend  to  raise  the  price 
of  meat. 

2330.  It  rather  discourages  a large  breeding 
stock,  and  induces  farmers  to  think  more  of  fat- 
tening stock  than  of  breeding  stock  ? — I imagine 
that  the  system  of  breeding  has  regularly  ad- 
vanced for  a great  many  years  past. 

233 1 . But  there  is  a considerably  greater  risk 
from  disease  in  a large  breeding  stock  than  there 
is  in  a large  fattening  stock? — If  the  stock  is 
exclusively  breeding  stock,  I should  say  exactly 
the  contrary.  If  uo  animals  are  imported  on  to 
a farm  for  the  purposes  of  breeding,  I imagine 
the  system  of  breeding  stock  would  contribute 
to  the  safety  of  the  herd. 

2332.  But  assuming  disease  does  get  upon  a 
farm  ? — In  that  case  there  is  more  loss  occa- 
sioned among  a breeding  herd  than  among  a 
fattening  one. 

2333.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  in  dealing 
with  a disease  under  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act, 
Government  superintendence,  as  exercised  by 
your  department,  is  in  the  interest. of  the  con- 
sumer as  well  as  of  the  producer? — It  is  de- 
cidedly so. 

2334.  In  one  of  the  Tables  of  the  Report  it  is 
stated,  upon  the  authority  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  the  import  of  cattle  into  this  country  is 
"valued  at  250,000/.;  if  we  assume  the  value  of 
the  cattle  stock  in  Great  Britain  to  be  from 
seventy-five  millions  to  eighty  millions  sterling, 
a mortality  of  a little  over  three  per  cent,  would 
equal  the  whole  foreign  import,  would  it  not? — 
I must  admit  all  those  figures;  no  doubt  they 
are  correct. 

2335.  A large  amount  of  live  animals  come  at 
present  from  Tonning  and  Gestermunde,  do  tliey 
not?— Rot  at  present;  the  Tonning  season  has 
n°tyet  commenced  ; it  has  only  lately  ceased. 

2336.  But  there  are  a large  number  of  live 
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animals  come  from  there  in  the  course  of  a year  ? 
— Yes,  certainly. 

2337.  What  is  the  length  of  the  voyage  from 
Tonning  ? — About  40  hours. 

2338.  And  from  Gestermunde? — About  the 
same  time. 

2339.  Will  dead  meat  keep  during  that  time 
on  the  voyage  ? — It  does  not.  keep  for  that  time, 
nor  anything  like  that  time,  in  bad  weather,  as  it 
is  ordinarily  packed. 

2340.  But  in  the  winter  seaon,  generally 
speaking,  would  it  keep?  — It  naturally  would 
keep  much  better  in  the  winter  season  than  in 
summer. 

2341.  Do  you  know  the  length  of  the  voyage 
between  Aberdeen  and  London  ? — I believe  it  to 
be  about  36  hours. 

2342.  Considerable  quantities  of  dead  meat 
come  by  steamer  from  Aberdeen,  do  they  not? — 
I believe  so. 

2343.  Do  you  know  any  other  obstacle  to 
bringing  dead  meat  from  abroad,  as  compared 
with  live  animals,  except  the  length  of  the 
voyage  ? — There  is  great  objection  to  dead  meat 
being  brought  instead  of  live  animals,  on  the  part 
of  importers,  naturally ; but  I see  no  difficulty  in 
bringing  dead  meat  from  Tonning,  if  the  same 
care  was  taken  as  is  taken  in  packing  it  for  its 
transit  from  Aberdeen. 

2344.  Do  you  know  whether  the  dead  meat 
trade  is  increasing  between  Aberdeen  and  London, 
and  that  in  live  animals  decreasing  ? — I am  not 
aware  of  that. 

2345.  Against  what  diseases  would  you  pro- 
pose to  take  active  steps  ? — Against  cattle  plague, 
sheep-pox,  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  glanders. 

2346.  In  your  Report,  and  I entirely  concur 
with  you,  you  state  that  the  prompt  discovery  of 
the  disease  is  one  of  the  most  important  points 
for  getting  it  exterminated  economically  and 
effectively  ? — Undoubtedly. 

2347.  What  is  your  opinion  regarding  the  pro- 
posal, that  farmers  and  others  should  report  all 
deaths  or  slaughter  of  ueat  cattle  upon  their  pre- 
mises, excepting  slaughter-houses,  of  course  ? — 
If  it  could  he  carried  out,  it  would  be  exceedingly 
important. 

2348.  It  is  at  present  imperative  upon  the 
farmers  to  report  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and 
cattle  plaugc  existing  upon  their  farms,  is  it  not  ? 
— It.  is  imperative  on  the  owner  of  an  animal  to 
report  any  case  of  contagious  or  infectious  disease, 
including  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

2349.  Would  you  x-ecommend  that  to  he  con 
tinued  in  the  case  ot  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 

I do  .not  think  that  any  advantage  would  arise  in 
the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  if  we  cease 
to  legislate  actively  in  regard  to  it. 

235U.  It  would  complicate  the  statistics  very 
materially? — Very  much  so. 

2351.  Would  you  propose  that  that  should 
continue  as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia  and  the 
cattle  plague? — Yes,  aixd' sheep-pox  also. 

2352.  And,  I suppose,  glanders  also? — I should 
prefer  that  it  should  be  so,  but  there  would  be  a 
considerable  difficulty,  I apprehend,  in  carrying 
out  the  regulation.  A regulation  does  already 
exist,  but  it  is  very  seldom  complied  with. 

2353.  It  is  very  difficult,  I presume,  to  get  a 
conviction  against  a stockowner  in  regard  to  not 
reporting  cattle  plague  and  pleuro-pneumonia, 
because  he  has  always  this  excuse,  that  he  did 
not  know  of  the  disease  ? — Practically  that  has 
been  so. 

M 2354.  But 
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2354.  But  he  would  not  have  the  6arae  excuse 
in  the  case  of  the  death  of  an  animal?— That  is 
the  case. 

2355.  That  is  a fact  that  there  cannot  be  any 
mistake  about  ? — No ; but  there  would  be  a diffi- 
culty in  many  cases  in  which  fanners  are  in  the 
habit  of  slaughtering  sheep  for  their  own  use ; 
probably  that  might  be  arranged. 

2356.  I confined  it,  in  the  first  place,  to  neat 
cattle  ; to  horned  cattle  ? — That  would  remove 
the  difficulty,  but  it  would  leave  out -sheep-pox. 

2357.  Would  you  approve  of  veterinary  sur- 
geons being  required  to  report  cases  of  those 
diseases  to  which  I will  confine  the  rest  of  the 
examination  ?— Undoubtedly  I should. 

2358.  Paying  them  an  adequate  fee  for  doing 
so? — In  the. sense  of  paying  them  an  ordinary 
professional  • fee  for  the  certificate  which  they 
may  be  called  upon  to  write. 

2359.  Do  you  think  that  the  profession  would 
remonstrate  very  strongly  against  that  regu- 
lation ? — I think  not. 

2360.  The  great  desideratum,  however,  is  to 
have  the  stockowner  report  the  disease  himself? 
— To  have  the  disease  reported  by  some  one. 

2361.  And  to  induce  him,  as  the  person  likely 
to  know  soonest  about  it,  to  report  it?— If  possible. 

2362.  Can  you  suggest  any  other  way  of  in- 
ducing him  to  report  the  disease  than  by  making 
it  his  interest  so  to  do  ? — I cannot  suggest  any 
other  way. 

2363.  Is  it  his  interest  to  do  so  under  the 
present  system  of  legislation,  apart  from  the 
question  of  keeping  the  law  ? — Apparently  the 
stockowner  does  not  think  so. 

2364.  If  a farmer  reports  pleuro-pneumonia  at 
present,  what  would  he  the  effect  and  result  in 
counties  where  the  local  authorities  slaughter 
the  animals  which  have  been  in  contact  with 
the  affected  animals ; in  the  first  place,  they 
would  slaughter  the  animal  diseased  ? — And  they 
might  also  slaughter  the  rest  of  the  animals  if 
they  thought  proper. 

2365.  Giving  the  farmer  what  compensation  ? 
— One-half  the  value  for  the  diseased  animal,  I 
heiieve,  and  three-fourths  for  the  healthy  ani- 
mals. 

2366.  Then  a stockowner,  if*  pleuro-pneumonia 
exists  upon  his  farm,  and  he  reports  it  to  the 
local  authority,  runs  the  risk  of  losing  half  the 
value  of  the  diseased  animal,  and  certainly  would 
lose  the  value,  to  the  amount  of  one-fourth,  of 
all  the  rest  of  his  stock  ? — He  does. 

2367.  Now  would  the  stock,  if  slaughtered  in 
ceriain  cases,  realise  as  much  as  three-fourths  of 
their  actual  value ; take  the  case  of  store  cattle 
in  pretty  good  condition? — There  would  be  a 
prejudice  against  the  purchase  of  them  in  the 
neighbourhood,  undoubtedly,  which  would  some- 
what interfere  with  the  actual  market  value  of 
them. 

2368.  But,  assuming  the  prejudice  to  be  got 
rid  of  by  slaughtering  the  animals  which  are  not 
diseased,  on  the  farm,  and  consigning  theta  to 
market,  what  might  be  the  loss? — There  is  no 
reason,  under  those  circumstances,  against  the 
carcases  realising  their  full  value. 

2369.  But  then  there  would  be  the  loss  that 
would  arise  from  being  slaughtered  immaturely, 
would  there  not? — I understood  you  to  refer  to 
animals  which  are  in  tolerably  good  condition. 
If  they  were  slaughtered  immaturely,  it  would 
very  likely  happen  that  they  would  not  realise 
half  their  value. 
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2370.  Taking  all  kinds  of  cattle  into  account 
would  they  realise,  upon  the  average,  about  one- 
half  their  real  value  ? — That  would  he  a fair 
average. 

2371.  Now,  supposing  an  intelligent  stock- 
owner  found  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  his 
herd  of  say  twenty  cattle,  irrespective  of  legisla- 
tion, what  would  you  recommend  him  to  do? — 
To  kill  in  the  first  place  the  diseased  animal,  and 
to  carefully  examine  the  others  by  the  aid  of  a 
thermometer,  in  the  hands  of  course  of  a profes- 
sional man,  and  to  isolate  those  which  indicated 
infection  by  a slight  rise  of  temperature.  Follow- 
ing that  system,  we  have  found  that  the  loss  lias 
been  very  inconsiderable. 

2372.  What  is  the  natural  temperature  of  an 
ox? — It  would  v.-uy  from  100  to  102  degrees 
under  ordinary  circumstances. 

2373.  Then  if  it  was  only  one  degree  over 
102  you  would  suspect  the  animal  to  be  labour- 
ing under  disease  ? — It  has  been  my  practice  to 
separate  those  in  which  the  temperature  ap- 
proached 103  degrees. 

2374.  If  a stockowner  were  to  carry  out  this 
plan  vigilantly  and  judiciously  lie  might  save  a 
considerable  portion  of  a herd  ? — He  might  un- 
doubtedly. 

2375.  He  might  hope  to  escape  with  a loss  of 
three  or  four  out  of  the  twenty,  if  the  disease  had 
been  promptly  discovered  ?— In  many  cases  it 
would  be  so. 

2376.  And,  apart  from  tlie  question  of  legisla- 
tion, he  would  not  have  done  anything  against 
the  public  interest  or  the  interest  of  his  neigh- 
bours by  that  process? — By  exercising  proper 
precautions  lie  would  have  been  acting  in  the 
interests  of  the  neighbourhood. 

2377.  But  in  a good  many  cases  after  the 
slaughter  of  tlie  diseased  animals  the  rest  of  the 
stock  is  got  rid  of  at  somewhere  about  the  market 
price  ? — Or  otherwise  kept  until  tlie  others  fell 
ill. 

2378.  But  not  unfrequently  it  is  the  case  that 
the  stock  is  sold  oil',  and  so  spreads  the  disease? 
— The  usual  practice  is  to  send  off  to  market 
those  animals  which  arc  in  a fit  condition  in  order 
to  realise  all  that  is  available,  and  to  keep  the 
others  that  arc  not  fit  for  the  market  in  the  hope 
that  the  disease  will  not  extend. 

2379.  But  is  it  not  sometimes  the  case  that 
even  store  animals  which  have  been  in  contact 
with  diseased  animals,  are  sent  to  market  ? — It  is, 
certainly. 

2380.  I have  been  reading  a report  of  the 
Yorkshire  outbreak  of  cattle  plague,  and  I think 
they  had  some  reason  to  suspect  something  of 
that  sort  there  ? — In  that  case  the  animals  were 
sent  to  butchers  in  the  neighbourhood. 

2381.  I suppose  it  is  found  very  difficult  to 
trace  disease,  or  to  bring  conviction  home  to  per- 
sons sending  off*  cattle  in  that  way  ? — It  is  very 
difficult,  in  consequence  of  its  being  necessary  in 
all  penal  statutes  to  construe  strictly,  and  to 
prove  that  the  owner  had  guilty  knowledge. 

2382.  From  certain  remarks  in  your  evidence 
I infer  that  you  do  not  think  that  fraud  would  be 
at  all  likely,  even  if  full  compensation  were  to  he 
given  ? — Certainly,  not  so  likely. 

2383.  Even  if  the  full  value  of  the  animal  were 
refunded  to  the  owner,  he  would  still  have  a loss  ? 
— He  would,  undoubtedly. 

2384.  Particularly  if  a considerable  number  of 
the  herd  were  killed,  as  he  would  have  the  food 
unconsumed  in  those  cases  ? — He  would. 

2385.  And 
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2385.  And  if  it  were  a dairy,  there  would  be 
a prejudice  raised  against  his  establishment? — 
Yes,  particularly  if  he  were  a dairyman. 

2386.  Do  you  think  that  the  local  authorities 
would  have  any  difficulty  in  seeing  that  the 
valuation  of  the  cattle  was  a fair  and  reasonable 
01ie  There  should  not  be  any  difficulty  if  an 
independent  valuer  were  appointed  for  the  dis- 
trict. 

2387.  I suppose  there  would  be  a very  con- 
siderable difference  between  the  valuation  if  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  had  to  pay  it,  as  compared 
with  the  local  authorities  having  to  pay  it? — 
That  could  be  provided  against  by  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  appointing  its  own  valuer. 

2388.  But  you  do  not  contemplate  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  paying  any  compensation,  do  you  ? — 
I understand  that  that  point  is  not  likely  to 
he  entertained;  but  it  is  a question  which, 
I presume,  the  House  would  have  to  legislate 
upon. 

2389.  But  in  speaking  of  this  full  compensa- 
tion, you  contemplate  that  the  local  authority  in 
each  county  is  going  to  pay  its  own  value  ? — I 
did  not  contemplate,  in  speaking  of  the  amount 
of  compensation,  anything  in  reference  to  the 
source  whence  it  should  come. 

2390.  Would  you  approve  of  a system  of  com- 
pensation based,  not  as  at  present,  upon  a certain 
proportion  of  the  value  of  the  animal  slaughtered, 
but  upon  the  amount  of  loss  sustained.  I mean 
a system  under  which  the  diseased  animals,  and 
those  in  contact  with  them,  should  be  dealt  with 
as  seemed  best  for  the  public  interest,  the  car- 
cases sold  and  made  the  most  of,  and  the  loss 
arising  divided  in  certain  proportions  between  the 
local  authority  and  the  owner? — I should,  if  such 
a plan  were  sufficiently  satisfactory  to  induce  him 
to  give  notice  of  the  disease. 

2391.  In  the  memorandum  which  I handed  to 
you  the  other  day  I proposed  that  three-fourths 
of  the  loss  should  be  borne  by  the  public,  and 
one-fourth  by  the  owner ; that  would  he  a very 
considerable  increase  upon  the  present  rate  of 
compensation  ? — It  would ; and  he  so  far  an  im- 
provement upon  the  present  system. 

2392.  Assuming  a loss  upon  a certain  herd,  say 
300 1.  value,  and  assuming  that  those  cattle  were 
all  slaughtered,  fetching  200  /.,  according  to  this 
plan,  the  1001.  of  loss  would  he  divided  between 
the  local  authority  and  the  owner  of  the  cattle  ? 
-—Yes. 

2393.  That  is  to  say,  that  the  local  authority 
would  have  to  pay  75  L.  and  the  owner  25  l.  ? — 
Yes. 

2394.  If  compulsory  slaughter  he  adopted  in 
the  case  of  those  diseases,  pleuro-pneumonia, 
cattle  plague,  and  sheep-pox,  taking  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  into  consideration,  which 
system  of  compensation  do  you  think  would  he 
most  beneficial  for  the  local  authority.  1 would 
recommend,  certainly,  that,  system  of  compensa- 
tion which  Avould  induce  the  co-operation  of  the 
owners. 

2395.  If  the  disease  is  early  discovered,  and 
the  stock  judiciously  dealt  with  by  experienced 
persons,  such  as  the  inspectors  of  the  local  au- 
thorities, do  you  think  a good  many  more 
cattle  might  be  saved  than  is  at  present  the 
case  ? — U ndoubtedly,  a very  much  larger  pro- 
portion. 

2396.  Then  that  would  not  only  he  more 
effective  in  putting  down  the  disease,  but  also 
the  more  economical  system  ? — Certainly. 


2397.  With  regard  to  dealing  with  the  three 
diseases  to  which  I have  more  particularly 
directed  your  attention,  you  propose  that  all 
animals  affected  should  he  slaughtered  forth- 
with ? — Yes. 

2398.  You  have  no  doubt  about  the  propriety 
or  judiciousness  of  that  course?  — JSTot  the 
slightest. 

2399.  Whether  done  by  the  local  authority  or 
by  the  individual? — In  either  case  I would  desire 
that  it  should  he  done. 

2400.  Would  you  also  in  certain  cases  slaughter 
animals  in  contact? — In  cases  of  cattle  plague, 
and  in  some  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

2401.  Mr.  Clara  Read.']  And  sheep-pox? — In 
some  cases  sheep-pox,  certainly.  * 

2402.  Mr.  Barclay .J  I suppose  it  would  de- 
pend upon  the  value  of  the  herd,  and  the  circum- 
stances of  the  stock,  and  so  on  ? — Yes ; and  also 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  the  herd  in  respect 
to  the  stock  of  the  neighbourhood. 

2403.  And  in  cases  of  cattle  plague  you  would 
also  take  the  power  to  slaughter  animals  in  adja- 
cent fields  ? — In  adjacent  fields. 

2404.  But  you  would  not  make  it  compulsory 
under  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  slaughter  animals 
in  contact,  or  in  adjacent  fields ; you  would  leave 
that,  to  the  discretion  of  the  local  authority  ? — I 
would  leave  no  discretion  to  the  local  authorities 
in  cases  of  cattle  plague,  in  regard  to  those 
animals  which  were  in  contact  with  the  diseased 
ones. 

2405.  How  would  you  define  “contact”? — I 
should  say  that  animals  in  the  same  shed  or  field 
had  been  in  contact. 

2406.  You  would  not  understand  animals  to 
he  in  contact,  supposing  all  the  animals  on  a 
farm  to  be  in  different  sheds  ? — No ; because  I 
apprehend  sometimes  that  animals  upon  the  same 
farm  arc  a mile  distant  from  each  other. 

2407.  Assuming  the  Usual  farmstead,  would 
you  say  that  all  the  cattle  upon  that  farmstead 
iii  different  sheds  were  in  contact  ? — I should  not 
define  it  in  that  way  in  the  Act  or  Order,  but  I 
should  allow  the  inspector  or  local  authority  to 
have  a discretionary  power. 

2408.  To  define,  at  their  own  discretion,  what 
“contact”  meant? — Not  to  define  what  contact 
meant,  but  I should  include  under  the  term 
“contact”  all  animals  which  were  in  the  same 
inclosure  of  any  kind  with  the  diseased  ones. 

2409.  Then,  I understand  in  the  case  of  cattle 
plague,  you  would  make  it  compulsory  to  slaughter 
diseased  animals,  and  all  those  within  the  same 
inclosure,  whether  field  or  cow-shed? — I would. 

2410.  And  give  the  local  authorities  power  to 
slaughter  all  adjacent  animals  ? — Certainly. 

2411.  You  would  stop  all  movement  of  live 
animals  out  of  an  affected  place  or  farm  for  30 
days  after  the  last  case  occurred  ? —Certainly,  for 
at  least  that  time. 

2412.  W ould  you  approve  in  the  case  of  pleuro- 
pneumouiaof  extending  the  period  by  two  months, 
with  a certificate,  that  is  making  it  compulsory  to 
have  a certificate  during  a further  period  of  two 
months  for  moving  any  animal  out  of  an  infected 
place  ? — It  is  very  desirable  that  that  should  he 
done. 

2413.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  Do  I understand  you 
to  mean  two  months  beyond  the  30  days  ? — l ea, 
and  allowing  movement  by  certificate. 

2414.  Mr.  Barclay.]  It  might  be  left  to  the 
local  authority  to  judge  whether  they  would 
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grant  a certificate  or  not,  according  to  circum- 
stances?—Yes,  in  order  that  they  might  judge 
whether  it  was  right  or  not. 

2415.  In  order  that  it  might  he  critically 
examined  by  the  inspectors  before  being  removed 
from  the  farm  ? — Yes. 

2416.  In  the  case  of  cattle  plague,  you  take  an 
area  beyond  the  infected  farm ; but  it  would  be 
necessary  to  make  the  area  some  considerable 
distance  around  the  disease  ? — The  present  ar- 
rangements, which  give  a radius  of  a mile,  seem 
to  have  answered  in  practice.  • 

2417.  You  would  recommend  that  to  be  con- 
tinued, that  is  to  say,  a radius  of  one  mile  around 
an  infected  spot  where  the  animal  was  ? I 
should. 

2418.  You  had  some  considerable  experience 
in  dealing  with  cattle  plague  in  Yorkshire  during 
the  late  outbreak  ? — And  also  during  the  former 
one. 

2419.  Do  you  think  it . necessary, _ if  you  are 
going  to  deal  seriously  with  those  diseases,  that 
tlier e should  be  some  one  employed  upon  an 
infected  place,  say  for  30  days,  to  see  that  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  chief  authority  were 
carried  into  effect? — I should  prefer  a person 
being  sent  from  the  Central  Department,  who 
should  visit  all  the  places  within  a reasonable 
distance. 

2420.  You  think  that  there  should  be  a chief 
officer  appointed?— Or  some  one  appointed  to 
assist  him. 

2421.  If  he  were  not  able  to  undertake  it  all 
himself? — Exactly. 

2422.  But  with  regard  to  farmers,  do  you 
think  it  desirable  that  there  should  be  some  one 
actually  upon  the  premises  during  the  presence 
of  disease  upon  a farmstead  or  farm  ? — It  depends 
very  much  upon  the  nature  of  the  disease.  In 
the* case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  it  is  desirable  that 
some  one  should  be  appointed  to  watch  an  in- 
fected herd,  and  to  give  notice  of  every  fresh 
instance  of  disease. 

2423.  Would  you  say  for  30  days  after  the 
last  case  ?— Certainly,  for  30  days  after  the  last 
case. 

2424.  That  might  not  necessarily  be  a veteri- 
nary surgeon ; a skilled  cattle  man  would  answer 
the  purpose  ? — A skilled  cattle  man  would  answer 
the  purpose,  if  he  were  instructed  to  report  the 
slightest  indication  of  departure  from  health. 

2425.  If  the  policy  indicated  and  suggested  by 
you  were  firmly,  judiciously,  and  vigilantly  car- 
ried out,  do  you  think  that  pleuro-pneumonia 
could  be  eradicated  from  this  country,  provided 
we  did  not  import  more  of  it  from  abroad? — If 
the  system  were  rigidly  carried  out,  I have  little 
doubt  that  the  disease  might  be  eradicated. 

2426.  Leaving  out  the  metropolis,  if  the  sys- 
tem were  vigilantly  carried  out  in  the  country, 
within  what  time  would  you  say  it  might  be 
done? — It  would  be  difficult  to  separate  the 
country  from  the  large  towns,  as  the  supply  of 
infected  animals  is  quite  likely  to  be  kept  up 
from  those  centres,  but  altogether  I should  say 
that  in  two  years,  with  strict  supervision,  and 
the  adoption  of  active  measures,  the  disease  might 
be  nearly  exterminated. 

2427.  Do  you  think  the  loss  incurred  in  eradi- 
cating the  disease  would  be  equal  to,  or  greater  than, 
the  loss  which  is  likely  to  arise  under  the  exist- 
ing system  ? — The  loss  would,  of  course,  be  con- 
siderable in  the  first  instance,  because  a very 
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large  number  of  animals  would  have  to  be  de- 
stroyed at  once. 

2428.  ft  has  got  considerable  force  and  extent 
already  ? — U ndoubtcdly  it  has. 

2429.  A considerable  expense  would  have  to 
be  faced  in  the  first  instance  ? — Certainly. 

2430.  But  spreading  the  whole  cost  and  loss 
over  two  years,  do  you  think  that  the  slaughter- 
ing process  would  cost  more  money  than  the 
result  which  would  happen  under  the  existing 
system  ? — Probably  it  would  not. 

2431.  Do  you  think  it  would  he  of  much  ad- 
vantage to  reduce  the  number  of  local  autho- 
rities ? — As  far  as  relates  to  carrying  out  the 
regulations  affecting  diseases,  it  would. 

2432.  There  are  a great  number  of  local  autho- 
rities in  some  counties,  I believe  ? — There  are. 

2433.  How  many  local  authorities  are  there  in 
the  county  of  Fife  ? — There  are  13  local  autho- 
rities besides  the  county  local  authorities. 

2434.  That  is,  14  local  authorities  altogether  in 
the  county  of  Fife  ? — Yes. 

2435.  Pleuro-pneumonia  is  raging  (here  to  a 
considerable  extent  at  present,  is  it  not  ? — Yes. 

2436.  Leaving  out  of  the  question  just  now, 
the  question  of  foreign  importations,  do  you  think 
that  there  is  any  clashing  between  the  interests 
of  the  boroughs  and  counties  in  dealing  with 
cattle  diseases  ? — In  some  cases  there  is,  particu- 
larly with  reference  to  the  management  of  the 
markets. 

2437.  In  what  respect?  — The  regulations 
which  would  be  enforced  without  inconvenience 
in  a county,  might  press  very  hardly  upon  a 
borough  in  preventing  the  movement  of  animals 
from  a market,  and  within  the  borough. 

2438.  But  supposing  your  regulations  and 
restrictions  were  confined  to  those  which  have 
been  alluded  to  in  this  examination,  where  nothing 
has  been  talked  of  regarding  restrictions  on  fairs 
and  markets ; do  you  think  there  is  any  case  in 
which  the  interests  of  boroughs  and  counties 
conflict ! — Excluding  fairs  and  markets,  1 do  not 
think  there  are  any. 

2439.  Do  you  think  it  is  of  any  advantage  to 
attempt  restrictions  on  fairs  and  markets,  beyond 
what  has  been  already  referred  to  in  the  Act, 
rendering  it  penal  to  expose  such  animals  in  fairs 
and  markets  ? — It  seems  to  be  impracticable  to 
prevent  the  movement  of  animals  which  have 
been  herded  with  diseased  animals. 

2440.  You  would  not  give  the  local  authority 
special  authority  over  fairs  and  markets? — I would 
not  give  the  local  authority  of  the  county  authority 
over  the  fairs  belonging  to  boroughs,  but  I would 
give  the  local  authority  of  the  boroughs  power  to 
make  arrangements  relative  to  their  markets. 

2441.  Have  they  not  this  power  independently 
of  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act? — They  have  local 
power;  but  I would  make  it  compulsory  upon 
them  to  apply  certain  restrictions  to  the  markets, 
otherwise  it  would  he  impossible  to  insist  upon 
the  necessary  cleansing  and  disinfection. 

2442.  It  would  be  a general  order  to  all  local 
authorities,  or  all  persons  holding  fairs  and 
markets,  that  they  should  keep  the  market  places 
clean  and  disinfected? — It  would  be  so. 

2443.  It  would  not  be  either  in  the  hands 
of  the  county  authority  or  the  borough  authority? 
— It  would  not. 

2444.  There  would  not  in  this  case  be  any  con- 
flict?— There  would  not. 

2445.  If  your  department  had  only  one  local 
authority  to  correspond  and  deal  with  in  each 

county 
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county,  that  would  very  much  simplify,  would  it 
not,  the  duties  and  the  work  of  your  oftce  —ft 
would,  certainly. 

2446.  It  increases  the  labour  exceedingly,  and 
the  difficulty  of  getting  reliable  returns,  that 
there  are  so  many  inspectors  to  correspond  with  ? 
—It  does. 

2447.  Speaking  generally  of  what  we  would 
hope  to  be  the  normal  state  that  w_e  might  expect 
to  arrive  at  in  respect  to  these  diseases,  do  you 
think  one  chief  inspector  would  be  enough  for 
each  county,  including  boroughs;  that  is  to  say, 
to  superintend  the  dealing  with  disease  in  that 
county  ?— Hardly  in  the  first  instance,  unless 
the  inspector  had  a considerable  number  of  com- 
petent assistants. 

2448.  But  I believe,  speaking  of  the  normal 
state  which  we  might  hope  to  arrive  at  within  a 
year,  for  example? — Uuder  such  circumstances 
one  inspector  might  probably  be  sufficient. 

2449.  He  might  keep  such  statistics  of  disease 
as  were  wanted  for  the  county,  and  report  them 
to  the  Privy  Council,  and  he  would  have  such 
clerks  as  might  be  necessary  ? — With  assistance, 
he  might  do  it. 

2450.  What  statistics  do  you  think  it  necessary 
to  keep,  with  regard  to  disease? — Sufficient 
statistics  have  been  kept  to  enable  the  depart- 
ment to  judge  of  the  rate  of  disease. 

2451.  Statistics  should  be  kept,  should  they  _ 
not,  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  cattle  plague,  and 
sheep-pox?— Yes. 

2452.  And  reported  from  time  to  time  by  those 
inspectors  to  the  Privy  Council  Department  ? — 
Decidedly. 

2453.  Do  you  think  there  arc  any  further 
statistics  required  ? — If  foot  and  mouth  disease  is 
not  legislated  for  actively,  I apprehend  that  these 
statistics  would  relate  almost  entirely  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, as  cattle  plague  and  sheep-pox  would 
be  got  rid  of  almost  as  soon  as  they  were  intro- 
duced. 

2454.  Sheep-pox  is  not  existing  in  this  country 
to  any  extent,  is  it? — It  is  not  at  all,  that  we 
know  of. 

2455.  Then  if  there  was  one  superintendent  in 
each  county  to  deal  with  disease,  lie  would  be 
likely  to  become  more  expert  after  a little  ex- 
perience as  to  the  best  course  to  he  adopted  in 
each  case  ? — He  should  do  so. 

2456.  And  there  would  he  this  great  advantage 
about  it,  that  the  better  he  did  his  work,  the  les3 
he  would  have  to  do  ? — Decidedly. 

2457.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  desirable  for 
the  Privy  Council  Department  to  keep  any  power 
or  supervision  over  those  local  authorities,  in  case 
they  should  fail  in  or  neglect  their  duties? — Yes, 

I should  say  so.  I consider  that  the  officers  of 
the  Deparment  should  have  absolute  power  to 
act  in  all  cases. 

2458.  In  the  event  of  failure  by  the  local 
authority? — Decidedly. 

2459.  You  would  ascertain  by  the  statistical 
returns  whether  the  local  authority  was  doing  its 
duty  or  not  ? — We  should. 

2460.  And  in  cases  where  the  local  authority 
fails  to  he  successful  in  dealing  with  the  disease, 
you  would  recommend  the  Privy  Council  De- 
partment to  send  down  an  inspector  to  give  the 
necessary  instructions  to  carry  out  tire  Act  ? — 
Certainly,  and  also  to  stay  as  long  as  might  be 
necessary,  in  order  to  see  that  the  regulations 
were  carried  out. 

2461.  1 dare  say  you  would  wish  to  charge  the 
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expenses  of  such  inspector  against  the  local 
authority  ? — I have  no  particular  feeling  in  the 
matter,  but  it  would  seem  to  be  a just  thing  that 
the  local  authority  should  pay. 

2462.  It  would  be  desirable  in  a good  many 
cases  in  which  the  counties  have  not  had  much 
experience  in  dealing  with  the  disease,  that  in 
the  first  instance  the  Privy  Council  should  give 
the  assistance  of  an  inspector’s  advice  ? — It  would 
be  absolutely  necessary  to  do  so  in  several 
counties. 

2463.  Assuming  that  we  had  successfully  dealt 
with  the  disease  for  twelve  months,  and  reduced 
it  within  narrower  limits  than  the  present,  I pre- 
sume one  or  two  supervising  inspectors  would 
be  all  that  would  be  necessary  to  look  after  the 
local  authorities,  or  what  additional  inspectors 
would  be  necessary  to  exercise  such  supervision 
over  the  counties  I have  indicated? — That  is 
a matter  of  detail  which  I could  hardly  speak 
to  without  considerable  reflection. 

2464.  The  number  would  not  be  likely  to 
exceed  two  or  three  additional  inspectors,  would 
it  ? — I should  think  two  or  three  additional  in- 
spectors would  be  sufficient. 

2465.  Do  you  think  that  there  would  be  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  London 
dairies  in  respect  to  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — There 
would  be  considerable  difficulty. 

2466.  Do  they  produce  many  calves  in  the 
London  dairies  now? — Very  few  indeed,  com- 
paratively. 

2467.  What  becomes  of  all  such  calves  as  are 
produced  in  the  dairies? — They  are  generally 
either  killed,  or  sent  into  the  country  to  be  fed. 

2468.  Is  the  number  sent  into  the  country 
considerable  ? — I am  not  aware  at  this  moment ; 
but  at  one  time  it  was  considerable  : that  is  to 
say,  a considerable  number  of  those  which  were 
born  in  London. 

2469.  The  dairymen  in  London  will  not  report 
the  disease  for  several  reasons  ? — I do  not  re- 
member a single  instance  of  a dairyman  reporting 
disease. 

2470.  It  does  exist  to  a considerable  extent  in 
the  London  dairies  at  this  moment,  I daresay  ? — 
It  does. 

247 1 . Do  they  attempt  to  treat  it  ? — Generally 
they  do,  in  those  cases  where  the  animal  is  not 
in  a fit  condition  to  be  sent  to  market. 

2472.  If  the  animal  is  in  a fit  condition  to  be 
sent  to  market,  it  is  sold? — It  is  sold  to  abutcher. 

2473.  Does  it  invariably  go  to  the  butcher  ? 
— Not  always;  cows  find  their  way  to  the 
markets. 

2474.  They  find  their  way  to  the  markets,  and 
then  they  may  go  all  over  the  country  ? — They 
may,  if  they  are  not  so  far  diseased  as  to  be  in- 
capable of  travelling. 

2475.  Is  the  treatment  of  the  disease  attended 

with  any  success  ?— Not  with  sufficient  success 
to  warrant  any  reliance  being  placed  upon  any 
system  of  treatment.  _ . . 

2476.  Such  success  as  there  is,  is  principally 

confined  to  the  moderation  of  the  symptoms  ?— 
Animals,  when  they  recover,  do  sometimes  re- 
cover perfectly ; they  occasionally  get  quite  fat 
afterwards.  . 

2477.  But  I suppose  those  are  very  rare  cases  i 
— They  are  comparatively  rare. 

247s.  Do  you  think  that  any  system  of  com- 
pulsory inspection  of  London  dairies  would  prtfve 
successful  ?— It  would  certainly  be  met  by  con- 
siderable opposition. 

m3  2479.  You 
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2479.  You  would  require  a considerable  num- 
ber of  inspectors  ? — W e should. 

2480.  There  is  no  cordon  around  the  metropolis 
at  present? — There  is  not. 

2481.  Would  you  recommend  a cordon  to  be 
put  round  the  metropolis  with  the  special  pur- 
pose of  getting  pleuro-pneumonia  spbdued  in  the 
country  ? — Taking  a professional  view  of  the 
subject,  I should. 

2482.  Is  it  practicable  ?— It  is  practicable,  but 
it  would  cause  a great  deal  of  opposition. 

2483.  "Would  it  cause  very  considerable  in- 
convenience ? — Yes,  undoubtedly. 

2484.  To  whom  principally  ? — To  the  butchers 
all  round  London,  and  50  miles  off. 

2485.  To  those  butchers  who  come  up  to  the 
Metropolitan  Market,  and  buy  their  cattle  and 
take  them  clown  to  the  country  ? — Precisely. 

2486.  Is  there  any  system  whereby  animals 
might  be  marked  so  as  to  insure  their  immediate 
slaughter? — That  system  has  been  carried  out 
with  considerable  success,  but  it  involves  a very 
great  deal  of  expense,  and  the  employment  of  a 
great  number  of  police. 

2487.  Was  that  by  watching  an  animal,  or 
branding  it,  or  bow  ? — By  marking  it ; cutting 
the  hair  from  the  end  of  the  tail,  and  by  the  issue 
of  licenses,  which  the  slaughterman  was  bound 
to  deliver  at  the  police  station  at  the  expiration 
of  a certain  time. 

248S.  Would  the  cutting  the  hair  of  the  tail 
alone  be  effective  ? — It  is  an  indelible  mark  l'or  a 
very  long  time. 

2*489.  For  liow  long  would  it  be  so  ? — It  is 
difficult  to  say,  for  there  is  no  instance  known  of 
the  hair  having  grown  again  to  its  normal  length, 
I believe. 

2490.  It  might  be  a pretty  conclusive  proof, 
at  any  reasonable  time  afterwards,  that  that 
animal  ought  to  have  been  slaughtered? — Yes. 

2491.  And  that  its  existence  is  a transgression 
of  the  law  by  some  person? — Quite  so:  that 
would  only  be  effective  in  case  of  a regulation 
being  established  that  all  animals  so  marked  must 
be  slaughtered  within  a certain  number  of  days, 
and  there  must  also  be  some  means  of  ascertany 
ing  the  date  upon  which  the  hair  was  cut  from 
the  tail,  so  that  it  practically  involves  a return  to 
the  system  of  issuing  licenses  and  largely  employ- 
ing the  police. 

2492.  But  you  could  tell  within  a week,  could 
not  you  ? — I should  be  very  sorry  to  have  to  give 
an  opinion  within  a month. 

2493.  It  might  have  been  a week,  or  it  might 
have  been  a month,  since  the  hair  was  cut  off", 
from  all  you  could  judge  by  the  appearance  ? — 
Certainly  ; the  appearance  would  entirely  depend 
upon  the  skill  of  the  drover  in  clipping  it  more 
or  less  close  to  the  skin. 

2494.  A few  days  ago  I submitted  a memo- 
randum to  you,  and  certain  suggestions  respect- 
ing alterations  in  the  existing  system? — You 

2495.  Have  you  considered  that  memoi-andum  ? 
— I have,  as  far  as  I have  had  opportunity. 

2496.  In  conjunction  with  Dr.  Williams? — 
Yes. 

• 2497.  Do  you  approve  of  a provision  to  this 
effect : “ The  occupant  of  any  farm  or  building 
(excepting  licensed  slaughterhouses),  where  any 
horned  animal  dies  or  is  slaughtered,  to  report 
such  death  or  slaughter  within  three  days  to  the 
police  or  local  authority”? — Upon  the  under- 
standing that  some  arrangement  can  be  made 
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which  will  prevent  a man  from  being  compelled 
to  report  the  slaughter  of  a sheep  or  other  animal 
for  domestic  use. 

2498. 1 confined  the  question  to  horned  animals? 
— In  the  case  of  horned  animals  the  diffieultv 
would  be  removed,  to  a great  extent. 

2499.  It  is  the  case  at.  present  that  the  owner 
of  an  animal  which  is  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia, cattle  plague,  or  sheep  pox,  is  bound 
to  report  the  disease  ? — He  is  bound  to  report 
any  contagious  or  infectious  disease. 

2500.  Would  you  make  it  incumbent  upon 
every  veterinary  surgeon,  or  person  professing  ' 
to  treat  animals,  to  certificate  the  diseases  above 
named,  upon  receiving  a sufficient  fee  therefor? 
— I would  make  it  incumbent  upon  every  veteri- 
nary surgeon.  I should  not  have  any  respect 
for  a certificate  which  would  be  signed  by  un- 
qualified persons. 

2501.  You  understand,  that  under  the  present 
Act  the  local  authority  has  power  to  seize  animals 
labouring  under  any  contagious  disease  going 
along  any  highway,  or  exposed  in  any  fair  or 
market,  and  deal  with  them  as  they  shall  deem 
expedient;  is  that  provision  in  the  present  Act? 
— Not  precisely ; in  some  cases  they  have  power 
to  “ seize  and  slaughter,”  and  in  other  cases  to 
“ seize  and  detain  for  a convenient  time.” 

2502.,  And  to  charge  the  owner  with  expenses 
which  they  may  incur  in  dealing  with  the  animals? 
— That  provision  is  in  the  57th  section  of  the 
Act. 

2503.  Do  you  know  of  any  doubts  existing  with 
reference  to  the  power  of  the  local  authority  in 
this  respect.  ? — I have  not  heard  of  any  doubts 
upon  that  subject. 

2504.  If  they  existed,  you  think  that  they 
ought  to  be  removed?  — Yes,  I think  they 
should. 

2505.  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  make  to 
the  Committee  with  reference  to  dealing  with  the 
disease,  beyond  what  has  come  out  in  the  course 
of  this  examination  ? — Speaking  in  general  terms, 
I have  nothing  to  add  to  what  has  been  already 
stated  ; of  course  there  would  he  a great  many 
matters  of  detail  which  would  require  further 
consideration. 

2506.  But  as  regards  general  principles  or 
leading  provisions,  you  have  nothing  additional 
to  suggest  beyond  what  has  come  out  in  the  course 
of  your  examination  ? — 1 have  not. 

2507.  Mr.  Glare  Read.']  The  foreign  market  at 
Deptford  is  very  good,  ami  very  convenient,  is  it 
not  ? — Exceedingly  so. 

2508.  Do  you  think  there  ought  to  he  a rail 
from  it,  by  which  the  meat  might  be  sent  direct 
to  the  manufacturing  districts  ? — That  would  be 
a convenience,  undoubtedly. 

2509.  Are  you  aware  that  when  the  foreign 
stock  were  slaughtered  at  Mr.  ©dams’  wharf,  a 
great  quantity  of  meat  was  sent  direct  from  that 
wharf? — I believe  it  was. 

2510.  But  with  that  exception,  you  think  there 
can  be  no  improvement  in  the  arrangements 
which  now  exist  at  Deptford? — I do  not  think 
that  anything-  can  be  done  to  add  to  the  conveni- 
ences there. 

2511.  In  the  Report  of  last  Monday’s  Dept- 
ford Market,  I read  this : “ Foot  and  mouth 
disease  prevails  fearfully  amongst  the  Hamburg 
beasts  ” ; is  that  the  case  ? — The  last  Return  which 
was  published  showed  that  very  few  animals 
indeed  had  been  landed  from  Hamburg,  or  any 
other  part  of  the  Continent,  with  that  disease. 

2512.  Then 
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2512.  Then  this  report  is  not  true? — As  far 
as  my  knowledge  extends,  it  is  not. 

2513.  Was  hot  it  true  that  last  week  13  cattle 
were  condemned  at  tlio  Deptford  Market  for 
having  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I am  not  aware 
of  that  instance,  I can  quite  believe  that  it  is  so : 
but  I should  not  consider  13  diseased  beasts 
sufficient  evidence  of  the  fearful  prevalence  of 
disease. 

2514.  Not  in  one  cargo? — Certainly  not ; be- 
cause more  than  once  we  have  had  a whole  cargo 
diseased  at  the  Deptford  Market. 

2515.  Do  you  think  this  other  extract  is  true: 

“ Salesmen  are  making  good  returns  to  the  con- 
tinental cattle  dealers  from  the  Deptford  Mar- 
bet”  ? — I have  no  means  of  forming  an  opinion 
upon  that  statement. 

2510-  I think  you  stated,  in  the  evidence 
which  you  gave  the  other  day,  you  considered 
that  the  prices  of  foreign  beef  and  English  beef 
were  the  same  in  the  Metropolitan  Market  ? — I 
believe  I stated  that,  as  far  as  my  knowledge 
extended,  there  was  no  great  difference. 

2517.  When  the  quotations  were  these:  “The 
best  foreign  oxen,  os.  4Y7.,  and  the  best  English, 
6s.  per  8 lbs.,”  you  do  not  consider  that  any 
material  difference;  a penny  a pound?-— No,  I 
should  not  consider  that  any  great  difference. 

2518.  The  person  who  had  to  buy  it  in  all 
probability  would.  Now,  I think  you  stated  the 
virus  of  cattle  plague  could  be  communicated  to 
cattle  at,  a long  distance  away  without  contact 
with  diseased  animals? — There  is  every  reason 
to  believe  that  it  can. 

2519.  By  men,  by  animals,  and  by  fresh  hides? 
—And  by  all  substances  that  have  been  in  con- 
tact with  diseased  cattle. 

2520.  How  long  do  you  think  the  virus  would 
keep  i — It  is  asserted  that  it  retains  its  activity 
for  11  mouths;  but  our  experiments  failed  alto- 
gether up  to  six  months ; we  had  no  virus  which 
was  fresher  than  that  when  we  commenced 
them. 

2521.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  I 
think  your  evidence  is  entirely  different ; there 
must  be  direct  contact  between  the  diseased 
animal  and  the  one  that  takes  the  disease? — We 
have  not  succeeded  in  producing  pleuro-pneu- 
monia in  any  other  way ; but  there  arc  numerous 
instances  of  outbreaks  where  no  direct  contact 
with  diseased  animals  can  be  traced. 

2522.  Of  what  docs  the  virus  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  consist ; is  it  simply  the  exhalation  from 
the  lungs? — That  is  the  conclusion  which  has 
been  arrived  at  from  experiments  which  have 
been  made,  such  as  saturating  cotton  wool  with 
the. breath  of  a diseased  animal,  and  introducing 
it  into  the  nostrils  of  a healthy  one. 

2523.  With  what  result? — In  the  experiments 
winch  were  performed  in  Ireland,  we  were  told 
the  result  was  the  production  of  disease,  and  in 
the  experiments  which  were  performed  here,  it 
failed  to  produce  the  disease. 

2524.  But  with  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  I believe  that  is  very  easily  transmitted, 
without  the  contact  of  animals  ? — Undoubtedly  : 
by  the  mere  conveyance  of  a small  quantity  of 
the  saliva. 

2525.  If  you  were  to  take  a lock  of  hay  out  of 
the  mouth  of  a diseased  bullock,  do  you  think  it 
would  be  possible  to  go  200  miles  and  infect 
another  bullock  with  it  ? — I should  think  very 
possibly  indeed.  I have  done  it  at  a shorter  dis- 
tance. 
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2526.  Have  you  successfully  done  it  ? — Suc- 
cessfully. 

2527.  Then  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia, 
there  is  a. better  chance  of  stamping  it  out  than 
there  is  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
because,  if  I understand  you  rightly,  it  is  only 
when  an  animal  is  within  a short  radius  of  another 
that  you  think  the  disease  is  transmitted  from  a 
diseased  animal  to  a healthy  animal  ? — That  is  a 
conclusion  which  we  deduce  from  the  evidence 
which  we  had,  and  there  is  certainly  a much 
greater  chance  of  stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia 
than  there  is  of  getting  rid  of  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

2528.  And  also,  I .supppose,  of  stamping  out 
cattle  plague,  provided  cattle  plague  should  ever 
be  as  general-  as  pleuro-pneumonia? — Decidedly. 

2529.  You  have  no  reasonable  doubt  in  your 
own  mind,  have  you,  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  introduced  into  this  country  from  abroad  ? — 
I think  it  is  a jierfectly  justifiable  conclusion  from 
the  evidence. 

2530.  You  stated  just  now  that  hides  possibly 
convey  disease.  I see  that  in  the  year  1838  there 
were  346,000  cwts.  of  hides  imported  into  this 
country  from  F ranee.  I believe  that  in  1838  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  was  very  prevalent  in 
France  ? — It  was  very  pi-evalent  in  Holland,  and 
many  parts  of  the  Continent.  I am  not  certain 
about  its  pi'evalence  in  France. 

2531.  Do  not  hides  come  from  Holland,  as 
well  as  from  France  ? — It  is  quite  probable,  but 
we  have  no  evidence  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  conveyed  by  hides ; it  is  merely  a probability. 

2532.  Why  should  there  be  any  doubt  about 
it,  if  it  can  be  conveyed  by  men  and  animals, 
and  by  locks  of  hay ; why  should  not  the  virus 
he  in  the  fresh  hides  as  well  as  in  the  hay  ? — 
There  is  no  reason  against  that  assumption,  but 
we  have  no  positive  evidence  of  the  fact. 

2533.  Are  not  the  hoofs  very  often  with  the 
hides? — They  are;  at  least,  if  they  are  not  with 
the  hides  they  are  commonly  sent  over  in  the 
same  vessel. 

2534.  I suppose  the  diseased  foot  of  a bullock 
would  very  easily  introduce  the  disease  ? — De- 
cidedly it  would. 

2535.  I always  understood  that  the  first  out- 
break of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  England, 
occurred  in  the  county  of  Norfolk  ? — I was 
under  that  impression  until  Professor  Simonds 
assured  me  that  lie  had  seen  it  himself  in  the 
London  dairies  before  it  was  in  the  county  of 
•Norfolk,  but  upon  that  point  lie  will  speak 
positively,  as  lie  remembers  perfectly  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  earliest  outbreak. 

2536.  As  this  outbreak  in  Norfolk  took  place 
within  a few  miles  of  Yarmouth,  and  as  there 
was  daily  a constant  intercourse  between  Yar- 
mouth and  Holland,  would  you  be  very  much 
surprised  if,  by  some  means  or  other  the  virus 
was  imported  to  Norfolk? — It  seems  to  be  quite 
probable  that  it  might  have  been  so  imported.  . 

2537.  Can  you  actually  prove  the  introduction 
of  the  cattle  plague  in  any  one  instance  into  this 
country ; what  actual  proof  is  there,  such  proot 
as  that  upon  which  you  would  hang  a .man  ?— 
The  closest  evidence  which  we  have  is  included 
in  the  fact  that  diseased  animals  stood  within  a 
few  yards  of  the  shore  in  the  Humber  Dock  at 
Hull,  and  that  in  something  like  eight,  days 
afterwards  that  affection  broke  out  within  12 
miles  from  that  point. 

2538.  That  is  very  good  circumstantial  evi- 
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deuce,  but  it  is  no  conclusive  proof,  is  it  ? — It  is 
■ not  absolute  proof,  that  is  to  say,  it  is  not  proof 
to  demonstration,  certainly. 

2539.  With  regard  to  the  two  outbreaks  in 
Ireland,  at  the  period  ot  those  outbreaks  there 
was  no  importation  of  cattle  allowed  into  Ireland 
from  England ? — None. 

2540.  How  do  you  suppose  they  occurred  ? — 

I suppose  they  occurred  from  persons  who  were 
in  the  habit  of  travelling  from  Scotland  to  Ireland 
having  to  deal  with  cattle  in  both  countries. 

2541.  Have  you  any  doubt  that,  by  some 
means  or  other,  the  virus  was  taken  from  England 
to  Ireland  ? — None  whatever. 

2542.  But  you  have  a doubt  as  to  whether  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  was  introduced  into  Eng- 
land in  the  same  way  ? — No,  I have  no  doubt 
about  it.  I accept  it,  as  a fair  conclusion  from 
the  evidence;  in  fact,  the  only  conclusion  that 
can  be  arrived  at. 

2543.  We  have  two  reports  from  the  "V  eterinary 
Department ; had  you  anything  to  do  with  the 
Beport  of  the  year  1871-;  it  is  signed  by  Dr. 
Williams ; may  I ask  whether  he  consulted  you 
in  that  report? — 1 do  not  remember  any  precise 
points  upon  which  he  consulted  me. 

2544.  I believe  that  when  Dr.  Williams  signs 
a report  it  goes  forth  as  the  Beport  of  the  Privy 
Council,  with  the  sanction  and  approval  of  my 
Lords  of  the  Privy  Council?— 1 presume  that 
is  the  case. 

2545.  When  you  sign  your  own  report  it  is 
only  on  your  own  individual  responsibility? — 
That  is  so. 

2546.  I will  read  you  this  passage  from  the 
Beport  of  1871,  which  is  signed  by  Dr.  Williams  ; 
he  is  speaking  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
he  says,  “Whether  it  was  or  was  not  first  im- 
ported into  this  country  in  1 839,  or  had  a spon- 
taneous origin  about  that  time,  or  had  existed 
here  long  before  that  date  remains  to  be  proved.” 
Do  you  think  that  that  is  a proper  statement  to 
go  to  the  country  ? — I am  hardly  in  a position  to 
give  an  opinion  upon  that  point.  I understand 
that,  “the  statement  remains  to  be  proved,” 
refers  to  absolute  demonstration,  and  in  that  sense 
it  does  remain  to  be  proved. 

2547.  Like  everything  else  we  have  had ; like 
all  your  cases  of  cattle  plague? — Decidedly;  I 
put  them  in  the  same  position. 

2548.  Then  it  results  in  this  : that  it  is  no  use 
taking  any  record  of  facts,  because  you  cannot 
prove  them  to  demonstration  ? — I think  it  is  of 
great  use  to  take  records  of  facts,  whether  they 
lead  to  demonstration  or  not. 

2549.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
the  disease  had  a spontaneous  origin  at  the  time  ? 

• — I am  perfectly  convinced,  in  my  own  mind, 
that  it  had  not  a spontaneous  origin. 

2550.  Do  you  not  know  this  that  it  did  not 
exist  in  this  country  before  that  date  ? — I have 
been  informed  by  some  practical  men,  who  are 
older  than  myself,  that  they  knew  it  in  this 
country  ten  years  before  that  time. 

2551.  Can  you  give  any  record  of  it? — I do 
not  think  I was  born  at  the  time. 

2552.  But  there  were  veterinaries  bom  before 
your  time,  and  there  was  a veterinary  publication 
before  your  days  ? — Yes,  long  before  my  days. 

2553.  Do  you  think  that  in  all  probabilty  this 
disease  which  spread  with  such  wonderful  rapi- 
dity when  it  was  introduced  in  1839,  as  to  extend 
to  Scotland  and  to  every  county  in  England, 
could  have  been  introduced  ten  years  before, 
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and  no  record  made  of  it? — No,  I do  not  think 
so,  and  I do  not  believe  it,  but  in  saying  so  I 
am  contradicting  men  who  were  competent  to 
judge  before  I was  born. 

2554.  I think  you  stated  that  the  importation 
of  a single  diseased  bullock,  if  allowed  to  go  un- 
checked, would  be  quite  sufficient  to  re-introduce 
the  disease,  provided  that  we  at  any  time  got  rid  of 
it? — It  would  undoubtedly  in  the  district  into 
which  the  bullock  was  taken. 

2555.  And  when  it  is  stated  in  this  Beport 
that  “ increased  import  does  not  seem  to  he  in- 
variably followed  by  an  increase  of  the  disease,” 
do  you  suppose  that  any  body  ever  stated  that  it 
did;  have  you  ever  heard  any  one  say  it,  or  have 
you  ever  seen  it  written  that  increased  im- 
port is  invariably  followed  by  an  increase  of  the 
disease  ? — I have  seen  it  stated  frequently  that 
the  increased  import  of  diseased  animals  has  been 
followed  by  an  increased  appearance  of  disease 
into  this  country. 

2556.  But  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  your  opiniou 
that  the  importation  of  a single  diseased  bullock 
would  be  quite  sufficient,  if  it  went  unchecked, 
to  spread  the  disease  all  over  the  country  ?— No, 

I said  it  would  be  sufficient  to  introduce  the 
disease  into  the  district  into  which  the  bullock 
was  taken.  Its  spread  over  the  country  would 
depend  entirely  upon  the  measures  which  were 
taken  in  order  to  repress  it. 

2557.  I am  supposing  a fresh  outbreak.  In  the 
year  1869  you  are  aware  that  we  had  no  restriction 
at  all  upon  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? —There 
was  none. 

2558.  And  consequently  any  animal  that  hap- 
pened to  be  infected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
could  be  taken  anywhere,  and  could  propagate  it 
without  any  legal  hindrance? — Quite  so. 

2559.  There  is  another  passage  in  the  Beport 
which  says,  that  the  disease  has  not  ceased  to 
exist  in  this  country  since  1839 : do  you  believe 
that  ? — As  far  as  I am  able  to  judge  that  is  quite 
true. 

2560.  I.  think  you  stated  iu  your  evidence  the 
other  day  that  the  disease  had  died  out  in  Ireland 
upon  more  than  one  occasion?— I said  that  it 
had,  as  far  as  I could  ascertain,  ceased  to  exist 
in  the  country  at  the  time  I was  there. 

2561.  It  is  extremely  difficult  to  prove  a ne- 
gative, but  you  have  not  given  us  any  evidence 
at  all  that  the  disease  did  exist  in  Ireland  at  the 
time  of  the  cattle  plague,  or  previous  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  cattle  plague  into  Ireland? — 
There  is  very  good  evidence  indeed  of  its  exist- 
ence in  Ireland  about  the  time  that  it  existed  in 
England,  and  there  are  records,  I believe,  lrom 
time  to  time  of  its  existence  there,  more  or  less, 
ever  since. 

2562.  Mr.  Pell.']  Does  that  answer  refer  to 
the  year  1839  ? — About  that  time.  It  was  spoken 
of  by  Professor  Ferguson  in  a pamphlet  pub- 
lished, I believe,  in  1842. 

2563.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  In  which  it  was 
proved  that  it  was  introduced  to  Ireland  from 
England  ? — Professor  Ferguson  speaks  of  it  as  a 
peculiar  disease,  accompanied  with  blisters  upon 
the  tongue  and  stiffness  in  the  legs ; but  I am 
not  aware  that  he  reasons  as  to  its  mode  of  in- 
troduction. 

2564.  But  have  you  not  reason  to  know  that 
in  England,  after  the  expiration  of  the  restrictive 
Cattle  Plague  Orders,  which  commenced  in  1865, 
we  were  for  twelve  months  without  any  record 
of  the  disease  at  all?— We  were  for  six  months 
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without  any  record  of  its  prevalence  to  any  ex- 
tent, but  I am  not  aware  that  there  was  any 
period  during  that  time  in  which  it  was  entirely 
absent. 

2565.  I think  you  stated  that  for  six  months 

there  was  no  case  in  the  Metropolitan  Cattle 
Market  or  lairs  ?— There  was  no  case  detected 
}n  the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  or  lairs  during 
that  time.  . . 

2566.  Were  you  collecting  any  statistics 
during  that  period,  of  any  kind? — I was  only 
makiDO-  these  inquiries,  which  I am  constantly 
making,  for  my  own  information. 

2567.  Is  there  any  record  of  them  in  the  de- 
partment ?— Only  my  own  report. 

2568.  I think  you  stated  that  there  was  an 
outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  somewhere  in 
the  year  1867  in  the  Metropolitan  Market  ? — 
The  first  cases  which  were  detected  in  the  lairs 
occurred  about  the  end  of  1867,  among  some 
animals  which  I believe  came  somewhere  from 
the  north  western  counties  brought  up  by  the 
North  Western  Railway. 

2569.  Are  not  those  the  very  cattle  you  told 
me  of  in  1868,  -which  you  stated  came  from 
Northampton  ? — I rather  connect  the  word 
“ Northampton  ” in  my  mind  with  those  cattle, 
but  I am  not  quite  certain  about  it  now. 

2570.  After  having  made  an  inquiry  at  that 
time  at  Northampton  and  all  the  region  round 
about,  whether  there  was  a case  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  that  district,  and  having  been  assured 
that  there  was  none,  do  you  think  that  is  a fair 
proof  that  there  was  none  ? — I do  not. 

2571.  Do  you  not  think  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Privy  Council  to  have  ascertained  whether 

• there  was  any  ? — I think  it  woidd  have  been  im- 
possible to  ascertain  it. 

2572.  If  there  was  a case  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  the  country,  do  you  not  think  it  would 
have  found  its  way  very  speedily  either  to  the 
Metropolitan  Cattle  Market,  which  is  the  great 
fat  market,  or  to  Norwich  Hill,  which  is  one  of 
the  largest  store  markets  in  England  ? — It  is 
probable  that  it  would,  if  it  had  prevailed  to  any 
extent  in  any  part  of  the  country,  but  it  is  quite 
likely  that  isolated  cases  of  the  disease  might 
have  existed  without  any  of  the  animals  being 
sent  to  the  markets. 

2573.  You  do  not  believe  that  we  got  rid  of 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  by  those  cattle  plague 
restrictions  ? — I do  not  believe  that  the  disease 
was  entirely  exterminated. 

• 2574.  And  you  think  that  it  spread  from  those 
centres  of  which  you  know  nothing,  rather  than 
believe  that  in  the  year  when  you  let  out  the 
foreign  sheep  from  the  Metropolitan  Market,  it 
was  spread  by  them  ? — I believe  it  was  spread,  to 
some  extent,  by  the  foreign  sheep,  but  long 
before  that  it  was  spreading  from  the  Metropolis 
in  all  directions. 

2575.  I think  we  have  sent  pleuro-pneumonia 
to  Australia,  have  we  not? — I believe  we  have. 

2576.  And  to  America? — Probably  also  to 
America ; they  have  it  there,  certainly. 

2577.  Did  it  not  come  from  us? — I think  it  is 
very  likely  we  did  send  it  there. 

2578.  Did  we  send  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
to  Australia  ? — It  is  stated  that  we  did. 

2579.  Do  you  think  it  is  possible  or  probable  ? 

I think  it  is  very  probable. 

. 2580.  The  fact  is,  you  are  perfectly  convinced 
in  your  own  mind  of  the  power  of  English  cattle 
to  transmit  the  diseases  to  places  as  far  distant 
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as  Australia  and  America,  and  yet  you  think  it-is 
very  unlikely  that  foreign  cattle  should  bring  it 
to  us? — On  the  contrary,  I am  certain  that 
foreign  cattle  constantly  bring  it  to  us. 

2581.  Do  not  you  think  it  is  more  likely  that 
as  we  import  so  many  foreign  cattle  from  abroad, 
they  should  bring  it  to  us  rather  than  that  we 
should  send  it  to  America  and  Australia? — If 
we  imported  them  without  any  restriction,  cer- 
tainly. 

2582.  Take  the  case  of  restrictions  as  they  at 
present  exist;  I suppose  you  will  admit  that 
sheep  can  not  only  take  the  disease,  but  that 
they  can  communicate  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
without  being  subject  to  it  themselves  ? — If  they 
carried  the  saliva  of  a diseased  animal  upon  then- 
wool  or  upon  their  hoofs,  they  coidd. 

2583.  You  have  the  importation  of  foreign 
sheep,  and  you  may  also  have  an  importation  of 
foreign  cattle,  not  in  the  same  boat,  but  of  foreign 
cattle  coming  from  the  same  port  as  the  sheep, 
although  in  different  boats,  the  foreign  cattle  are 
detected  with  disease,  they  are  stopped  and 
slaughtered,  what  happens  to  the  sheep  ? — The 
sheep,  if  they  are  landed  in  the  same  part  of  the 
port,  will  be  slaughtered  also. 

2584.  But  they  are  frequently  landed  at  the 
same  wharf  as  that  at  which  diseased  cattle  had 
been  landed  just  previously? — Then  they  are 
slaughtered. 

2585.  But  if  they  have  mixed  with  the  foreign 
cattle  on  the  other  side,  and  come  over  here,  and 
are  sent  all  over  the  country,  is  it  not  very  pro- 
bable that  they  should  take  the  disease  into  the 
country  ? — There  is  decidedly  a risk. 

2586.  I think  you  stated,  in  answer  to  Mr. 
Pell,  upon  the  last  occasion,  that  if  cattle  came 
over,  either  from  Ireland  or  abroad,  in  an  ill- 
ventilated  ship,  their  health  is  not  affected  with 
regard  to  infectious  disease  ? — That  is  to  say, 
with  regard  to  the  production  of  infectious 
disease. 

2587.  But  are  they  not  more  likely  to  take 
disease  in  consequence  of  their  having  been  in 
this  confined  and  vitiated  atmosphere? — It  is 
very  difficult  to  prove  that  they  are  much  more  1 
liable  to  do  so,  because  as  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  only  requires  two  or  three  days  for  its 
development,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
ascertain  whether  or  not  animals  under  those 
circumstances  manifest  the  symptoms  a few  hours 
earlier. 

2588.  We  will  take  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  go 
into  the  hold  of  a ship  which  is  badly  ventilated, 
and  this  is  the  statement:  “ A number  of  gases 
which  are  sensible  to  the  nose,  and  which,  though 
often  intensely  disagreeable,  are  harmless  in 
small  doses;  yet  if  constantly  breathed  they 
vitiate  the  blood  and  impair  the  vigour  of  an 
animal,  and  thus  predispose  it  to  disease;”  do 
you  believe  that  statement? — Yes,  I do. 

2589.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  if  a 
bullock  is  in  pasture  and  is  taken  ill,  does  not  he, 
as  an  invariable  rule,  separate  himself  from  the 
herd,  and  lie  down  in  one  coiner  of  the  field  ? 
He  does. 

2590.  And  therefore  if  the  disease  is  only 
spread  by  another  bullock  inhaling  the  virus 
which  the  diseased  bullock  has  exhaled,  there 
would  not  be  so  very  much  chance  of  the  whole 
herd  taking  the  disease?— The  whole  herd,  cer- 
tainly, is  very  much  more  favourably  placed  than 
it  would  be  in  a cowshed,  or  m the  hold  of  a 
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. 2591.  Take  even  tlie  case  of  a market  in  which 
one  diseased  animal  may  he  herded  with  50  others, 
in  a space  no  bigger  than  this  room,  would  not  he 
he  much  more  likely  to  propagate  that  disease  in 
the  market  than  in  the  field  ? — -Yes,  the  nearer  the 
bullock  is  to  other  animals  the  greater  the  risk  of 
propagating  the  disease. 

2592.  Therefore,  not  only  is  there  a greater 
chance  of  propagating  the  disease  in  the  hold  of 
a ship,  in  consequence  of  the  close  contiguity  of 
other  animals,  but  having  been  during  the  last 
48  hours  re-breathing  the  same  vitiated  atmos- 
phere ; should  you  not  think  that  that  is  a fruitful 
cause  of  breeding  pleuvo-pneuinoiiia  ? — If  a pre- 
disposition to  pleuro-pneumonia  exists  among  the 
animals. 

2593.  1 am  not  assuming  that  pleuro-pneumonia 
is  spontaneously  produced  in  this  country ; but 
in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  I understand 
you  to  say,  that  it  was  only  from  the  breath  that 
infection  could  be  produced,  as  far  as  you  are 
aware  ? — That  is  my  impression  from  what  I have 
seen. 

2594.  How  long  are  foreign  cattle,  as  a rule, 
kept  alive  in  this  country,  do  you  think  ? — The 
period  will  vary  from  one  day  to  a fortnight. 

2595.  Should  I be  wrong  in  saying  that,  as  a 
rule,  'the  average  duration  of  the  life  jof  a foreign 
animal  in  this  country  is,  something  like  a week  ? 
— That  is  a fair  average. 

2596.  Can  you  tell  me  upon  what  principle  we 
have  a comparison  of  the  health  of  foreign 
animals,  and  the  health  of  home  animals,  in  this 
country? — That  comparison  would  only  be  valu- 
able in  the  case  of  foreign  cattle,  which  are  landed 
from  unscheduled  countries,  and  sent  into  this 
country  as  store  stock. 

2597.  But  that  is  not  the  case,  is  it;  this  Table 
which  we  have  before  us,  is  based  upon  the  calcu- 
lation of  the  number  of  cattle  which  arrived  here 
in  a diseased  state  ? — I am  not  aware  of  the  Table 
to  which  you  refer. 

2598.  It  really  comes  to  this,  that  whereas  the 
total  time  of  observing  disease  in  foreign  stock 
would  be  about  a week,  the  total  time  of  observ- 
ing disease  in  home  stock  would  be  365  days '! — 
Not  in  reference  to  the  same  animals ; it  is  not 
usually  the  case  that  the  total  time  of  observation 
of  any  one  herd  of  animals  would  occupy  365 
days. 

2599.  But  is  it  not  got  at  in  this  way.  Is  not 
this  Table,  No.  37,  on  page  76,  which  I consider 
utterly  worthless,  a Table  relating  to  the  number 
of  cattle  that  come  diseased  from  abroad,  and  the 
percentage  of  disease  of  home  stock.  We  will 
take  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  cattle 
in  1871.  It  says  in  the  Table  that  the  percentage 
of  home  cattle  that  were  diseased,  was  9'7330  per 
cent.,  and  of  foreign  cattle,  '2348  per  cent.  Now, 
I ask,  does  not  that  calculation  mean  this,  that 
the  whole  number  of  the  cattle  reported  in  Eng- 
land in  the  year  1871,  forms  the  percentage  of 
the  home  stock,  and  the  other  is  simply  the 
number  of  cattle  that  have  arrived  in  a diseased 
state  in  this  country  ? — I think  I had  better  say 
that  I have  not  the  slightest  idea  what  it  means. 
I never  read  any  of  those  Tables ; my  time  is  too 
much  occupied. 

2600.  Your  business  is  not  in  any  way  to 
supervise  those  Tables,  or  to  be  consulted  as  to 
the  expediency  of  issuing  them? — Not  at  all. 

2601.  Do  you  consider  that  the  town  dairies 
are,  as  they  have  been  termed,  the  hotbeds  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I do. 


Ti.KBN  BEFORE  THU 

2602.  Especially  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ?— De- 
cidedly. 

2603.  Why  is  that  ? — In  consequence  of  the 
custom  which  prevails  of  milking  the  cows  out 
keeping  them  in  good  condition,  and  selling  them 
as  soon  as  they  cease  to  give  a certain  quantity 
of  milk,  filling  their  places  by  stock,  which  is 
purchased  at  various  fairs  and  markets. 

2604.  But  why  should  that  in  any  way  generate 
pleuro-pneumonia ? — It  does  not  generate  it,  but 
it  naturally  happens  where  a number  of  animals 
are  imported,  that  cases  of  disease  are  introduced 
and  disease  being  introduced  into  the  cowsheds 
finds  the  most  favourable  conditions  for  its 
spread. 

2605.  Ahno9t  as  bad  as  the  hold  of  a ship?— 
Yes,  rather  worse,  in  consequence  of  the  length 
of  time  during  which  the  animals  are  kept  to- 
gether. 

2606.  I suppose,  as  far  as  regards  the  constant 
buying  in  of  cattle  into  a town  dairy,  the  same 
thing  happens  in  all  those  counties  to  which  a 
large  proportion  of  store  stock  is  sent? — It  does. 

2607.  Do  you  think  the  present  Act  has  had 
the  slightest  effect  in  checking  the  spread  of 
pleuro-pneumonia? — I conceive  it  entirely  im- 
possible that  it  should  have  had,  because  I do 
not  know  a single  instance  in  which  its  pro- 
visions have  been  carried  out,  speaking  in  refer- 
ence to  the  dairies  of  towns. 

2608.  But  1 was  not  speaking  in  reference  to 
dairies  in  towns ; I was  speaking  of  counties 
generally? — We  are  informed  that,  in  those  few 
instances  where  its  provisions  have  been  applied, 
some  considerable  success  has  been  obtained. 

2609.  Is  not  the  Act  in  force,  as  far  as  regards 
the  Act  itself,  in  every  county  in  England.  I am 
speaking  of  the  Act,  and  not  of  any  special 
Orders  ? — It  certainly  is  not ; at  least  its  injunc- 
tions are  not  attended  to. 

2610.  What  injunctions? — The  one,  for  ex- 
ample, which  provides  that  animals  shall  not  be 
exposed  in  markets  and  fairs,  or  taken  along 
public  roads,  or  allowed  to  pass  by  any  other 
mode  of  transit. 

2611.  I am  now  speaking  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— And  in  reference  to  pleuio-pneu- 
mouia  I make  that  statement. 

2612.  Does  your  observation  extend  to  the 
county  of  Norfolk? — I make  no  particular  refe- 
rence to  the  county  of  Norfolk,  but  I am  aware 
that  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  are 
in  the  JV1  etropolitan  lairs  occasionally,  and  I am 
aware  that  they  are  commonly  introduced  from 
the  country  into  the  London  dairies. 

2613.  Are  you  aware  that  the  Privy  Council 
gave  the  county  of  Norfolk  leave  to  remove 
healthy  animals  which  had  been  herded  with 
animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  for  im- 
mediate slaughter  to  the  London  market  ?— I am 
not  aware  of  that. 

2614.  If  they  did  give  iliat  permission,  do  you 
think  it  was  right  or  wrong  ? — I should  certainly 
object  to  allow  such  animals  to  go  from  Norfolk 
to  London. 

2615.  Which  had  been  herded  with  animals 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia?  — Yes,  unless 
there  was  a cordon  around  London  at  the  time. 

2616.  There  was  a cordon  around  London  at 
that  time  ? — Then  I should  not  be  so  particular. 

2617.  But  we  will  take  the  case  of  Norfolk, 
and  I find  this,  that  in  the  return  of  1871  there 
were  189  farms  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  389  animals  diseased.  In  the  year  1872  there 

were 
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were  511  farms  affected*  and  no  less  than  l,55u 
cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  In  both  those  years 
the  Act  was  administered  as  strictly  as  it  pos  • 
gjbly  could  be  in  the  county  of  Norfolk,  to  the 
Tery  great  inconvenience  of  the  stockowners,  and 
I ask  you  whether  that  does  not  show  that  the 
Act  is  of  very  little  use  in  retarding  the  spread 
of  pleuro-pneumonia? — It  only  proves  to  me  that 
the1  diseased  animals  were  not  prevented  from 
moving  about,  otherwise  the  infection  could  not 
possibfy  have  extended  in  the  way  it  did. 

2618.  Are  you  not  aware  of  this  fact,  that  we 
import  19  cattle  out  of  every  20  that  we  graze 
in  Norfolk  principally  from  Ireland,  and  might 
not  the  diseased  animals  have  come  in  from 
Ireland  or  elsewhere  ?— I think  it  is  very  pro- 
bable, and  precisely  according  to  the  extent  that 
they  did  come  in  were  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
infringed. 

2619.  Chairman.]  The  Honourable  Member 
for  Norfolk  said  that  the  Act  having  been  very 
stringently  enforced,  did  you  not  think  that,  the 
fact-  of  pleuro  pneumonia  having  increased  went 
to  prove  that  the  regulations  were  of  no  avail ; 
have  you  knowledge  that  it  it  was  so  put  in  force  ? 
—I  have  not. 

2620.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Is  the  Act  of  much 
use,  as  far  as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  without 
compulsory  slaughter  ? — It  would  be  of  consider- 
able use  if  it  were  carried  out,  doubtless,  because 
it  would  prevent  the  movement  of  diseased  ani- 
mals. 

2621.  But  still,  notwithstanding  that,  there  is 
no  decrease,  but  a considerable  amount  of  in- 
crease all  over  the  country  in  the  year  1872,  as 
compared  with  187 1 ? — That  I trace  to  the  cir- 
cumstance of  the  Act  not  being  carried  out,  and 
diseased  animals  being  allowed  to  move  freely 
over  the  country. 

2622.  Then  I suppose  we  shall  have  to  bring 
witnesses  here  from  every  county  in  England  to 
prove  that  where  you  put  the  Act  in  force  it  has 
failed? — Unless  they  could  prove  that  they  have 
prevented  the  movement  of  diseased  animals  from 
other  counties,  and  other  parts  of  the  _ country, 
they  must  at  once  admit  that  the  provisions  have 
not  been  carried  out. 

2623.  But  I thought  you  stated  that  30  days 
was  not  sufficient  for  isolation  from  infection  by 
pleuro-pneumonia? — I think  not;  cases  com- 
monly occur  after  the  expiration  of  a month. 

2624.  And  that  therefore,  although  the  Act 
might  have  been  put  very  rigidly  in  force,  the 
movement  of  animals  which  were  afterwards  dis- 
eased, might  take  place  from  a farm  ? — Not  if 
proper  supervision  was  kept  up  as  the  movement 
of  the  animals  would  be  detected,  and  the  Act 
again  put  in  force  upon  the  same  premises. 

2625.  If  at  the  end  of  30  days  there  has  been 
no  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  animals  may  be 
removed  ? — Yes  ; but  if  at  the  end  of  the  32nd 
day  there  is  a-  case  of  disease,  the  regulations  can 
be  re-established. 

2626.  But  if  they  are  sold  upon  the  31st  day, 
with  no  appearance  of  disease  upon  them,  is  it 
not  quite  possible  that  might  be  divided,  and 
become  fresh  centres  of  disease?— Yes,  but  that 
has  been  the  case  to  a very  small  extent 

2627.  How  do  you  judge  from  that?- — I know 
the  fact,  that  animals  which  are  probably  suffer- 
ing from  disease,  are  moved,  and  I conclude  it  is 
infinitely  more  probable  that  they  would  be  a 
source  of  spreading  the  disease  than  that  it  would 
arme  in  the  way  you  refer  to. 
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2628.  Where  are  cattle  moved  with  the  pleuro- 
pneumonia visibly  upon  them? — From  various 
parts  of  the  country  iuto  markets  and  into 
dairies 

2629.  With  the  disease  upon  them? — They 
are. 

2630.  Can  you  give  us  any  instance  in  the 
county  of  Norfolk  in  which  a diseased  animal  has 
been  found  either  upon  the  road  or  upon  the 
market,  in  which  the  owner  has  not  been  pro- 
secuted ? — I am  not  aware  of  a case  in  Norfolk, 
but  if  an  owner  has  been  prosecuted  for  doing  it, 
then  I presume  it  has  been  done. 

2631.  The  observation  which  you  made  the 
other  day  with  reference  to  local  authorities  in 
no  way  putting  the  Act  in  force  (I  think  that  is 
what  you  said)  means  this,  that  when  they  endea- 
voured to  stop  the  transgression  of  the  law,  that 
is  not  a putting  of  the  Act  in  force  ? — To  that 
extent  it  is  putting  the  Act  in  force,  but  I did 
not,  upon  the  occasion  referred  to,  make  a com- 
plaint against  the  local  authority.  I merely 
stated  'that  the  evidence  which  was  then  put 
before  me  was  the  first  evidence  I had  had  of  the 
Act  having  been  infringed  during  a certain 
period. 

2632.  The  only  way  in  which  you  can  prove 
that  the  Act  has  been  infringed  then,  is  from  the 
fact  of  proceedings  being  taken  before  a court  of 
justice  ? — And  at  the  same  time  it  affords  proof 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  are  not  carried  out. 

I merely  speak  of  that  as  a fact,  without  laying 
any  blame  upon  the  local  authority. 

2633.  You  mean  to  say  that  it  is  simply  pos- 
sible for  people  to  break  laws? — It  is  absolute 
evidence  of  that  fact. 

2634.  But  surely  that  is  no  argument  to  prove 
that  the  local  authorities  have  not  fulfilled  their 
duty  in  endeavouring  to  carry  out  the  Act  ? — I 
do  not  think  that  I have  even  suggested  that  the 
local  authorities  have  not  fulfilled  their  duty  in 
endeavouring  to  carry  out  the  Act.  I merely 
take  a professional  view  of  the  matter*,  and  state 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  have  not  been 
carried  out. 

2635.  Do  you  think  the  local  authorities 
have  with  reasonable  and  due  diligence  ad- 
ministered the  Act?— Do  you  mean  all  over  the 
country  ? 

2636.  Yes? — I do  not. 

2637.  Not  in  counties  ? — Certainly  not,  speak- 
ing of  all  the  counties  in  England  and  Scotland. 

2638.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  how  it  is 
administered  in  any  individual  county  ? — I have 
no  personal  knowledge. 

2639.  Why  do  you  make  this  sort  of  wholesale 
accusation  against  the  local  authorities  ?— From 
the  observation  of  the  fact  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  are  not  complied  with.  When  I see 
animals  suffering  from  disease  herded  with  those 
that  are  perfectly  healthy,  and  find  them  ex- 
posed in  fairs  and  markets,  I am  justified  in  con- 
cluding that  the  provisions  that  are  directed  to 
the  prevention  of  these  things  have  not  been 
carried  out. 

2640.  Is  it  not  quite  possible  for  animals  to . 
leave  Ireland,  perfectly  healthy,  and  to  be  exposed 
in  a state  of  disease  upon  Norwich  Hill  ? — Very 
possible  indeed. 

2641.  Is  it  not  frequently  the  case? — 1 be- 
lieve it  is.  _ 

2642.  Whose  fault  is  that? — It  seems  to  show 
that  some  one  has  not  interfered  to  prevent  the 
exposure  of  those  diseased  animals. 

2 2643.  But 
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2643.  But  the  animal  may  be  perfectly  free 
from  disease  when  he  is  put  into  the  truck,  and 
he  may  be  delivered  into  the  market  in  a state  of 
disease  ? — But  he  would  show  the  disease  during 
some  part  of  the  transit,  and  if  not,  upon  the 
morning  of  the  day  of  sale-  _ 

2644.  If  he  was  seen  in  the  market  what 
could  the  inspector  do  ? — The  provisions  should 
be  carried  out  before  the  animal  was  taken  into 
the  market. 

2645.  Supposing  he  should  get  into  the  market 
when  there  are  three  or  four  thousand  cattle  in 
the  market,  would  it  be  possible  to  inspect  the 
whole  of  the  cattle  as  they  go  into  the  market; 
may  not  one  be  there  in  a diseased  state,  without 
its  being  discovered  ? — It  is  not  possible  to  inspect 
the  whole  of  the  cattle  as  they  go  into  the  market, 
but  if  the  provisions  of  the  Act  were  carried  out, 
a diseased  animal  could  not  be  moved  along  a 
public  road,  or  carried  in  a railway  van,  or  taken 
to  market  by  any  other  method,  and  conse- 
quently it  could  not  get  to  market  at  all. 

2646.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  learn  that 
we  have  had  cases  reported  by  the  inspectors,  of 
cattle  going  from  Norwich  Hill  perfectly  sound, 
and  upon  the  second  day  of  their  transit  to  the 
farms,  that  they  have  fallen  down  upon  the  road 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— It  would  be  quite 
likely. 

2647.  And  that  the  unfortunate  farmer  has 
been  heavily  fined  for  this  supposed  offence  ? — 
Yes ; 1 believe  those  cases  have  occurred  fre- 
quently. 

2648.  I thought  you  said  before,  that  in  order 
to  be  convicted,  he  must  have  a guilty  knowledge 
of  the  disease  ? — I have  always  heard  counsel 
contend  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  in  the 
case  of  a penal  statute,  to  construe  strictly. 

2649.  The  57 th  section  says,  “ Unless  he  shows 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  justices  before  whom  he 
is  charged,  that  he  did  not  know  of  the  same 
being  so  affected,  and  that  he  could  not,  with 
reasonable  diligence,  have  obtained  such  know- 
ledge ” ? — That  is  the  provision  to  which  I refer. 

2650.  If  some  justices  in  the  county  of  Norfolk 
have  inflicted  heavy  fines  upon  farmers  who  take 
cattle  which  have  been  passed  by  inspectors  as 
perfectly  sound,  and  those  animals  have  fallen  ill 
upon  their  transit,  do  you  think  that  that  is  a 
proof  that  they  have  endeavoured  to  administer 
the  Act  with  a certain  amount  of  severity  ? — I 
should  say  it  is  a proof  that  they  have  used  con- 
siderable severity  in  administering  that  provision, 
of  the  Act. 

2651.  And  almost  more  than  “ due  diligence  ” ? 
— I would  not  inflict  that  slur  upon  the  justices. 

2652.  This  is  the  statement  you  have  made, 
“ I have  long  come  to  the  conclusion  that  farmers 
really  care  nothing  at  all  about  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ” ? — That  is  so. 

2653.  Upon  what  authority  do  you  make  that 
statement  ? — I only  judge  from  what  I have  seen 
all  over  the  country. 

2654.  Do  jou  suppose  that  the  agricultural 
societies  and  farmers’  clubs  and  chambers  of  agri- 
culture, which  have  been  more  or  less  asking  for 
greater  restrictions  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
do  not  represent  in  any  way  the  farmers  of  Eng- 
land?— I think  they  represent  one  set  of  convic- 
tions, but  I think  that  there  are  always  two ; one 
about  which  a man  talks  a great  deal  at  public 
meetings,  and  another  which  guides  his  actions, 
and  I only  respect  the  latter  one. 

2655.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  loss  of  2 l.  a 
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head  would  guide  his  convictions  a good  deal?— 
Still,  judging  from  his  actions,  one  is  not  justified 
in  concluding  that  it  would. 

2656.  Do  you  speak  of  the  farmers  as  a class 
or  are  you  speaking  of  cattle  dealers  ? — I Spea^ 
of  all  the  fiirmers  that  I have  conversed  with  at 
various  agricultural  meetings,  and  at  their  own 
homesteads. 

2657.  They  say  they  care  nothing  about  the 
disease  ? — The  general  statement  I have  met  with 
is  to  that  effect. 

2658.  Do  not  they  accept  it  as  inevitable,  and 
therefore  do  not  care  about  it  ? — I believe  they 
accept  it  as  inevitable,  and  probably  upon  that 
account  they  do  not  care  about  it. 

2639.  Previously  to  the  year  1865  (when  the 
Cattle  Plague  Restrictions  proved  that  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  could  be  restricted,  and  in  all 
probability  got  rid  of)  did  we  believe  that  there 
ever  was  a chance  of  getting  rid  of  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Probably  at  the  time  the  impres- 
sion might  have  existed. 

2660.  And  when  Professor  Gamgee  told  us,  in 
1862,  that  if  we  could  get  rid  of  it,  and  it  was 
not  re-imported,  we  should  not  have  it  again; 
the  farmers  who  heard  him  did  not  believe  a word 
lie  said  ? — I do  not  believe  that  any  farmer  who 
knew  anything  about  the  matter  did. 

2661.  And  when  it  was  proved  to  demonstra- 
tion that  we  did  get  rid  of  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  according  to  your  own  evidence,  almost 
entirely,  then  we  thought  there  was  a chance  of 
its  not  being  so  general  again  ? — I believe  the 
impression  at  that  time  did. exist,  but  only  for  a 
short  time. 

2662.  Then  what  has  caused  all  the  numerous 
agricultural  meetings  that  we  have  held  within 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  in  which  increased 
stringency  has  been  advocated  ? — I presume  they 
have  arisen  like  other  meetings,  in  consequence 
of  certain  persons  thinking  it  desirable  to  call 
them  for  some  purpose  or  other. 

2663.  Do  not  you  think  they  have  resulted  from 
the  enormous  losses  that  have  taken  place? — I 
do  not  think  it  was  in  consequence  of  any  special 
feeling  upon  the  pail;  of  the  farmers  themselves, 
that  much  good  would  arise  out  of  sucli  meet- 
ings. 

2664.  Not  such  meetings,  but  such  restric- 
tions ? — I am  perfectly  convinced  that  the  whole 
agricultural  community  would  resist  the  infliction 
of  anything  like  the  cattle  plague  restrictions,  on 
account  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

2665.  Looking  to  the  enormous  losses  (Mr. 
Howard  valued  them  in  Bedfordshire  at  60,000/. 
last  year,  and  I put  down  the  Norfolk  losses  at 
100,000  /.),  do  not  you  think  that  people  would 
naturally  be  desirous  of  trying  to  get  rid  of  so 
damaging  a disease  ? — Probably,  when  they  take 
a public  view  of  the  matter;  but  taking  the 
private  view,  each  farmer  would  calculate  whether 
it  was  better  worth  his  while  to  put  up  with  the 
annoyance  of  these  severe  restrictions,  or  to  run 
the  risk  of  taking  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  on 
to  his  farm,  and  he  would  act  always  at  least 
under  the  presumption  that  he  might  escape  alto- 
gether. 

2666.  Is  glanders  very  common  now  in  London? 
— Glanders  is  more  prevalent  now  than  it  has 
been  for  some  years. 

2667.  How  is  that? — Undoubtedly  in  conse- 
quence of  glandered  horses  being  used  on  public 
roads. 

2668.  And  that,  notwithstanding  the  passing 
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of  this  Act  ? — It  is  another  instance  of  the  state- 
ment that  I have  previously  made,  that  the  pro- 
visions have  not  been  carried  out. 

2669.  What  provisions  are  there  for  glanders  ? 
— The  effect  of  them  would  be  to  compel  an 
owner  to  give  notice  to  the  police-constable  of 
the  existence  of  that  disease,  and  he  would  be 
compelled  to  keep  the  horse  in  liis  own  stables. 

2670.  Which  he  does  not  do? — Which  he  does 
not  do. 

2671.  Is  not  this  disease  imported  from  Bel- 
gium ? — I never  met  with  an  instance  of  it  in  a 
Belgian  horse. 

2672.  You  think  that  giving  notice  to  the 
police  of  the  existence  of  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  of  no  use  ? — Not  unless  with  the  view 
to  active  legislation. 

2673.  Would  not  it  have  this  effect,  that  if  the 
police  are  empowered  to  stop  cattle  which  are 
affected  with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon 
the  road,  and  when  they  appear  in  the  market, 
would  it  not  give  the  man  insight  as  to  where 
the  disease  was  supposed  to  exist  ? — It  would  do 
so. 

2674.  Would  not  it  be  better,  in  addition  to 
giving  notice  to  the  police,  that  the  owner  of  the 
stock  should  give  notice  to  his  immediate  neigh- 
bours of  the  existence  of  the  disease  ? — I think 
that  should  be  done  as  a mere  matter  of  friendly 
feeling. 

2675.  But  when  they  know  disease  exists, 
would  it  not  be  better  to  have  a law  to  make 
them  do  it  ? — I fancy  it  would  be  very  difficult 
to  legislate  60  far  without  going  considerably 
further. 

2676.  The  whole  summer’s  grass  is  frequently 
given  away  by  grazier’s  when  their  stock  is 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  is  it  not? — 
Practically  so,  I believe. 

2677.  The  cows  frequently  never  return  to 
their  milk  again  until  they  have  had  another 
calf,  I believe  ? — I should  not  say  frequently, 
having  regard  to  the  number  of  animals  attacked, 
but  that  is  the  case  sometimes. 

2678.  You  stated  that  highly-bred  stock  are 
more  likely  to  contract  disease  than  other 
animals? — Speaking  generally,  highly-bred  ani- 
mals are  more  susceptible  to  disease  than  those 
that  are  in  their  natural  condition. 

2679.  Then  do  not  all  animals  which  arc  much 
exposed  to  fatigue,  and  have  undergone  a great 
amount  of  misery,  become  more  susceptible  to 
disease  ? — They  are  more  susceptible  to  disease 
generally. 

2680.  And  would  not  disease  generally  hurt 
them  a good  deal  more? — Unless  extra  care  were 
taken  to  protect  them. 

2681.  Do  you  think  that  with  regard  to  the 
compensation,  that  might  be  upon  a more  liberal 
scale  than  it  is  ? — Solely  with  the  idea  of  making 
it  to  the  interest  of  the  owner  to  state  the  ex- 
istence of  disease  on  his  farm. 

2682.  In  order  to  have  it  extirpated? — De- 
cidedly. 

2683.  Then  I think  you  stated  that  you  would 
have  the  power  vested  in  the  Privy  Council  to 
send  down  their  own  inspectors  in  the  case  of  an 
outbreak  of  cattle  plague,  and  kill  not  only  the 
cattle  which  were  in  contact  with  the  diseased 
animals,  but  those  which  were  close  to.  them  ? — 
That  is  my  opinion. 

2684.  I think  I understand  you  to  say  that 
you  do  not  consider  that  the  National  Exchequer 
should  be  burdened  with  the  payment  of  that 
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compensation  ? — That  is  a matter  upon  which  I 
could  give  no  opinion  at  all ; it  is  certainly  de- 
sirable that  the  animal  should  be  paid  for,  but 
undoubtedly  I should  act  without  the  least  re- 
spect for  the  pockets  of  the  persons  who  had  to 
to  pay. 

2685.  As  a professional  man,  you  would? — I 
should. 

2686.  Would  you  not  think  if  these  cattle, 
which  brought  the  plague,  were  imported  for  the 
special  benefit  of  the  nation,  and  not  of  the  un- 
fortunate farmer,  who  catches  the  cattle  plague, 
it  should  be  the  nation  rather  than  the  individual 
who  should  pay  compensation? — If  I were  to 
grant  the  assumption,  I should  admit  the  conclu- 
sion. 

2687.  You  cannot  give  a bullock  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  by  inoculation  ? — We  Lave  always  failed 
to  do  so. 

2688.  You  do  not  believe  in  inoculation  as  a 
preventative  ? — I have  not  a very  precise  opinion 
upon  the  subject ; the  evidence  which  I have  met 
with  has  been  so  very  contradictory. 

2689.  You  have  never  conducted  any  very 
large  experiments  yourself,  have  you  ? — Not  in- 
dividually; but  I have  superintended  experi- 
ments upon  a considerable  scale,  and  I have 
found  the  results  which  are  obtained  are  exactly 
those  which  have  been  obtained  already  by  the 
simple  process  of  isolation. 

2690.  What  does  that  mean?— I mean  the 
separation  of  diseased  animals  immediately  upon 
the  occurrence  of  the  first  symptoms. 

2691.  You  mean  as  a preventative  ? — As  a 
means  of  arresting  the  progress  of  the  disease. 

2692.  But  I believe  in  inoculation  it  is  not 
actually  supposed  that  you  give  an  animal  pleuro- 
pneumonia, although  you  give  it  some  kiud  of 
disorder  which  protects  it  from  the  disease  ? — It 
is  presumed  that  you  give  a local  form  of  disease; 
you  produce  exactly  the  conditions  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  the  part  into  which  the  matter  is 
introduced. 

2693.  That  is  to  say,  you  give  it  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  in  the  tail,  which,  as  a rule,  would  not  he 
fatal,  except  to  the  tail  ? — Except  it  extends  to 
other  parts  of  the  body ; then  it  is  fatal. 

2694.  It  has  been  adopted  in  Australia,  I 
believe,  to  some  extent  ? — It  lias  largely , I 
believe. 

2695.  Do  you  know  with  what  effect?— The 
inspector’s  report  is  quite  in  favour  of  it. 

2696.  I see  that  in  the  Report  for  1871  there 
is  a note  to  say  that  734  cases  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  are  reported  to  have  been  caused  by 
inoculation;  do  you  believe  that?— I am  per- 
fectly certain  that  it  is  incorrect.  I have 
made  that  statement  frequently  when  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  these  reports. 

2697.  And  therefore  you  believe  that  they 
were  improperly  reported  as  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia arising  from  inoculation  ? Y es. 

2698.  But  you  do  recommend  inoculation  for 
sheep-pox  ?— Only  under  certain  circumstances. 

2699.  That  is  to  say,  that  when  it  became 
very  extensive'  you  would  approve  of  inocula- 
tion?—When  it  is  very  extensively  spread  m 
the  country,  or  when  it  manifests  a tendency  to 
spread  through  a particular  flock. 

2700.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  upon  the 
first  outbreak  of  sheep-pox  you  would  compul- 
sorily slaughter  all  the  sheep  in  contact  with  the 
diseased  ones  ? — I would  not  go  so  far  aB  to  say 
I would  slaughter  all  the  sheep  in  contact  with 
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the  diseased  ones,  but  I would  have  a compul- 
sory slaughter  of  all  the  diseased  ones;  and  I 
would  advise  thatwhen  only  one  flock  was  affected, 
the  whole  should  be  got  rid  of  by  slaughter,  and 
buried,  if  necessary. 

2701.  That  is  to  say,  the  slaughter  of  the 
whole  of  the  diseased  animals,  and  of  those  that 
were  herded  with  thorn  at  the  same  time  ? — That 
is  my  belief,  referring  to  the  first  introduction  of 
the  disease  into  the  centre  of  a district. 

2702.  Therefore  I suppose  you  do  not  object 
to  the  recommendation . of  the  Central  Chamber 
of  Agriculture  with  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
sheep-pox? — Not  if  the  treatment  is  restricted 
to  the  slaughter  of  the  flock  upon  the  first 
apearance  of  infection. 

27  03.  There  is  another  passage  in  your  Report 
which  I should  like  to  ask  a question  upon,  and 
that  is  with  regard  to  this  statement  as  to  hares, 
rabbits,  poultry,  crows,  and  wood-pigeons  being 
subject  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  upon  what 
authority  are  those  statements  made  ? — They  are 
made  upon  the  authority  of  certain  Continental 
writers,  who  state  that  the  disease  has  extended 
to  those  animals, 

2704.  Do  you  believe  it? — I have  no  right  to 
contradict  them,  but  as  far  as  my  own  experience 
goes,  I have  not  seen  the  disease  either  in  dogs 
or  birds. 

2705.  Would  not  it  be  a very  easy  matter  to 
set  that  at  rest  by  a few  experiments  in  inocu- 
lation ? — It  would,  certainly  ; • but  we  have 
already  in  this  country  sufficient  evidence  that 
dogs  are  not  susceptible,  from  the  fact  that  an  in- 
stance of  the  disease  has  never  been  detected  in 
them. 

2706.  Nor  yet  in  hares  and  rabbits? — In  no 
instance  that  I have  examined  of  hares  which 
have  been  sent  from  the  country  have  I found 
any  trace  of  the  disease. 

2707.  I think  you  stated  that  you  had  seen 
poultry  affected? — I have  not  seen  them,  but 
they  were  undoubtedly  affected  in  the  early  part 
of  the  outbreak. 

< 2708.  But  you  think  you  can  communicate  this 
disease  by  inoculation  to  all  animals  that  would 
take  it?— By  the  use  of  the  saliva;  and  it  is 
asserted  by  the  Continental  authorities  that  inocu- 
lation with  the  contents  of  vesicles  will  also  pro- 
duce it. 

2709.  I see  that  in  another  portion  of  the 
Report  you  say  you  have  proved  to  demonstration, 
by  inoculation,  that  the  foot  disease  in  sheep  is 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  which  affects  cattle  ? 
— We  have  proved  that. 

2710.  You  have  proved  that  to  demonstration  ? 
— We  have  proved  that  to  demonstration  by  pro- 
ducing the  disease  interchangeably. 

2711.  And  it  would  be  possible  to  produce  it 
in  other  animals  and  birds  if  they  were  sus- 
ceptible of  it? — Certainly. 

2712.  That  could  be  done  at  no  very  great 
expense,  I suppose  ? — At  no  cost  at  all. 

2713.  May  I ask  why  it  is  not  done? — I am 
not  aware  why  it  is  not  done,  except  that  there 
are  so  many  other  things  to  be*  done  that  ten 
times  one’s  ordinary  life  would  not  suffice  to  enable 
one  to  do  them. 

2714.  Is  it  not  quite  within  the  bounds  of 
possibility  to  have,  even  at  the  Privy  Council 
Office,  a few  rabbits  and  wood-pigeons  to  experi- 
mentalise upon? — It  is  possible,  but  we  could 
do  it  more  conveniently  at  the  Veterinary 
College. 


2715.  Do  not  you  think  that,  instead  of 
frightening  the  whole  agricultural  mind  into  the 
idea  that  all  these  animals  and  birds  contract  the 
disease  and  may  spread  it,  it  would  be  as  well  to 
have  a few  experiments  made  which  would  cost 
very  little  time  and  no  money,  in  order  to  prove 
whether  it  is  right  or  wrong? — I think  it  would 
be  difficult  to  prove,  in  this  country,  whether  the 
statements  made  by  Continental  authorities  are 
absolutely  right  or  wrong.  They  might  allege 
fairly  that  certain  differences  of  climate  might 
operate,  even  if  we  came  to  opposite  results. 

2716.  But  we  do  not  care  what  happens  in 
other  climates-;  we  want  to  know  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  disease  in  tins  country  ; therefore 
surely  you  might  make  these  experiments  here 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  settling  the  ques- 
tion as  far  as  England  was  concerned? — There 
would  be  no  difficulty  at  all  in  doing  it. 

2717.  You  do  not  think  that  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  the  recent  outbreak  has  changed 
in  any  way  from  that  of  previous  years  ?— ffot 
compared  with  several  of  the  previous  outbreaks. 
I speak  in  reference  to  its  fatality. 

2718.  I am  not  speaking  with  regard  to  its 
fatality,  but  with  regard  to  the  extraordinary 
way  in  which  it  has  attacked  sheep  lately ; was 
there  ever  so  large  an  outbreak  amongst  sheep 
as  there  has  been  during  the  last  year  ? — I am 
not  aware  of  that  having  been  so  large,  but  there 
was  a more  fatal  outbreak  amongst  sheep,  I be- 
lieve, in  1842. 

2719.  But  is  it  not  the  fact,  that  in  this  recent 
outbreak  there  has  been  a development  of  a 
disease  in  the  mouth  of  the  sheep  in  a way  which 
we  have  never  had  before? — No,  I believe  not; 
that  development  in  the  mouth  of  the  sheep  is 
comparatively  rare ; but  as  far  as  I am  informed, 
it  was  as  common  in  former  years  as  it  has  been 
during  the  last  outbreak. 

2720.  Then  if  I were  to  tell  you  that  I have 
had  the  management  of  sheep  for  30  years,  and 
that  I never  knew  a case  in  which  it  affected  the 
mouth  until  this  year,  you  would  consider  that 
my  experience  was  exceptional  ? — I am  afraid  I 
should  be  obliged  to  conclude  that  you  had  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  examine  their  mouths  until 
lately. 

2721.  I will  put  another  case,  and  that  is,  that 
if  sheep  happened  to  die  from  the  effects  of  this 
mouth  disease,  do  not  you  think  that  it  would 
have  been  brought  to  my  observation  very  for- 
cibly in  my  early  days  by  the  fact  of  their  dying 
from  it? — If  they  died  from  the  effects  of  disease 
in  the  mouth,  but  that  certainly  is  a very  rare 
condition,  and  I should  think  would  depend 
largely  upon  some  local  peculiarities. 

2722.  Have  you  any  records  of  this  disease  in 
the  mouth  of  sheep  in  the  year  1842  ? — I am  not 
aware  that  the  mouths  were  affected  then,  but 
the  disease  assumed  a very  fatal  character  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Harrow  in  1862,  and  I believe 
destroyed  a very  considerable  number  of 
sheep. 

2723.  It  was,  until  this  year,  generally  con- 
sidered that  a recurrence  of  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease in  cattle  never  occurred  under  12  months; 
do  you  think  it  is  anything  new  that  they  should 
be  attacked  three  times  in  the  course  of  one 
year? — I believe  there  were  cases  in  1840  of 
second  and  third  attacks  ; and  I have  been  told 
frequently  by  farmers  and  cattle  dealers  of  in- 
stances which  have  come  under  their  knowledge 
in  which  animals  have  been  affected  twice  and 
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three  times  during  one  year,  but  I believe  re- 
cently those  cases  have  been  more  frequent. 

2724.  Mr.  Pell.]  With  regard  to  that  attack 
at  Harrow,  you  are  too  young  a man  to  remem- 
ber it  ? — I do  not  remember  it. 

2725.  Where  did  you  get  your  record  of  it ; 
did  Mr.  King,  of  Stanmore,  leave  any  record  of 
it? — I believe  Professor  Simonds  is  well  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  circumstances  of  it.  I am 
only  aware,  generally,  that  it  was  a very  fatal 
outbreak  at  that  time. 

2726.  Mr.  Clare  Head.']  How  often  are  you,  as 
an  inspector,  called  out  from  the  Privy  Council 
Office  into  the  country? — It  depends  entirely 
upon  the  state  and  prevalence  of  disease. 

2727.  If,  sometimes,  there  should  be  a very 
extensive  outbreak  of  cattle  plague,  your  staff  of 
inspectors  would  be  totally  unable  to  go  to  all 
the  outbreaks? — I should  be  only  expected  to 
visit  those  districts  in  which  certain  circumstances 
rendered  it  necessary  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
made. 

2728.  Are  there  no  veterinary  inspectors 
having  a retaining  fee  from  the  Privy  Council, 
who  are  bound  to  go  at  any  time  to  inspect  cases 
of  disease  ? — There  is  an  arrangement,  I believe, 
sanctioned  by  the  Treasury,  which  allows  the 
department  to  employ  veterinary  surgeons  at  a 
certain  fee  per  day,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
any  inspections  which  may  be  necessary. 

2729.  Are  you  satisfied  with  the  position  of  the 
veterinary  profession  in  your  office,  with  regard 
to  the  emolument  it  receives  ? — 1 do  not  think  my 
own  opinion  upon  that  subject  would  be  worth 
much.  Of  course,  if  it  were  a question  whether 
my  salary  should  be  increased,  I do  not  think 
that  I should  be  called  upon  to  object  to  it  in  any 
way. 

2730.  I see  that  in  the  Estimates  we  have  a 
memorandum  that  the  chief  inspector  is  to  receive 
500 1.  a year,  and  you,  as  chief  inspector,  now 
have  600 1.  a year,  the  extra  100/.  being  put 
down  as  personal  allowance:  can  you  tell  me 
what  that  means  ? — I have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

I believe  it  was  an  allowance  given  to  Professor 
Simonds,  in  consideration  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  he  was  first  engaged,  and  that 
allowance  has  been  continued  to  me.  At  the 
commencement  of  the  department,  our  salaries 
were  considerably  more  than  they  are  now. 

2731.  What  is  the  maximum  for  the  chief 
inspector  to  be  in  future? — £850,  I think. 

2732.  What  is  the  maximum  of  the  chief  clerk  ? 
—I  believe  it  is  600 1. ; but  I may  make  great 
mistakes  in  speaking  of  the  salaries  of  the 
officers  of  the  department. 

2733.  May  I ask  which  officer  has  the  greatest 
amount  of  responsibility,  the  chief  officer  or  the 
chief  clerk? — I presume  that,  with  due  regard  to 
modesty,  I ought  to  state  that  the  chief  clerk 
has. 

^24.  Putting  the  modesty  on  one  side,  do  you 
not  think  you  have  a heavier  responsibility  on  you 
than  the  chief  clerk  has?— Yes,  I may  think  so 
individually ; but  I have  no  right  to  think  that ; 

°P^ni°e  might  not  be  that  of  other  persons. 

2735.  But  of  course  the  duties  of  chief 
veterinary  inspector  would  bring  with  them 
% \reatey  araount  of  responsibility  than  those 
hims  lf^f  c*erk  ’ — Certainly,  to  the  individual 

, And  consequently  to  the  office  that  he 

holds  ?-Probably  so. 

2 0 58^  you  said  that  cattle  coming  from 


the  south  of  Ireland  to  Bristol,  were  about  12 
hours  on  their  voyage?— From  Cork  to  Bristol, 
I think,  is  about  from  18  to  20  hours. 

2738.  Is  it  not  more  than  24  hours  ? — I have 
in  my  notes  from  18  to  20  hours. 

2739.  We  used  to  take  10  hours  from  Bristol 
to  Tenby  ? - The  boats  from  Cork  to  Bristol  are 
very  excellent,  and  I believe  they  attain  a high 
rate  of  speed. 

2740.  Would  not  it  be  a good  thing  for  cattle 
if  they  were  landed  at  Milford  Haven,  instead  of 
being  taken  up  to  Bristol,  provided  there  was 
sufficient  accommodation  to  land  them  there  ?— 
It  would  be  an  advantage  to  the  cattle  to  the 
extent  that  it  would  lessen  the  duration  of  the 
voyage. 

2741.  With  regard  to  watering  and  feeding 
in  transit,  you  state  that  the  proposed  plans 
would  necessitate  the  reconstruction  of  all  the 
rolling  stock  ? — Those  plans  would  which  pro- 
pose to  water  the  auimals  during  transit,  or  rather 
in  transit,  while  they  are  actually  moving. 

2742.  But  it  would  not  necessitate  the  re- 
construction of  the  rolling  stock  to  water  them 
at  the  stations,  in  the  trucks? — It  would  necessi- 
tate a considerable  alteration  in  the  trucks. 

2743.  Have  you  seen  the  plan  of  Mr.  Alfred 
Welsh? — I have  seen  the  plan,  but  I do  uot 
recognise  it  by  his  name. 

2744.  You  stated,  that  in  the  separation 
of  cattle  in  the  Bristol  market,  the  farmers 
made  no  difference  in  the  prices  that  they  gave 
for  those  cattle  that  were  actually  diseased 
and  those  that  were  not  diseased  ? — Those 
which  were  actually  diseased  would  not  be  al- 
lowed to  leave  the  market. 

2745.  What  do  you  mean  by  a separation  of 
the  cattle? — They  are  separated  as  they  are 
delected,  and  placed  in  one  corner  of  the  market. 

2746.  They  are  in  the  market,  although  they 
are  diseased  ? — They  are  kept  there ; there  is  no 
other  place  to  put  them  in,  they  are  kept  per- 
force in  the  market. 

2747.  I understood  you  to  say  that  there  was 
no  care  taken  in  the  separation  of  those  that 
were  diseased  from  those  that  were  healthy  ? — 

I stated  that  the  farmers  take  no  care  to  inform 
themselves  as  to  the  lot  of  animals  out  of  which 
a diseased  animal  has  been  taken,  and  we  are 
aware  that  after  having  bought  animals  at  the 
Bristol  market,  although  they  knew  of  the 
presence  of  the  disease,  they  have  taken  them  on 
to  their  farms  and  mixed  them  with  their  own 
stock  without  taking  any  precaution  whatever. 

2748.  Would  it  not  be  an  absolute  certainty 
that  those  cattle  which  had  been  herded  with 
the  diseased  cattle  would  take  the  disease,  and  that 
nine  out  of  every  ten  cattle  in  the  market  would 
have  the  foot  and  mouth  disease? — It  is  un- 
doubtedly the  case  that  a very  large  proportion 
of  them  must  have  it. 

' 2749.  Mr.  Dent.']  How  long  have  you  been 
connected  with  the  Veterinary  Department  of 
the  Privy  Council? — Since  its  formation. 

2750.  And  I suppose  one  of  your  duties  is  to  go 
to  investigate  into  any  outbreak  or  any  particular 
complaint  which  is  made  to  the  department  about 
disease? — Yes,  it  is. 

2751.  That  does,  take  you  frequently  from 
your  office? — It  does,  frequently. 

2752.  And  gives  you  some  considerable  infor- 
mation amongst  farmers,  cattle  dealers,  and  im- 
porters ? — Certainly. 

2753.  Therefore,  when  you  say  that  the 
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farmers  do  not  take  all  the  precautions  that  they 
might  against  the  spread  of  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  you  are  not  speaking  without  some  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  the  matter? — I am  not.  _ 

2754.  You  state  that  it  is  no  unfrequent  thing 
for  a farmer  to  buy  a fresh  lot  of  beasts,  and  take 
them  home  from  the  market,  and  mix  them  with 
his  other  stock  without  any  isolation  ? — It  is  the 
common  practice. 

2755.  Although  there  may  have  been  other 

stock  in  the  fair  decidedly  affected  with  disease  ? 
— Decidedly.  . 

2756.  With  regard  to  the  statement  in  the 
Report  with  reference  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 

I do  not  understand  yon  to  endorse  all  those 
statements  upon  your  own  authority  ?—  Certainly 
not;  I merely  give  the  Lords  of  the  Council  my 
opinions  which  have  been  obtained  from  various 
sources. 

2757.  For  instance,  with  regard  to  these  smaller 
animals  being  affected,  I do  not  understand  you 
to  endorse  that  statement,  but  merely  to  say 
that  competent  observers  have  said  such  things  ? 
—-Yes,  precisely ; I intended  to  say  so. 

2758.  I wish  to  ask  you  a few  questions  with 
regard  to  the  port  of  Hull,  and  the  outbreak  of 
cattle  disease.  I believe  there  were  altogether 
eight  cargoes  affected  with  cattle  plague  which 
came  to  England?— I believe  there  were  nine. 

2759.  You  succeeded  in  preventing  the  spread 
of  the  disease  in  every  case  except  in  the 
case  of  Hull  and  the  East  Riding? — We  did; 
and  in  that  particular  case  the  animals  never  got 
upon  land  at  all. 

2760.  The  disease,  therefore,  must  have  been 
carried  ashore,  not  by  the  animals  themselves, 
but  by  those  who  had  been  in  contact  with  them  ? 
— It  must  have  been  so  carried. 

2761.  You  are  reasonably  satisfied,  in  your 
own  miud,  that  that  disease  was  carried  into  the 
East  Riding  of  Yorkshire  by  contagion,  carried 
from  the  Hull  Cattle  Market? — That  is  the  im- 
pression that  I have  formed  from  the  evidence 
which  came  before  me. 

2762.  It  would  be  impossible  to  prove  these 
things  always  affirmatively,  but,  deducing  it  from 
the  facts  within  your  knowledge,  you  have  every 
reason  io  believe  that  that  was  the  case  ? — I have 
every  reason  to  believe  so. 

2763.  The  danger  that  arises  at  Hull,  as  I 
understand,  is  the  contiguity  of  the  present  cattle 
market  to  the  defined  part  of  the  port  ? — That  is 
one  source  of  danger. 

2764.  Is  it  not  a very  extensive  source  of 
danger  ? — It  is  a very  extensive  source  of  danger, 
undoubtedly. 

2765.  Has  any  suggestion  ever  been  made  to 
remove  the  present  English  cattle  market  to 
some  other  part,  and  to  appropriate  the  present 
cattle  market  to  the  foreign  trade  entirely  ? — That 
was  done  originally,  when  I defined  the  port. 

2766.  That  was  carried  out,  do  you  mean,  for 
a time? — That  was  carried  out  for  some  consi- 
derable time ; that  arrangement  was  made  in 
October  1869,  and  it  was  in  force  until  February 
1870. 

2767.  At  that  time  did  no  English  cattle  go  into 
the  present  cattle  market  at  Hull  ? — None  at  all. 

2768.  Where  was  the  market? — Incorpora- 
tion Field,  and  also  in  a field  by  the  railway 
siding,  a short  distance  from  Hull. 

2769.  'But  it  was,  at  your  suggestion,  or  at  the. 
desire  of  the  locality,  that  a fresh  arrangement 
was  come  to  ? — It  was  at  the  request  of  the  local 


authority,  arising  out  of  a memorial  which  was 
sent  to  them  by  the  dealers  of  the  neighbourhood. 

2770.  Do  you  remember  at  all  what  the 
dealers’  object  was;  was  it  the  inconvenience 
of  having  two  markets,  or  something  of  that 
kind? — They  objected  to  being  obliged  to  sell 
their  sheep  in  Corporation  Field  and  cattle  in 
the  cattle  market;  there  not  being  space,  I 
presume,  for  the  two  ; and  they  requested  either 
that  the  whole  trade  might  bo  carried  to  Cor- 
poration Field,  or  that  sheep  might  be  allowed  to 
come  into  the  cattle  market. 

2771.  The  cattle  market  for  English  stock,  as 
I understand,  was  then  removed  from  the  pre- 
sent spot? — The  term  “cattle  market”  in  Hull 
applies  to  a certain  piece  of  ground  and  buildings 
upon  the  north  side  of  Edward’s-place ; it  was  for- 
merly used  on  one  side  for  foreign  stock,  and  upon 
the  other  side  for  English  stock,  before  the  cattle 
plague  led  to  any  restrictions.  That  cattle  mar- 
ket was  included  in  the  boundaries  which  were 
drawn  for  the  defined  part  in  1867,  and  the  cattle 
market  was  taken  out  of  those  boundaries  at  the 
request  of  the  local  authorities,  instigated  by  the 
dealers  in  February  1870,  it  being  alleged  that 
it  was  for  the  convenience  of  the  trade. 

2772.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  an  improve- 
ment if  the  present  cattle  market  were  made  a 
part  of  the  defined  port,  and  an  entirely  new 
cattle  market  were  made  for  the  English  stock, 
and  that  from  unscheduled  countries? — Yes,  I 
think  so,  certainly. 

2773.  It  might  lead  to  a still  larger  develop- 
ment of  the  trade  from  scheduled  countries  if 
there  were  more  accommodation  ? — Probably  all 
the  animals  that  can  be  sent  into  the  Port  of 
Hull  are  sent  under  present  arrangements ; but 
there  would  be  great  convenience  in  having  extra 
accommodation  for  those  which  do  arrive. 

2774.  Ave  you  satisfied  with  the  present  ar- 
rangements, by  which  the  Customs  officers  have 
the  first  charge  of  animals  which  arc  believed  to 
be  affected  with  the  disease  ? — I see  no  objection 
to  their  taking  charge  of  them  in  the  mere  act  of 
landing. 

2775.  Would  it  not  have  been  possible  to  have 
buried  all  those  cases  down  in  the  Humber,  upon 
the  Corporation  land  outside  the  limits,  instead 
of  taking  them  out  to  sea  and  sinking  them  ? — It 
would  have  been  possible,  but  the  ship  was  in 
the  defined  port. 

2776.  But  could  not  they  have  been  taken  out 
in  lighters  and  buried,  or  could  not  the  ship  have 
been  taken  back  again  out  of  the  defined  port, 
and  the  carcases  slaughtered  and  buried  there? 
— It  was  objected  by  the  Customs  authorities 
that  the  ship,  being  in  the  defined  port,  could 
not  be  legally  taken  out;  and  in  any  case  it 
could  not  have  been  taken  out  until  the  cargo 
was  removed,  and  the  ship  was  properly  cleared. 

2777.  With  respect  to  one  question  which  was 
put  to  you,  as  to  tne  fear  of  disease  having  very 
much  checked  the  breeding  of  cattle  at  home,  I 
think  I understand  that  upon  a breeding  farm 
there  is  much  less  chance  of  any  form  of  disease, 
provided  you  do  not  introduce  strange  stock  on 
to  it  ? — Decidedly. 

2778.  Then  it  ought  rather  to  be  an  encourage- 
ment to  breed,  owing  to  the  freedom  from  disease 
in  home-bred  stock  ? — It  appears  so. 

2779.  You  stated,  I think,  that  you  found  in 
the  Hull  Market  cattle  marked  with  the  broad 
arrow,  when  you  went  down  there  once  ? — I did. . 

2780.  Those  cattle  ought,  undouDtediy,  not  to 
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have  been  taken  into  the  market,  ought  they  ?— 
Certainly  not. 

2781.  They  were  from  a scheduled  country, 
and  they  ought  to  have  been  kept  in  the  defined 
part  of  the  port? — They  should  have  been  so 
kept. 

2782.  Mr.  Clay.']  The  place  where  you  saw 
these  cattle,  and  which  was  outside  the  defined 
area,  was  previously  inside  the  defined  area,  was 
it  not? — Yes,  it  was. 

2783.  Was  it  shortly  after  the  change? — It 
was  about.  IS  months  after  the  change. 

2784.  So  that  it.  could  not  have  been  urged  in 
excuse  for  the  policeman  that  lie  did  not  know  of 
the  change  ? — It  was  not  so  urged,  but  he  admitted 
that  they  had  been  in  the  lmbit  of  removing  cattle 
when  there  was  no  room  in  the  defined  part;  but 
in  his  own  defence,  he  stated  that  he  always  saw 
them  taken  back  again. 

2785.  Mr.  Monsell.]  Do  I rightly  gather  from 
your  evidence  that  nothing  short  of  the  extreme 
measures  taken  at  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague 
would  be  effectual  to  prevent  the  disease  from 
being  imported  into  Great  Britain  from  Ireland  ? 
— Kefcrring  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  I 
think  nothing  short  of  those  restrictions  would  be 
effective. 

2786.  And  with  regard  to  pi  euro-pneumonia  ? 
— I think  that  something  short  of  those  restric- 
tions might  be  effective  in  the  case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

2787.  Will  you  state  what  you  would  suggest 
in  the  case  of  plcuro-pneumonia? — I would  sug- 
gest that  the  same  steps  should  be  taken  in  Ireland 
as  I have  suggested  already  should  be  taken  in 
Egland. 

2788.  I am  not  talking  about  what  should  bo 
done  in  Ireland;  I say  those  measures  would 
only  be  effectual  to  prevent  its  being  introduced 
from  Ireland  into  Great  Britain ; we  will  come 
afterwards  to  what  should  be  done  in  Ireland ; 
have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  with  regard  to 
any  measure  short  of  those  very  extreme  measures 
of  slaughtering  the  whole  herd,  which  could  be 
adopted  to  prevent  the  importation  of  the  disease 
from  Ireland  into  Great  Britain  ? — I do  not  think 
any  measures  that  were  adopted  in  this  country 
would  prevent  the  importation  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  from  Ireland. 

2789.  And  those  measures,  in  your  opinion,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  take  in  the  normal  state 
of  things  ? — I think  so. 

2790.  Then  the  security  of  this  country  must 
depend  upon  the  measures  that  arc  taken  in  Ire- 
land ? — To  a very  large  extent. 

2791.  I want  to  ask  you  whether  you  approve 
of  the  Irish  system  ? — As  for  as  I had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  observing  the  outlines  of  the  system,  I 
may  say  it  is  a very  good  one,  but  it  failed  en- 
tirely for  the  want  of  sufficient  officers. 

2792.  The  system  is  an  excellent  one,  but  there 
are  not  a sufficient  number  of  persons  to  work  it 
in  a^satisfactory  way  ? — That  is  the  case. 

2793.  There  are,  I believe,  in  Ireland  now  only 
two  veterinary  surgeons  ? — I believe  there  are 
more  members  of  the  profession  in  Ireland. 

2794.  I mean  that  there  are  only  two  veteri- 
nary inspectors  employed  by  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment?— I believe  only  two. 

2795.  You  would  consider,  I presume,  that  in 
order  to  work  that  system  there  as  a highly  cen- 
tralised system,  a very  much  larger  force  would 
be  required  ? — Certainly. 

2796.  The  most  effectual  protection  which 
0.58. 


could  be  given  to  this  country  would  be  that  the 
Veterinary  Department  , in  Ireland  should  have 
a sufficient  force  to  work  it? — Undoubtedly 
so. 

2797.  With  regard  to  your  statements  as  to  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  having  been  imported  from 
Holland  to  Cork ; those  statements  after  all 
rest  upon  very  slight  evidence,  do  they  not? — 
Only  on  the  fact  of  the  disease  having  existed 
previously  in  Holland. 

279S.  But  the  exact  statement,  as  I under- 
stand it,  comes  simply  to  this,  that  in  the  years 
1839,  1840,  or  1841,  it  is  supposed  that  the  disease 
was  imported  from  Holland  to  Cork? — That 
refers  more  particularly  to  plcuro-pneumonia, 
there  is  nothing  more  definite  than  that. 

2799.  With  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  do  you  know  the  case  of  an  outbreak  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  at  Lambay  Island,  an 
island  three  miles  off'  the  coast  of  Ireland,  to 
which  there  had  been  no  animal  communication 
for  many  months  before  the  disease  broke  out  i 
— We  bad  a report  from  Professor  Ferguson  upon 
that  subject. 

2800.  And  have  you  formed  an  opinion  as  to 
how  that  disease  got  to  Lambay  Island? — It 
must  have  been  conveyed  in  some  indirect 
manner. 

. 2801.  As  I understand,  for  upwards  of  three 
weeks  before  the  disease  broke  out,  owing  to 
stress  of  weather,  there  was  no  communication  at 
all  with  the  island?— I should  rather  doubt  the 
truth  of  that  statement. 

2802.  That  is  what  Professor  Ferguson  has  in- 
formed me.  What  1 wanted  to  get  at  was,  was 
there  any  possible  way  in  which  you  would 
imagine  the  disease  could  have  got  there,  assum- 
ing these  facts  to  be  correct,  except  by  means  of 
seabirds? — Except  it  came  there  by  means  of 
sea  birds,  which  would  be  hardly  likely  to  carry 
the  virus  under  those  circumstances. 

2803.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Was  not  there  a 
similar  outbreak  on  an  island  near  Tenby,  near 
the  mainland  ? — That  was  so. 

2804.  In  that  case  I believe  there  was  constant 
communication  ? — In  that  case  there  was  constant 
communication . 

2805.  Mr.  Lusk.]  You  were  asked  with  regard 
to  the  Deptford  Market,  whether  it  was  in  good 
condition,  and  you  said  that  it  was  ? — I believe 
so. 

2806.  Do  not  you  know  that  personally?  — 
Upon  the  occasions  when  I have  visited  the 
market,  the  arrangements  have  been  quite  to  my 
satisfaction. 

2807.  You  were  asked  whether  there  should 
not  be  a railway  to  the  market? — It  appears  to 
me  to  be  a matter  of  convenience,  for  the  removal 
of  the  meat  from  the  market. 

2808.  That  is  a matter  in  which  the  public  is 
concerned,  and  not  those  who  made  the  market? 
— Unless  those  who  made  the  market  could  see 
a clear  source  of  revenue  in  adding  a railway,  I 
do  not  think  they  would  he  likely  to  undertake 
the  speculation. 

2809.  They  have  undertaken  as  much  as  they 
are  likely  to  get  a proportionate  payment  for? — 
They  have  expended  more  than,  I think,  they 
are  ever  likely  to  get  a return  for. 

2810.  If  the  public  want  a railway,  they  should 
get  it  themselves? — I thiuk  that  is  reasonable. 

2811.  What  do  you  think  about  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  being  prevalent  there  in  the  last 
two  months  ? — I have  no  doubt  the  reports  are 
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correct;  but  I do  not  interpret  the  statements  in 
the  same  way.  I do  not  consider  the  number  of 
cases  reported  to  be  evidence  of  the  fearful  pre- 
valence of  the  disease. 

2812.  There  are  a great  many  reports  that  we 
hear,  which  ought  to  be  taken  with  a considerable 
amount  of  reduction  ? — I think  all  the  reports 
that  come  to  us  from  the  Deptford  Market  are 
absolutely  exact ; but  it  is  the  popular  interpreta- 
tion that  ought  to  be  taken  with  caution. 

2813.  You  mentioned  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, an  experiment  with  cotton  wool  taken 
from  the  nose  of  a diseased  animal,  and  put  into 
the  nose  of  a healthy  animal,  which  met  with  no 
effect,  I believe  ? — That  has  not  succeeded  in  this 
country;  but  a similar  experiment  tried  in 
Ireland  was  said  to  have  succeeded. 

2814.  But  you  are  not  aware  whether  that  is 
true  or  not? — No  doubt  the  animal  which  was 
so  treated  became  the  subject  'of  disease ; but 
with  all  these  cases  the  difficulty  is  to  decide 
whether  the  disease  arose  from  the  virus  which 
was  placed  in  the  animal’s  system  during  the 
experiment,  or  whether  it  was  introduced  at  some 
previous  period  ; and  to  be  of  any  value,  those 
experiments  must  be  repeated  over  and  over 
again. 

2815.  From  long  experience,  and  no  doubt 
you  tried  it  in  a scientific  way,  you  produced  no 
effect  whatever,  so  far  as  you  are  concerned  ? — 
We  did  not. 

2816.  Therefore  that  ought  to  be  treated  along 
with  the  reports  we  get  from  the  market,  with 
considerable  reservation?—!  do  not  think  the 
reports  we  get  from  the  market  at  all  refer  to 
those  experiments. 

2817.  But  I mean  it  should  be  treated  in  the 
same  way  ? — Yes,  unless  those  reports  are  offi- 
cial ; but  a statement  of  the  number  of  cases  is 
always  published  in  the  “ Gazette,”  and  there 
should  be  no  question  about  its  correctness. 

2818.  Do  you  believe  in  the  infectiousness  of 
pleuro-pneumonia?  — Yes,  it  is  highly  infec- 
tious. 

2819.  How  do  you  account  for  the  experi- 
ments you  have  tried  not  succeeding  ? — That  is 
a peculiarity  which  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
explain  ; it  is  almost  the  only  contagious  disease 
which  cannot  be  directly  communicated. 

2820.  Plow  do  you  mean  it  cannot  be  commu- 
nicated ? — Not  by  inoculation. 

2821.  Nor  by  breathing  through  cotton,  as 
you  have  tried  it  ? — In  the  two  cases  the  result 
of  one  was  positive,  and  the  other  was  negative 
in  its  evidence ; but  the-  fact  of  its  spreading 
amongst  a herd  when  a diseased  animal  is  in- 
troduced is  sufficient  evidence  that  it  is  con- 
tagious. 

2822.  In  talking  of  the  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease, I think  you  mentioned,  in  answer  to  one 
question,  that  you  would  not  pay  much  atten- 
tion to  statistics  in  the  case  of  that  disease? — 
Excepting  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  where 
diseased  animals  are  likely  to  be  removed  from, 
I do  not  know  that  any  good  would  be  likely  to 
arise  from  obtaining  statistics,  unless  you  had  at 
the  same  time  active  legislation. 

2823.  It  is  not  fatal  in  many  cases,  as  I under- 
stand ? — The  total  mortality,  I believe,  would  be 
something  like  one  per  cent,  upon  all  the  animals 
attacked,  and  in  my  judgment  the  fatality  which 
has  occurred  is  due  to  the  unscientific  treatment 
to  which  the  animals  are  submitted. 

2824.  The  losses  that  occur  from  that  are 


chiefly  the  fault  of  those  who  administer  to  the 
diseased  animals? — Y cry  largely  so. 

2825.  Dr.  Williams  mentioned  that  he  believed 
if  I am  not  mistaken,  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  indigenous  to  this  country;  now  do  you 
believe  that? — It  is  difficult  to  state  under  what 
circumstances  a disease  becomes  indigenous,  but 
it  certainly  is  so  far  fixed  in  this  country  that  it, 
is  scarcely  or  never  entirely  absent. 

2826.  I do  not  mean  to  go  practically  into  the 
question  of  when  it  was  first  imported,  but  do 
you  believe  that  it  is  fixed  in  this  country  now  ? 
— I believe  it  is. 

2827.  Do  you  think  that  it.  is  communicated 
as  well  by  contact? — Undoubtedly  it  is. 

2828.  Do  not  you  think  that  certain  conditions 
in  the  atmosphere  or  hi  the  animals  themselves 
will  produce  bot  h pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — 1 believe  that  certain  conditions, 
both  in  the  animal’s  system  and  in  the  atmosphere, 
may  assist  the  spread  of  those  diseases,  but  I do 
not  believe  that  any  conditions  which  exclude  the 
germs  of  the  disease  can  possibly  result  iu  its 
production. 

2829.  Certain  conditions  which  occur  in  a 
house  where  persons  are  huddled  together  will 
produce  fever;  that  is  an  admitted  fact.  Do  you 
not  think  that  certain  conditions  in  which  animals 
may  he,  will  produce  this  disease  without  contact 
with  any  other  diseased  animal  ? — I do  not  think 
those  conditions  will  produce  infectious  disease. 
If  it  is  a fever,  it  is  a fever  of  a non-infectious 
character. 

2830.  You  mentioned  that  this  disease  was 
spread  from  the  Metropolitan  Market  in  all  direc- 
tions ; how  was  it  spread  in  all  directions? 
— By  animals  which  were  exposed  in  the 
mmket  suffering  from  disease  communicating  it  to 
others,  and  those  others  being  taken  to  various 
parts  of  the  country. 

2831.  But  the  animals  sold  there  arc  mostly 
for  slaughter,  are  they  not? — Yes  they  are,  but 
the  animals  sold  for  slaughter  are  constantly  taken 
to  be  fed  upon  pasture  for  some  time  before  they 
are  slaughtered.  Some  graziers  prefer  buying 
animals  which  are  nearly  fat,  what  we  should  call 
fat  annuals ; they  buy  and  treat,  them  as  store 
cattle.  Some  pastures  fatten  so  rapidly,  that  it, 
is  more  economical  to  get  the  animal  on  and  off 
quickly. 

2832.  You  were  speaking-  about  the  hold  of  a 
ship ; do  you  think  that  their  being  confined 
there  tends  to  produce  the  disease  itself? — I do 
not  think  it  tends  to  produce  it. 

2833.  Are  you  aware  that  emigrants  on  hoard 
a ship  where  the  smell  is  very  often  exceedingly 
bad,  generally  land  in  very  good  health  in  Aus- 
tralia and  New  Zealand  ? — I am  not  aware  as  to 
that. 

2834.  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that  farmers,  instead 
of  making  known  the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  as  a rule,  would  keep  it  to  themselves 
upon  their  farms  ? — I find  that  owners  of  stock 
are  generally  disinclined  to  make  statements  as 
to  the  existence  of  disease  upon  their  premises. 

2835.  I suppose  they  are  afraid  of  the  restric- 
tions and  other  troubles,  and  they  think  the  least 
said  the  better  for  themselves?— I think  there  is 
a general  dislike  to  have  it  known  that  animals- 

. upon  their  premises  are  affected  with  disease. 

2836.  JVlr.  Tipping .]  I think  you  admitted 
that  the  effect  of  the  disease  has  been  rather  to 
discourage  the  production  of  breeding  stock  ?■ — I 
did  not  intend  to  admit  that.  I think  I stated 

that 
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that  it  should  have  had  the  contrary  effect,  inas- 
much as  the  stocks  which  are  sustained  by 
breeding  would  be  less  likely  to  take  disease  than 
those  herds  and  flocks  which  are  kept  up  by  the 
introduction  of  new  stock.  . 

2837.  For  instance,  does  the  meat  which  is 

the  result  of  a live  animal  killed  in  London, 
brought  alive  from  Aberdeen,  fetch  a higher  price 
than'the  dead  meat  which  is  brought  from  Aber- 
deen ; which  would  obtain  the  highest  price  in 
the  market? — I have  no  information  upon  that 
point,  but  I know  that  Aberdeen  beef  is  very 
highly  estimated,  whether  in  the  carcass  or  in  the 
live  animal.  ' . . 

2838.  Upon  the  question  of  transit,  do  cattle 
often  go  by  railway  without  being  in  charge  of 
any  drover,  or  anyone  employed  to  represent  the 
owner?— Yes;  I believe  they  do  very  often. 

2839.  Do  you  believe  that  in  those  instances 
the  railway  company  is  liable  as  regards  watering, 
supposing  there  is  no  person  in  charge  ? — The 
railway  company  is  not  liable,  I believe,  under 
the  present  arrangements. 

2840.  Do  you  consider  that  it  is  the  province 
of  the  railway  company  to  do  more  than  supply 
the  conveniences  in  such  a case  as  that? — In  my 
own  mind,  I should  say  not. 

2841.  1 may  gather  from  you  that  you  consider 
the  water  cruelty  has  been  considerably  exagge- 


rated r—  x os. 

2842.  That  is  to  say,  everyone  feels  for  him- 
self; one  rather  judges  of  the  feelings  of  cattle 
by  his  own  in  such  a position,  and  does  not  un- 
derstand the  practical  difficulties  which  attend 
the  transit;  you  may  take  a horse  to  the  water, 
but  you  cannot  make  him  drink ; is  it  not  the 
case  that  that  cruelty  has  been  greatly  exagge- 
rated ? — I believe  it  is  considerably  exaggerated ; 
hut,  at  the  same  time,  I have  no  doubt  cattle 
suffer  very  much  in  very  hot  weather  from  want 
of  water. 

2843.  The  constant  and  careful  disinfection  of 


steamers,  to  which  you  alluded  as  being  very 
desirable  is.  an  item  which  must  be  costly,  and 
must  naturally  affect  tlic  cost  of  transit,  and  in- 
crease the  delay  and  all  these  precautions,  how- 
ever necessary,  must  tend  naturally  in  their  final 
result  to  enhance  the  cost  of  meat  to  the  con- 
sumer ? — All  the  cost  falls  upon  the  consumer  in 
the  end,  doubtless. 

2844.  All  these  precautions  must  increase  the 
cost? — They  must. 

2845.  Do  you  at  all  complain  of  the  want  of 
disinfection  of  railway  trucks  now-a-days?  — 
Generally  speaking,  they  are  not.  properly  disin- 
fected ; first  of  all,  the  trucks  are  not  properly 
cleansed ; the  great  difficulty  seems  to  he  to  get 
a sufficient  application  of  water. 

2846.  What  do  you  mean  by  a proper  disin- 
fection of  the  trucks ; do  you  mean  the  frequency 
of  it,  or  the  necessary  washing  of  it  ? — Always 
after  one  animal  has  been  conveyed,  the  truck 
should  be  thoroughly  cleansed  and  disinfected 
before  another  one  is  put  into  it. 

2847.  You  are  decidedly  in  favour  of  close 
packing  in  steamers,  does  that  apply  to  railway 
trucks  also? — Certainly  it  does. 

2848.  No  less  so  ? — No  less  so  within  reason- 
able limits,  which  must  be  left  to  the  owner  or 
person  in  charge. 

2849.  You  were  asked  whether  the  lairs  of  the 
North  Western  Railway  at  Liverpool  were 
decently  good;  are  they  not  very  good? — The 
lairs  at  Liverpool  are  very  good. 

0.58. 


2850.  You  used  the  word  “decently  good;”  I 
wish  to  know  whether  that  was  quite  the  quali- 
fication to  apply  ? — They  are  very  good. 

2851.  With  regard  to  the  G-allician  and  Hol- 
stein cattle,  and  the  Normandy  cattle,  do  you 
consider  them  as  good  as  our  own  beasts  ? — Yes, 
as  some  of  our  own  beasts. 


2852.  Do  you  attribute  the  difference  in  the 
price  to  a sort  of  insular  prejudice  in  favour  of 
our  own  produce,  rather  than  to  its  superior 
quality? — Yes. 

2853.  The  result  of  the  prejudice  is  in  favour 
of  insular  meat  ? — Yes,  I believe  every  body  is 
prejudiced  against  eating  foreign  meat. 

2854.  Supposing  that  the  restrictions  which 
you  have  explained  to  us,  and  the  system  of 
vigilance  was  carried  out  to  its  ideal,  would  not 
that  raise  the  price  of  meat  to  an  amount  equal 
to  the  effect  upon  the  price  by  slaughtering  at 
the  port  - of  landing,  that  is  to  say,  it  is  admitted 
that  slaughter  at  the  ports  of  landing  would  en- 
hance the  price  of  meat ; if  there  was  anything 
like  a vigorous  carrying  out  of  your  ideal  system, 
would  it  have  an  equal  effect  in  enhancing  the 
price? — It  is  disputed,  in  the  first  place,  that 
slaughter  at  the  ports  of  landing  will  enhance  the 
price  of  meat. 

2S55.  Do  you  dispute  that? — The  evidence 
which  I obtained  when  I was  directed  to  make  in- 
quiry in  the  Midland  counties  led  me  to  infer 
that  little  or  no  effect  had  been  produced  by  the 
slaughter  of  the  animals  at  the  ports,  but  that  if 
any  effect  had  been  produced,  it  was  to  the  effect 
of  lowering  the  price. 

2856.  That  was  during  the  great  panic,  was  it 
not  ? — During  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague.  I 
think  the  conclusion  is  hypothetical.  The  pre- 
sumption is,  that  if  all  the  foreign  stock  were 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing  the  price  would 
rise. 

2857.  If  the  railway  companies  were  compelled 
to  carry  the  cattle  through  without  stopping,  that 
would  have  a serious  effect,  would  it  not,  in  rais- 
ing the  price  o.f  such  transit? — Doubtless  it 
would. 


2858.  Mr.  Barclay '.]  You  stated  that  it  was 
safer  to  keep  a breeding  stock  than  a fattening 
one ; that  is  simply  due  to  the  fact,  that  there 
would  not  be  so  much  cattle  brought  upon  the 
farm? — Yes,  precisely. 

2859.  You  spoke  with  reference  to  its  being 
safer  in  that  respect  only  ? — That  is  all. 

2860.  Is  it  possible  to  get  foot  and  mouth 

disease  and  cattle  plague  on  a farm,  although  you 
bring  no  new  cattle  upon  it? — It  is  certainly 
possible.  _ 

2861.  Has  it  happened  frequently  ? — It  has 
happened,  and  one  might  say  that  it  has  happened 
frequently. 

2862.  In  case  of  cattle  plague  aud  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Certainly. 

2863.  So  it  is  no  immunity  to  a farmer  not  to 
bring  cattle  upon  bis  farm  ? — Nothing  would  give 
immunity,  but  in  those  counties  where  few  cattle 
have  been  introduced  those  diseases  have  been 
generally  absent. 

2864.  What  is  the  consequence  ox  any  ot  those 

three  contagious  diseases  coming  into  a breeding 
stock  ? — It  would  lead  to  the  serious  injury,  and 
probably  the  destruction  of  the  herd  or  flock 
amongst  which  it  appeared.  , _ 

2865.  If  it  was  to  be  slaughtered  the  value  of 
the  carcases  would  bear  a very  different  pro- 
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portion  to  the  value  of  the  live  animals  upon  a 
breeding  farm  or  a fattening  farm  ?— 1 es. 

2866.  The  risk  of  loss  by  disease  is  very  much 
greater  upon  a breeding  farm  than  upon  a fatten- 
ing one  ? — Quite  so,  assuming  that  the  disease  is 
once  there.  . , . , 1M  •. 

2867-  And  to  that  extent  it  would  be  likely 
to  involve  a much  heavier  effect  upon  the  farmer 
as  involving  a greater  loss?— I doubt  whether 
there  would  he  a much  greater  effect. 

2868.  The  hilling  of  o breeding  stock  as  com- 
pared with  a fattening  one,  would  involve  a much 

greater  loss?— Certainly.  , , , 

2869.  The  farmers  are  anxious  to  import  stole 
cattle  from  abroad,  if  they  call. do  it  safely, 
are  they  not?— Chiefly  dairymen.  They  are 
anxious  to  import  milch  cows  from  the  Nether- 

lai2870.  Therefore,  cattle  would  be  imported  still 
from  abroad,  if  it  could  be  done  with  equal  safety 
as  from  Ireland  ?-I  do  not  think  they  care  much 
about  store  stock  from  abroad,  except  with  regard 

t0  287L  VSrman.'\  The  Honourable  Member 
for  Norfolk  asked  you  aboutyour  salary  ; what  is 
your  present  salary  ?— £600,  with  an  annual 
increment  of  20 1.  up  to  850 1.  . 

2872.  You  know  your  profession  very  well ; 
■what  is  the  professional  income  of  a veterinary 
surgeon  in  good  practice?  — I should  think  a 
veterinary  surgeon  in  good  practice  m Jjonclon 
mio-ht  multiply  that  by  four  without  any  difficulty 


at  all. 

2873.  You  know  that  the  veterinary  surgeons 
do  make  more  than  2,000  l.  a year  ?— I do. 

2874.  Do  you  know  the  chief  clerk’s  salary? 
—I  am  not  quite  certain,  but  from  what  I 
remember  of  the  Estimates,  it  is  600  /. 

2875.  When  the  secretary  of  the  Veterinary 
Department  is  obliged  to  be  absent,  the  chief 
clerk  is  obliged  to  take  his  place  ?— Yes. 

2876.  In  that  case  you  are  aware  that  lie 
would  have  to  advise  the  Lord  President  or  the 
Vice  President,  as  to  the  steps  to  be  taken,  in 
case  of  any  interference  with  the  trade? — les, 
he  has  to  do  so. 

2877.  An  Honourable  Member  wishes  me  to 
ask  you  why  the  secretary  should,  he  absent; 
perhaps  you  will  answer  that  question,  and  also 
answer  whether  he  is  often  absent  or  not?— He 
is  very  seldom  absent  for  any  length  of  time ; 
hut- on  one  occasion  he  was  absent  from  illness, 
and  on  several  occasions  he  has  made  an  attempt 
to  take  the  vacation  which  i9  allowed  to  him,  and 
which  I believe  he  has  a right  to. 

2878.  And  has  not  succeeded  ? — And  has  not 


succeeded. 

2879.  And  he  was  sent  also  to  Vienna,  was  lie 
not  ? — He  was. 

2880.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  In  answer  to  a ques- 
tion from  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk,  you  said  that 


you  thought  that  the  Corporation  of  London  h a 
expended  more  money  upon  Deptford  Mark  e 
than  they  could  expect  a return  for? — That  isiny 
impression. 

2881.  Are  you  not  aware  that  they  got  the 
considerable  indirect  advantage  of  doubling  the 
tolls  upon  the  Metropolitan  Market  in  conse- 
quence of  the  opening  of  the  Deptford  Market? 
— Yes,  I am  aware  of  that;  but  I believe  that 
does  not  compensate  them  to  anything  like  the 
extent  that  would  be  necessary  to  justify  the 
expenditure  which  they  have  incurred. 

2882.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  doubling  of 
the  tolls  would  eventually  repay  the  expense  they 
have  incurred  ?— No,  I do  not  know ; but  I am 
told  by  those  who  know  better  than  I do,  that  it 
will  not. 

2883.  I read  in  your  Report,  that  the  affection 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  amongst  sheep  rarely 
affects  the  mouth  of  the  sheep  in  this  country ; 
and  when  I said  that,  I had  never  seen  it  before. 
You  were  good  enough  to  imply  that  it  was  my 
carelessness  in  not  looking  into  the  mouths  of  the 
sheep  V — You  suggested  that  to  me. 

2884.  Is  it  not  very  probable,  from  your  state- 
ment, that  I never  could  have  seeii  it  ?— I have 
not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that  you  did 
not  see  it  as  you  stated. 

2885.  And  that  it  did  not  exist,  and  that  I 
could  not  have  seen  it  in  the  stock  that  I had  the 
care  of? — I think  it  is  very  likely  that  it  did  not 
exist  in  your  stock. 

2886.  Chairman.]  You  stated  that,  with  re- 
gard to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  you  would  he 
prepared  to  leave  the  enactments  in  Sections 
Nos.  57  and  58  of  the  Act  as  as  they  stand? — 
I would. 

2887.  There  has  been  a complaint  made  that 
it  is  difficult  to  take  an  animal  with  the 
disease  across  a road,  from  one  part  of  the  farm 
to  another,  without  infringing  those  sections? — 
That  is  a very  undesirable  thing  to  allow,  if  it 
can  possibly  be  avoided,  because  the  dropping  of 
the  saliva  upon  the  road  might  affect  passing 
herds. 

2888.  You  do  not  think  those  who  object  to 
that  have  proved  their  case  ? — I do  not. 

2889.  Mr-Dorfsow.]  What  proportion  of  the  fail's 
and  markets  throughout  the  country  are  inspected 
by  the  veterinary  inspectors  under  the  order  of 
the  local  authorities  ? — U ntil  recently,  very  few 
indeed ; but  within  the  last  few  months  several 
market  authorities  have  appointed  inspectors,  and 
carried  out  the  orders. 

2890.  Do  you  think  that  is  a valuable  precau- 
tion ? — It  is  very  necessary. 

2891.  Do  you  think  that  the  knowledge  that 
disease  is  present,  and  that  the  inspector  will  be 
present,  has  a tendency  to  discourage  sending  the 
diseased  animals  to  market? — lam  certain  that 
it  has  that  effect. 
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The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  James  Beart  Simonds:  Examined. 


2892.  Chairman .]  You  are  Principal  of  the 
Royal  Y eterinary  College,  are  you  not  ? — I am. 

2893.  When  did  you  cease  to  be  an  officer  of 
the  Veterinary  Department? — In  March  last 
year,  1872. 

2894.  At  the  time  when  you  were  appointed 
principal  of  the  college? — At  the  time  when  I 
was  appointed  principal  of  the  college. 

2895.  For  how  many  years  before  that  had  you 
been  employed,  more  or  less,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  as  regards  diseases  of  animals  ? — I 
have  been  employed  at  different  times  since  the 
year  1847. 

2896.  Your  employment  in  1847  was  in  con- 
sequence of  an  outbreak  of  sheep  pox,  was  it 
not?— It  was. 

2897.  From  the  first  constitution  of  the  Vete- 
rinary Department  you  were  the  chief  inspector 
in  matters  connected  with  disease,  were  you  not  ? 
—I  was ; I made  the  original  communication  to 
the  Government,  reporting  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Council,  the  present  Sir  Arthur  Helps,  the 
existence  of  the  cattle  plague  in  this  country 
upon  the  10th  of  July  1865,  and  fi  :ora  that  time  I 
received  instructions  to  turn  my  attention  to  the 
disease,  and  to  keep  the  Government  informed 
as  to  its  extent;  that  was  the  origin  of  the 
office. 

2898.  During  the  whole  time  of  the  prevalence 
of  the  outbreak  which  began  in  1865  you  were 
actively  engaged? — I was  actively  engaged  as 
chief  inspector  as  soon  as  any  organization  of  the 
department  could  be  made. 

2889.  You  made  more  than  onejourney  abroad 
tor  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  with 
regard  to  the  diseases  of  animals,  did  you  not  ? — 
Resides  being  engaged  from  time  to  time  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  I have  been  also 
engaged,  on  the  part  of  the  Royal  Agricultural 
■society,  to  institute  an  independent  inquiry  with 
regard  to  the  existence  of  cattle  disease  on  the 
continent. 

2900.  Will  you  briefly  give  the  Committee  the 
number  of  visits  that  you  have  made  to  the  Con- 
tinent, and  the  object  of  each  visit?-—!  have 
made  several  visits  to  the  Continent;  I could 
scarcely  say  how  many;  but  there  were  three 
special  ones;  I made  a special  investigation  of 

q Pr°cess  of  inoculation  as  a preventive  of 


pleuro-pneumonia  upon  the  application  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society  in  1852. 

2901.  Where  did  you  go  for  that  purpose  ? — 
For  that  purpose  I went  to  Belgium,  locating  my- 
self at  Hasselt,  that  being  the  chief  seat  of  the 
disease,  and  the  residence  of  the  gentleman 
who  introduced  the  system  of  inoculation ; I re- 
mained there  some  time,  and  went  through  the 
whole  of  Belgium  to  investigate  the  result  of  the 
experiments  which  were  being  carried  on.  The 
matter  was  subsequently  reported  to  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society,  and  published  in  th 
Society’s  Journal.  Then,  in  1857,  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society,  and 
also  of  the  National  Agricultural  Society  of 
Scotland  and  of  Ireland,  1 went  to  the  Continent 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  cattle 
plague. 

2902.  Upon  that  occasion  you  went  to  Galicia? 
— Upon  that  occasion  I had  to  go  far  into 
Galicia  before  I met  with  the  disease.  Upon 
my  return  the  matter  was  reported  at  length, 
and  the  report  was  published  in  the  Royal  Agri- 
cultural Society’s  Journal.  Then,  in  the  year 
1868,  I went  to  the  Zurich  Congress,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  took  part  in  the 
discussion  with  regard  to  contagious  diseases  gene- 
rally. 

2903.  That  is  the  last  visit  that  you  have 
made,  I believe  ? — That  is  the  last  official  visit  to 
the  Continent  that  I have  made. 

2904.  When  did  you  first  come  across  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease? — lu  the  mouth  of  August 
1839. 

2905.  You  were  then  in  practice,  I believe,  as 
a veterinary  surgeon  ? — I was  in  practice  at  the 
time  at  Twickenham,  near  Richmond,  and  had 
plenty  of  opportunity  of  studying  the  disease; 
I also  instituted  experiments  with  regard,  to  the 
disease,  and  satisfied  myself  that  the  affection  was 
easily  conveyed  by  contagion,  and  that  cattle  were 
not  the  only  animals  which  were  the  subjects  of  it. 

2906.  You  discovered  the  disease  in  sheep  and 
pigs,  as  well  as  in  cattle,  at  the  time,  I believe? 
—I  experimented  with  pigs  especially.;  one  expe- 
riment consisted  in  supplying  some  pigs  with  the 
milk  of  a cow  which  was  the  subject  of  the  dis- 
ease ; the  experiment  succeeded. 

2907.  Was  the  disease  very  prevalent  in  1839? 

0 3 —Not 
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Not  so  very  prevalent  in  1839,  but  in  1840  it 

was  remarkably  prevalent,  and  throughout  the 
whole  of  1840  and  1841. 

2908.  Where  did  you  first  meet  with  the  dis- 
ease ; at  Twickenham  ? — No,  at  Laleham,  a vil- 
lage within  four  or  five  miles  of  Twickenham, 
upon  a farm  there,  and  it  was  carried  to  that  farm 
by  the  purchase  of  some  suckling  calves,  as  they 
are  commonly  called,  in  the  metropolitan  mar 
kets ; those  calves  were  the  subjects  of  the  disease, 
and  the  first  cow  which  became  affected  upon  the 
farm  was  a cow  which  suckled  a calf  which  was 
suffering  from  the  malady. 

2909.  Had  you  ever  heard  of  the  disease  before 
you  saw  it  there  ? — Never. 

2910.  Was  that  after  the  fair  that  we  have 
heard  of  at  St.  Faith’s?— No,  that  fair  was  sup- 
pressed in  1845. 

2911.  Did  the  disease  excite  much  alarm  in 

1840 1 It  excited  a great  deal  of  public  attention 

upon  that  occasion,  and  the  matter  was  taken  up 
by  the  It  oval  Agricultural  Society. 

2912.  Was  it  also  fatal?— It  was  more  fatal 
than  it  has  been  since,  but  I ascribe  the  fatality, 
in  part,  to  the  circumstance  that  veterinary  sur- 
geons did  a very  great  deal  in  attending  to  the 
animals  medically  for  the  purpose  of  arresting  the 
progress  of  the  disease. 

291 3.  You  think  the  veterinary  surgeons  killed 

more  than  they  cured  ? — I think  we  must  admit 
that  .more  harm  than  good  was  done  by  medicine 
upon  that  occasion.  _ 

2914.  At  present  yon  agree  with  Professor 
Brown,  that  the  best  thing  to  do  with  the  disease 
is  not  to  attempt  to  physic  the  animal  much  ?— I 
believe  the  same  thing  applies  to  all  those  special 
diseases,  that  what  we  have  to  do  with  them  as 
medical  men  is  to  support,  the  system,  to  assist 
nature  in  throwing  off  the  poison,  and  not  in  any 
way  to  frustrate  her  efforts. 

2915.  I think  you  heard  Professor  Brown’s 
evidence  ? — Yes,  I did. 

2916.  Do  you  agree  with  him  that  from  1839 
the  disease  has  been  more  or  less  existent  in  the 
country,  and*  has  never  been  completely  extir- 
pated ? — Quite  so ; there  have  been  periodic  out- 
breaks of  the  disease,  some  of  which  have  been 
very  remarkable  for  their  extent,  and  also  for 
affecting  other  animals  besides  cattle. 

2917.  Which  do  you  think  was  the  worst  out- 
break which  we  have  had  ?— I think  the  worst 
outbreak  was  in  1840-41,  but  the  outbreak  in 
1845  was  a vei’y  serious  one.  It  was  in  that  year 
that  St.  Faith’s  Fair,  in  Norfolk,  was  suspended 
in  consequence  of  Scotch  cattle  being  so  much 
affected  by  it,  Scotch  cattle  being  sold  at  that 
fair  in  large  numbers.  Then  we  had  an  outbreak 
in  1862,  which  was  continued  into  1863;  the 
outbreak  in  1862  was  connected  with  the  bringing 
together  of  animals  at  the  International  Show  at 
Battersea;  the  disease  spread  from  there  as  a 
centre,  and  we  had  a great  number  of  cases.  In 
1869,  again,  the  disease  was  very  rife  upon  the 
Continent ; we  have  had  the  disease,  continuing 
from  1839,  when  it  was  first  introduced,  down  to 
the  present  hour. 

2918.  Mr.  Dent.']  With  regard  to  the  Battersea 
Show,  do  you  remember  what  animals  were  sup- 
posed to  have  brought  it  there? — The  first  animal 
which  showed  the  disease  at  the  Battersea  Show 
was  a Breton  bull. 

2919.  Chairman . ] Has  the  character  of  the  out- 
breaks varied  in  this  way,  that  at  one  time  cattle 
are  more  affected  than  sheep  and  pigs,  and  at  other 


times  sheep  and  pigs  more  than  cattle  ? — The 
disease  has  varied  in  this  respect,  that  whenever 
it  has  assumed  a wide-spread  existence,  then 
sheep  and  pigs  have  also  been  affected,  and  like- 
wise domestic  poultry  on  the  different  farms- 
after  a certain  length  of  time  the  disease  has  sub- 
sided, apparently  naturally,  but  probably  depend- 
ing upon  the  circumstance  that  it  had  no  real 
material  that  it  could  well  seize  upon,  thus  it 
assumed  its  normal  proportions,  until  a state  of 
things  existed  which  again  led  to  a more  serious 
outbreak. 

2920.  Do  you  consider  this ’outbreak  of  last 
year  more  serious  than  any  other  outbreaks?— 
It  was  decidedly  not  worse  than  the  outbreak  of 
1840-41. 

2921.  You  think  it  might  have  been  worse, 
had  there  not  been  the  Act  to  check  it  ? — That  is 
my  opinion. 

2922.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  intro- 
duction of  the  disease  into  Ireland?— Yes ; it 
appeared  in  Ireland  very  shortly  after  it.  appeared 
in  England. 

2923.  After  the  year  1839  ? — In  1839.  I have 
an  extract  here  which  I made  from  the  census  of 
Ireland,  which  bears  date  1851.  In  the  year 
1841,  it  states  “ that  the  epidemic  among  cattle, 
characterised  by  a stiffness  of  the  legs  and  blis- 
ters on  the  tongue,  spread  among  sheep  in  the 
county  of  Clare,  and  prevailed  among  horned 
cattle,  goats,  pigs,  and  sheep  in  all  parts  of  Ire- 
land, and  it  also  extended  to  many  parts  of 
Europe.”  In  1842  (quoting  from  the  same  state- 
ment) the  distemper  in  cattle  again  set.  in ; and  then 
there  is  another  statement  that  it,  has  prevailed 
more  or  less  in  Ireland  down  to  the  time  of  the 
publication  of  the  Census  in  1851.  I have  also 
an  extract  from  a pamphlet  published  by  Pro- 
fessor Ferguson,  which  hoars  date  1842 ; lie  writes 
thus : “ A period  of  nearly  three  rears  has 
elapsed  since  the  first  appearance  in  this  country 
of  a peculiar  epizootic  among  horned  cattle,  the 
chief  characteristic  of  which  was  a pustular  affec- 
tion of  the  mouth,  nose,  and  feet.’’ 

2924.  Soon  after  I first  came  to  the  Depart- 
ment I was  informed  that  we  had  sent  foot  and 
mouth  disease  to  Ireland ; docs  that  mean  that  it 
had  been  completely  extirpated  in  Ireland?— 
1 can  scarcely  think  that  it  was  completely  extir- 
pated in  Ireland,  any  more  than  it  has  been 
completely  extirpated  in  England ; there  have 
been  periodical  outbreaks  of  it  in  Ireland,  just 
as  there  have  been  in  England;  but  I believe 
that  in  1869  Ireland  received  the  disease  from 
some  Channel  Island  cows  which  went  from 
Southampton;  subsequently  some  calves  were  sent 
there  from  Bristol. 

2925.  Do  you  think  that  the  disease  was  im- 
ported into  England  from  the  Continent  in  1839? 
— In  1839  no  animals  were  imported  into  Eng- 
land, nor  until  1842. 

2926.  That  is  to  say,  the  import  of  animals  was 
illegal  at  that  time  ? — The  import  of  animals  was 
illegal,  it  was  prohibited ; it  is  difficult  to  say 
how  the  disease  first  reached  England;  I have 
thought  it  was  just  possible,  reflecting  on  the 
matter  from  time  to  time,  that,  it  might  have  been 
brought  in  by  some  old  ship  stores,  a3  they  are 
called ; that  is,  animals  which  are  unconsumed 
which  had  been  taken  on  board  to  feed  the  crew 
with.  The  disease  first  appeared  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  London,  at  Stratford,  near  the  docks; 
it  spread  from  there  to  Islington,  and  from  Isling- 
ton it  spread  throughout  the  country,  and  1 

believe 
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believe  ihe  first  country  outbreak  was  the  one  plague  when  it  was  so  virulent  in  England  a Professor 
which  took  place  in  Norfolk.  hundred  years  ago,  does  it  not?— I doubt  that;  J.  B. 

2927.  I suppose  it  is  a disease,  the  existence  I think  there  was  no  prohibition  against  the  Simonds. 

of  which  had  been  long  known  upon  the  Con-  import  of  animals  in  1745,  when  we  were  visited  — - 

tinent? — There  is  a pretty  good  history  of  the  by  ihe  cattle  plague,  because  I find  that  in  1710  31  March 

disease  from  the  year  1682  ; it  was  at  the  latter  and  1711  shcep-por.  existed  in  Sussex,  and  that  ,873- 

part  of  the  17th  century  that  we  began  to  know  cattle  plague  in  1745.  I ihink,  also,  that  it  is 

more  about  contagious  diseases,  and  were  enabled  highly  probable  that  pleuro-pneumonia  existed  at 
to  classify  them  to  some  extent.  Up  to  that  time  the  same  time  in  England,  but  that  it  was  stamped 
all  these  diseases,  such  as  cattle  plague,  plcuro-  out  by  the  same  means  which  were  effectual  for 
pneumonia,  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  so  on,  eradication  of  cattle  plague.  As  late  as  1803, 
were  spoken  of  as  murrains  affecting  cattle.  also,  sheep  were  imported  from  Spain  in  large 

2928.  I merely  ask  this  question  as  a matter  of  numbers  to  improve  our  breed  of  sheep, 
curiosity,  but  like  the  cattle  plague,  do  you  2936.  When  was  the  first  prohibition? — I have 
believe  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  came  from  looked,  but  I cannot  find  any  record  of  it;  but 
the  east  ? — I can  hardly  say  that  I have  Buffi-  there  is  no  doubt  tlmt  we  imported  animals  down 
cient  information  upon  the  point  to  say  where  it  to  1805,  and  probably  later. 

comes  from;  allow  me  to  add  that  there  is  scarcely  2937.  As  regards  the  import  from  the  Conti- 
any  part  of  the  habitable  globe  which  is  not  more  nent ; it  is  a matter  of  historic  interest ; but  I 
or  less  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease ; it  suppose  it  makes  very  little  difference  as  regards 
exists  in  Africa,  at  Port  Natal,  in  Australia,  and  what  we  should  do  now,  whether  the  disease  was 
in  South  America,  and  it  is  well  known  in  India,  originally  imported  or  not  ?— Not  at  all. 
and  also  in  the  northern  parts  of  Russia.  2938  What  are  the  animals  which  you  think 

2929.  1 suppose  naturally  from  our  communi-  are  most  susceptible  of  the  disease  ? — Bovine 
cation  with  Natal,  and  with  Australia,  we  have  animals,  sheep,  pigs,  and  ordinary  domestic 
sent  the  disease  to  those  colonies? — I do  not  poultry.  It  has  also  been  stated,  but  I have  no 
know  whether  we  sent  it  to  Port  Natal,  but  I proof  of  it,  that  partridges  and  pheasants  have 
think  that  we  sent  it  undoubtedly  to  New  South  sometimes  suffered  from  the  malady  ; and  some 
Wales ; it  is  also  a singular  circumstance  that  persons  have  gone  as  far  as  to  say  that  rooks  and 
when  Ihe  disease  showed  itself  in  Victoria,  it  crows  also  have  suffered  from  it ; deer  have  like- 
broke  out  in  animals  which  had  been  exported  wise  been  stated  to  have  been  the  subjects  of  the 
from  England,  but  those  animals  had  been  in  disease ; and  this  lasjt  year  his  Grace  the  Duke  of 
Victoria  for,  I think,  a couple  of  months,  and  Buckingham  sent  the  feet  of  some  deer  to  the  col- 
were  presumed  to  be  healthy  at  the  time  they  lege  for  examination,  but  I was  not  satisfied,  from 
were  landed.  The  history  of  the  importation  of  the  condition  of  the  feet,  that  those  animals  were 
the  disease  into  New  South  Wales  is  a very  in-  affected  with  the  disease. 

teresting  and  very  instructive  one,  and  I think  2939.  With  regard  to  the  story  about  pheasants, 
should  guide  the  Committee  a great  deal  in  its  partridges,  and  crows,  is  it  not  possible  that  the 
decisions.  suspicion  may  arise,  not  from  their  having  been 

2930.  Will  you  state  why  you  think  so  ? — found  to  be  affected,  but  from  some  veterinary 
There  were  not  more  than  about  six  or  eight  surgeon  saying  that  he  thought  they  were  likely 
animals  which  were  landed  there  from  England,  to  be  affected? — I think  that  is  so;  I have  no 
and  there  are  good  reasons  for  believing  that  one  proof  of  it  myself;  but  I have  plenty  of  proof 
of  those  animals  was  the  subject  of  the  disease  that  ordinary  domestic  poultry,  that  is,  the  galli- 
when  put  on  board  the  ship  “Paramatta.”  The  naceous  tribe,  are  subject  to  the  disease.  It  is  a 
disease  was  kept  up  during  the  three  months’  voy-  remarkable  fact,  that  when  poultry  on  a farm,  are 
age,  and  they  were  suffering  from  the  conse-  affected  with  the  disease,  ducks  and  geese  are  not, 
q lienees  of  the  disease  at  the  time  they  landed,  although  mingling  freely  with  the  poultry. 

and  thus  communicated  the  disease  to  other  2940.  Hares  and  rabbits  are  said  to  be  affected 
animals  in  New  South  Wales.  by  it?— I have  no  proof  of  such  being  the  fact. 

2931.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  After  the  animals  were  2941.  Nor  dogs?— Nor  dogs.  All  experiments, 
perfectly  healthy  ? — No,  they  were  suffering  from  I believe,  in  this  country,  have  failed  to  produce 
the  consequences  of  foot  and  mouth  disease ; the  the  disease  in  dogs,  just  as  they  have  failed  so  far 
consequences  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  most  as  horses  are  concerned. 

serious ; far  more  serious  than  the  attack  itself.  2942.  Some  people  have  said  that-  human  beings 

2932.  Chairman.!  The  animals  were  infectious  have  caught  the  disease  ? — In  1840,  when  the 

the  whole  time? — Yes;  they  kept  up  the  infec-  disease  was  remarkably  rife,  Mr.  Erasmus  Wilson 
tion.  had  the  medical  charge  of  the  Infirmary  at  St. 

2933.  I gather,  from  your  answers,  that  the  Pancras,  and  I well  remember  my  predecessor, 
probability  is  we  received  the  disease  from  the  Mr.  Sewell,  being  interested  in  the  children 
Continent  in  1839,  but  that  since  that  time  it  has  taking  milk  of  diseased  cows,  which  was  brought 
been  a native  of  this  island  ? — That  is  so  ; it  from  Islington.  Those  children  took  the  milk  in 
existed  in  Holland  and  elsewhere ; in  fact,  we  abundance,  to  my  knowledge,  for  weeks  together, 
have  a distinct  history  of  it  from  1834  as  making  and  their  health  in  no  way  suffered. 

its  way  from  Hungary  towards  the  west  coast  2943.  I trust  I am  right  in  supposing  that  no 
before  it  showed  itself  in  England  in  1839 ; but  such  experiment  has  been  tried  since  to  your 
it  was  not  brought  in  by  animals  imported  direct  knowledge? — I believe  not;  but  I know  that 
from  Holland,  as  no  importations  were  allowed;  individuals,  have  tried  the  experiment  upon  them- 
and  if  it  did  come  in  by  animals,  I.  think  it  must  selves  again  and  again,  because  whenever  the 
have  come  in  by  ship  stores.  disease  lias  broken  out  upon  a farm,  many  of  the 

. 2934.  If  it  was  imported  from  abroad,  it  was  farmers’  families  have  partaken  freely  of  the  milk, 
imported  at  the  time  when  there  was  a prohibi-  Such  experiments  are  continually  going  on. 
foon  against  the  import  of  cattle  ? — Yes.  , 2944.  W e have  had  your  statement  with  regard 

2935.  The  same  fact  applies  to  the  cattle  to  the  prevalence  of  the  disease,  and  so  far  as  you 
0.58.  N 0 4 know 
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know  of  its  origin ; now,  with  regard  to  the  mode 
of  stopping  it ; in  the  first  place,  how  far  was  it, 
or  was  not  it,  the  fact  that  the  measures  taken 
durino-  the  cattle  plague  for  the  stoppage  of  the 
movement  of  cattle  had  an  effect  upon  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ?— The  disease  was  rife  at  the 
time  of  the  introduction  of  the  cattle  plague,  and 
the  measures  which  were  ultimately  effective  in 
clearing  the  country  of  cattle  plague  materially- 
decreased  the  number  of  cases  both  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  also  of  pleuro-pncumoma,  and 
we  almost  congratulated  ourselves  that  we  hail 
got  rid  of  both  those  diseases  in  getting  rid  of  the 
cattle  plague. 

2945.  How  long  did  those  restrictions  last  t — 

I think  until  the  end  of  1867.  ' 

2946.  Then  the  restrictions  were  111  full  force 
for" more  than  a year?— For  more  than  a year ; 
that  is  from  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

2947.  You  were  so  good  as  at  once  to  accede 
to  my  request,  and  to  go  down  to  the  East  Riding 
last  year,  in  consequence  of  an  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague ; you  are  aware  that  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  was  very  prevalent  in  the  East  Riding  at 
the  time  of  the  outbreak  ?— Yes,  it  was. 

2948.  Do  you  think  that  the  restrictions  on  the 
movement  of  cattle  for  the  short  time  they  lasted, 
had  any  effect  upon  it?— I think  not;  in  fact, 
legislation  for  the  disease  has  failed  completely 
in°  arresting  its  progress.  We  have  seen  that 
when  we  had  no  legislation  at  all  with  regard  to 
it,  namely,  in  1840-41,  and  onwards  up  to  the  time 
of  the  cattle  plague  restrictions,  the  disease  pe- 
riodically assumed  a serious  aspect,  and  then  de- 
clined, just  as  we  have  seen  since  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  came  into  operation. 

2949.  To  what  extent,  if  any,  do  you  think 
that  we  owed  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  last 
autumn  to  our  foreign  trade? — I do  not  think 
that  we  owed  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  very 
much  to  our  foreign  trade  during  last  autumn  ; 
it  is  unquestionably  true  that  animals  were 
brought  into  the  country  that  were  the  subjects 
of  the  malady,  but  they  were  dealt  with  in  such 
a way  as  to  prevent  any  injury  arising  therefrom; 
that  is,  they  were  killed  at  the  port  of  landing. 

2950.  I suppose  every  animal  which  comes 
from  abroad  and  having  the  disease  upon  it,  is  a 
centre  of  disease  in  the  same  manner  as  every 
animal  which  is  of  native  production  ? — Certainly, 
that  is  the  case. 

2951.  And  that  when  we  wish  to  stop  the 
disease,  the  only  way  in  which  wc  can  possibly 
hope  to  do  it,  is  by  isolating  those  centres  of 
disease  as  much  as  possible?— I question  whether 
simple  isolation,  with  such  a disease  as  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  would  be  sufficient  to  get  rid  of  it 
out  of  the  country. 

2952.  You  think  we  should  require  to  kill  the 
animals? — These  diseases  belong  very  much  to 
the  same  class,  with  regard  to  their  inspecting 
properties.  I should  consider  foot  and  mouth 
disease  as  being  equally  infectious  with  cattle 
plague.  Pleuro-pneumonia  is  by  no  means  so 
infectious  as  either  of  those  diseases,  nor  is  the 
small-pox  of  sheep. 

2953.  You  think  that  the  process  of  isolation 
would  not  answer  with  foot  and  nrouth  disease ; 
you  would  have  to  slaughter? — I think  if  it  were 
our  object  to  free  the  country  entirely  from  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  and  also  to  keep  the  country 
free  from  it,  we  must  slaughter  every  animal  which 
is  the  subject  of  the  disease  as  quickly  as  possible, 
and  lock  those  up  upon  the  premises  which  had 
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been  herded  with  them  ; in  short,  we  must  putin 
full  operation  the  cattle  plague  measures. 

2954.  You  mean  that  we  should  apply  to  the 
whole  of  the  animals  the  same  measures  as  we 
apply  to  foreign  cattle ; are  you  aware  that  the 
rule  is  that  upon  an  animal  being  found  affected 
with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  a cargo  of 
foreign  animals,  the  whole  cargo  is  slaughtered? 
— Yes. 

2955.  Do  you  think  that  in  order  to  stamp  out 
the  disease,  the  same  measures  ought  to  he  taken 
with  home  animals  ?— I think  little  short  of  that 
would  clear  the  country  of  disease,  and  if  the 
country  were  cleared  of  the  disease,  I think  we 
should  have  it  introduced  again  very  soon. 

2956.  From  where? — So  long  as  we  are  im- 
porting; there  is  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  in 
these  affections  many  substances  arc  charged  with 
the  morbific  matter,  and  thus  become  fomites,  in 
medical  language,  and  with  substances  so  charged 
we  should  have  the  germs  of  the  disease  intro- 
duced. 

2957.  Do  you  at  all  imagine  that  the  farmers 
would  tolerate  the  slaughter  of  the  animals  for 
such  a disease  as  foot  and  mouth  disease?— I 
cannot  for  a moment  imagine  they  would  tolerate 
anything  of  the  kind. 

2958. ’  Would  you  recommend  it?— Certainly 
not. 

2959.  I suppose  I am  right  in  thinking  that 
what  you  mean  is  tliis,  that  comparing  cattle 
plague  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  they  are 
almost  equally  infectious,  but  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  more  or  less  existing  in  every  country 
from  which  we  import  animals  ?— Animals  and 
merchandise  also. 

2960.  It.  is  impossible  for  us  to  have  any  reason 

to  expect  that  even  if  wo  were  to  take  these  very 
stringent,  measures  with  regard  to  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  the  countries  on  the  Continent 
would  take  anything  like  the  same  measures  as 
they  do  with  cattle  plague  ? - Certainly  not.  _ 

2961.  Consequently,  our  hope  of  stamping  it 
out  would  be  disappointed  in  two  ways ; first,  we 
should  not  get  the  home  owners  to  submit  to  the 
loss  and  the  trouble,  and  secondly,  we  could  not 
expect  that  the  dealers  on  the  Continent  would 
take  measures  which  would  preserve  us  from  the 
disease,  unless  we  wore  absolutely  to  prohibit 
foreign  import?— I quite  agree  with  you. 

2962.  You  have  read  Dr.  Williams’s  last  report, 
have  you  not? — I have. 

2963.  At  the  end  of  that  report,  lie  states 

that  he  would  lmpe  to  check  foot  and  mouth 
disease  by  measures  somewhat  less  stringent  than 
those  you  suggest ; namely,  by  imposing  restric- 
tions on  the  movement  of  the  animals,  and  by 
making  those  restrictions  uniform  and  compulsory 
by  providing,  by  Government  supervision  and 
licenses  for  removal,  for  those  restrictions  bemg 
more  efficiently  carried  out;  I gather  that  you 
do  not  suppose  that  that  will  have  the  effect  0 
extirpating  the  disease  ? — I do  not  think  xt  won 
have  the  effect ; it  would  keep  the  disease  some- 
what in  check,  but  the  disease  certainly  wou 
not  be  extirpated  by  those  means.  T 

2964.  I think  I told  you  last  autumn  that  1 
had  had  a good  deal  of  pressure  from  certain 
parts  of  the  country  to  put  in  force  the  s 
restrictions  upon  the  movement  of  cattle  as  wer 
in  existence  during  the  cattle  plague,  in  order 
check  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? You  did. 

2965.  And  you  are  still  of  opinion,  as  yoi 
were  then,  that  a six  weeks’  restriction,  wluc  ^ 
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wliat  was  asked  for,  would  have  liad  but  little 
effect? — I think  it  would  have  had  hardly  any 
beneficial  effect. 

2966.  Even  supposing  we  had  checked  it,  we 
should  have  been  liable  to  its  recurrence  almost, 
immediately  afterwards,  should  we  not  ? — Quite 
so ; when  we  look  at  the  fact  that  we  have  so 
many  centres  of  infection  in  cattle,  sheep,  and 
pigs,  we  can  see  that  our  measures  must  be  very 
stringent  indeed  if  we  hope  to  check  this  dis- 
ease. 

2967.  But  you  admit  that  although  those  mea- 
sures suggested  by  Mr.  Williams  might  not  stamp 
it  out,  they  might  check  the  disease ; but  do  you 
think  that  the  farmers  and  cattle  dealers  through- 
out the  country  would  willingly  submit  to  such 
restrictions  as  those  suggested  upon  the  movement 
of  animals  for  foot  and  mouth  disease? — I do  not 
think  they  would ; I think  it  would  be  prudent 
to  restrict  movement  as  much  as  we  possibly  can, 
and  also  exposure  in  fairs  and  markets ; I would 
leave  the  disease  in  the  Act,  but  I would  not  deal 
with  it  by  Orders  in  Council. 

2968.  You  had  a great  deal  to  do  during  the 
cattle  plague  in  watching  and  trying  to  secure  the 
carrying  out  of  the  stringent  orders  that  were 
then  in  force,  had  you  not  ? — Yes. 

2969.  Did  you  not  find  that  notwithstanding 
the  immense  loss  from  cattle  plague,  and  the 
great  fear  that  there  was  of  it  in  the  country,  it 
was  very  difficult  to  get  the  farmers  thoroughly 
to  carry  out  those  orders,  even  at  the  height  of 
the  outbreak  ? — The  wish  of  the  farmers  was 
rather  to  have  the  animals  treated  with  a view  to 
their  being  cured  rather  than  to  have  any  pre- 
ventive measures  taken,  or  to  have  any  measures 
taken  that  would  remove  the  disease  out  of  the 
country. 

2970.  I suppose  the  reluctance  fully  to  carry 
out  those  measures  would  be  very  much  more 
strongly  felt  with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
because  there  would  not  be  the  same  fear,  and 
there  would  not  be  the  same  loss  as  with  the 
cattle  plague? — I think  so,  because  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  although  it  injures  the  animal  for 
the  time  being,  seldom  lessens  the  ultimate  value 
of  the  animal ; whereas,  on  the  contrary,  cattle 
plague  destroys  by  far  the  larger  pi-oportion  of  the 
animals  atttacked  by  it. 

2971.  Are  not  the  local  authorities,  and  even 
the  central  authorities,  almost  powerless  in  carry- 
ing out  those  measures  unless  they  are  supported 
to  some  extent  by  the  public  opinion  of  the 
owners  of  the  cattle  ? — Quite  so  ; I consider  it 
depends  entirely  upon  them. 

2972.  You  have  had  occasion  to  visit  Germany, 
where  the  restrictions  with  regard  to  cattle  plague 
are  very  severe,  have  you  not  ? — Yes. 

2973.  Do  they  at  all  attempt  to  carry  out  the 
same  restrictions  with  regard  to  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — They  make  no  attempt  with 
regard  to  anything  of  the  kind ; I have  been  told 
recently  that  Switzerland  has  been  desirous  of 
getting  rid  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
very  strong  measures  have  been  had  recourse  to 
m some  of  the  cantons,  but  with  what  success  I 
am  not  informed. 

^9{4-  When  you  were  at  Zurich,  was  foot  and 
outii  disease  much  the  subject  of  your  delibe- 
rations.—It  came  before  us  as  one  of  the  sub- 
jects, but  it  was  generally  thought  that  we  could 
0 very  little  with  it,  and  at  that  time  the  disease 
W£2Q70t  vry  rife  in  Switzerland. 

0 58  °U  are  aware  hbat  I was  consulting  you 


at  the  time  that  we  tried  whal  might  be  considered 
an  experiment  on  a large  scale  at  the  Council 
Office;  in  1859,  at  the  request  of  a few  counties, 
we  made  imperative  orders  relative  to  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  somewhat  similar  to  the  pleuro- 
pneumonia Orders  ? — I am  aware  of  that. 

2976.  And  you  are  also  aware  that  we  found 
we  were  so  little  supported  by  public  opinion, 
and  that  there  were  so  many  of  the  local 
authorities  who  protested  against  those  Orders, 
that  we  found  it  expedient,  and  I may  say  neces- 
sary, to  change  the  general  compulsory  Order  into 
a permissive  power  to  the  local  authorities  to 
issue  Orders  for  their  districts  ? — It  was  so. 

2977.  I think  I gather  from  this,  that  you 
would  not  think.it  worth  while  to  try  to  do  any- 
thing by  Order  in  Council  beyond  the  provisions 
in  the  Act  itself? — I think  not. 

. 2978.  Let  me  turn  your  attention  to  the  pro- 
visions in  the  Act  in  Sections  57  & 58;  this  makes 
it  an  offence  to  expose  an  animal  affected  with 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  any  market  or  fair, 
.or  in  any  saleyard  or  any  lair  connected  therewith; 
would  you  keep  up  that  provision  ? — I would. 

2979.  Then  it  goes  on  to  state  that  it  makes 
it  an  offence  to  send  or  cause  to  he  carried  on  a 
railway,  canal,  or  river,  or  any  other  inland  navi- 
gation, or  on  a coasting  vessel,  or  cause  to  he 
carried,  led,  or  driven  on  a highway  or  thorough- 
fare, any  animal  affected  with  a contagious  or 
infectious  disease  ; would  you  keep  that  up  ? — I 
should  keep  that  up  only  in  part.  I think  that 
animals  which  are  the  subjects  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  should  be  allowed  to  be  removed  from  off 
a farmer’s  premises  to  a slaughterhouse.  I can 
readily  believe  that  a number  of  them  might  be 
flit  cattle  at  the  time,  and  it  might  be  desirable 
and  advantageous  upon  the  part  of  the  proprietors 
to  get  those  animals  slaughtered,  and  to  turn 
them  to  the  best  account.  I would  allow  removal 
from  those  places  to  the  slaughterhouse,  and  I 
would  also  allow  the  removal  of  cattle  from  one 
part  of  a farm  to  another,  so  as  to  allow  a change 
of  pasturage  for  store  stock. 

2980.  Is  that  the  only  relaxation  which  you 
would  make  in  that  part  of  the  section  ? — That  is 
the  only  relaxation  I would  make. 

2981.  Mr.  Dent.~\  Would  you  allow  them  to  be 
removed  across  a highway  from  one  part  of  a farm 
to  another  ? — Yes,  across  the  same  farm ; I think 
when  we  come  to  look  at  the  practical  working 
of  legislative  measures  with  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  that  it  is  a serious  thing  to  lock 
up  a number  of  animals  upon  a piece  of  pasture 
ground  and  half  starve  them ; I think  they  should 
be  allowed  to  move  freely  about  from  one  part  of 
the  farm  to  another. 

2982.  Chairman .]  We  have  had  several  of 
those  cases  sent  up  to  the  Office,  not  only  that  they 
want  to  remove  them  to  another  pasture,  and 
store  them  better,  hut  to  remove  them  from  an 
outlaying  part  of  the  farm  to  one  where  they 
could  be  more  easily  tended  ; do  you  think  the 
farmers  ought  to  be  allowed  to  move  them  along 
a road  for  such  purposes  ? — I do. 

2983.  I asked  the  same  question  of  Professor 
Brown,  and  he  thought  there  was  much  danger 
of  the  infection  that  they  would  leave  behind 
them  in  their  passage  along  a road? — There 
would  be  some  danger,  no  doubt ; but  I think, 
looking  to  all  the  circumstances,  it  is  a danger 
that  we  should  incur. 

2984.  We  have  had  the  same  difficulty  with 
regard  to  animals  that  have  been  landed  from 
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Ireland,  in  reference  to  taking  them  to  a place 
that  was  in  other  respects  most  convenient  for 
slaughter,  because  it  happened  to  be  along  a road 
for  a short  distance ; would  you  relax  the  rule 
for  that  purpose  ? — I would  deal  with  foreign 
stock,  and  with  Irish  stock,  in  this  manner that 
the  exporter  should  declare  whether  the  animals 
were  store  animals  or  fat  animals,  and  the  fat 
annuals  found  to  be  the  subjects  of  disease,  upon 
their  arrival  in  England,  I would  have  slaugh- 
tered ; foreign  animals  upon  the  spot,  and  Irish 
animals  at  the  port  of  lanclinir ; store  animals  I 
would  send  back  either  to  Ireland,  or  the  Conti- 
nent,  if  they  were  found  to  be  affected  with  the 
disease;  I would  not  add  to  the  amount  of  disease 
existing  in  England,  if  I could  avoid  it. 

2985.  The  suggestion  you  have  just  made  with 
respect  to  sending  back  store  animals  applies  to 
Ireland  only,  does  not  it?— No  ; I would  make  it 
apply  to  Denmark,  and  such  other  countries  as 
send  us  store  stock  from  time  to  time. 

2986.  You  would  relax  the  restriction  upon 
Holland  and  Denmark  that  exists  at  present,  that 
whether  they  be  store  or  fat  cattle,  they  all  have 
to  be  slaughtered,  to  this  extent : that  if  there 
were  one  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  you 
would  allow  the  store  stock  to  be  sent  back  ?— I 
would.  Take  the  case  of  cattle  coming,  we  will 
say,  from  Holland : Holland,  when  she  is  short  of 
grass,  sends  us  large  numbers  of  cattle  which  are 
worth  only  about  4 l.  each  ; if  they  are  affected 
with  the  disease  she  ought  to  take  them  back,  and 
I would  make  her  take  them  back ; I think  a 
lesson  or  two  of  that  kind  would  have  a great  effect 
upon  the  exporters  of  foreign  cattle. 

2987.  That  would  not  be  so  severe  a lesson  as 
compelling  them  to  kill  them,  would  it? — They 
would  not  care  much  about  killing  them,  because 
they  would  get  a small  amount  for  them ; and  in 
the  other  case,  they  would  have  them  sent  back 
again,  and  would  thus  get  nothing  for  them. 

2988.  You  would  not  give  them  the  option  of 
having  them  killed  ? — No,  I would  kill  the  fat 
cattle;  we  want  the  fat  cattle  as  food,  and  I 
would  make  the  countries  which  sent  us  store 
cattle,  if  they  were  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  take  them  back  again. 

2989.  You  do  not  imagine  that  there  would  be 
any  legal  difficulty  with  regard  to  determining 
whether  they  were  store  or  fat  cattle  ? — No  ; I 
would  have  a declaration  upon  the  part  of  the 
exporter,  whether  they  were  stove  or  fat  cattle. 

2990.  Do  you,  or  do  you  not,  think  that  there 
has  been  much  importation  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  lately  ? — Not  being  now  connected  with 
the  office,  I have  had  hut  very  few  opportunities 
of  ascertaining  lately  what  amount  of  diseased 
cattle  have  been  sent  over  from  the  Continent. 

2991.  It  is  a very  considerable  punishment,  is 
it  not,  to  the  importers  of  animals  from  non- 
scheduled  countries  to  cause  their  cattle  to  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing  ? —It  is. 

2992.  With  regard  to  the  Irish  export,  have 
you  any  suggestion  to  make  to  the  Committee  for 
the  prevention  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 
I think  the  Irish  cattle  should  all  be  detained  at 
the  port  of  landing  for  a certain  time,  perhaps  six 
or  eight  hours,  and  the  cattle  declared  to  be  fat 
cattle  by  the  exporter  from  Ireland,  if  found  to 
be  affected,  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
landing,  and  the  store  cattle  affected  should  be 
taken  back  to  Ireland. 

2993.  What  is  the  length  of  the  incubation  of 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Direct  experiment 


has  shown  that  the  disease  will  declare  itself  ia 
forty  hours.  I made  an  experiment  of  that  kind 
in  1840,  and  practical  observations  since  would 
seem  to  show  that  the  disease  is  incubated  as 
much  as  three  days. 

2994.  Are  you  aware  that  a good  many  persons 
whose  opinions  are  deserving  of  attention  think 
that  the  Irish  animals  catch  the  disease  on  board 
ship  ?— It  is  quite  possible  that  if  a vessel  brought 
a number  of  animals  which  were  the  subjects  of 
disease,  and  that  vessel  was  not  thoroughly 
cleansed  and  disinfected,  the  other  animals  put  ou 
board  would  contract  the  disease ; but  I believe 
the  fact  that  so  many  Irish  stock  cattle  have 
arrived  in  the  country  affected  with  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  has  arisen  from  the  circumstance 
that  the  animals  have  been  gathered  out  of  herds 
in  which  the  disease  existed. 

2995.  We  have  to  deal,  have  we  not,  with  the 
fact  in  general  applying  to  all  cattle  owners  and 
cattle  exporters,  that,  unless  there  are  measures 
making  it  inconvenient  to  them  to  do  so,  they  have 
a strong  temptation  to  send  to  a distant  market 
any  animals  affected  with  any  contagious  disease? 

— That  is  the  case. 

2996.  You  are  aware,  I suppose,  that  the  im- 
porting interest  from  the  Continent,  and  also  the 
consuming  interest  as  represented  by  the  butchers, 
especially  from  the  northern  towns,  not  merely 
butchers  but  other  persons  representing  the  con- 
sumers, have  protested  against  so  much  more 
stringent  regulations  existing  with  regard  to  the 
foreign  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease than  exist  with  regal'd  to  the  home  animals? 
—That  has  been  so ; because  butchers  supplying 
the  people  in  large  centres  of  consumption  of 
meat  are  desirous,  of  course,  of  purchasing  ani- 
mals at  as  cheap  a rate  as  they  possibly  can ; 
and,  as  a general  rule,  perhaps,  they  can  purchase 
foreign  animals  a little  cheaper  than  they  cau  • 
English  animals. 

2997.  You  have  had  great  experience,  not 
merely  in  watching  disease,  but  in  watching  the 
effect  of  measures  to  stop  disease ; how  far  do 
you  think  it  would  ho  possible  to  maintain  the 
present  regulation  of  slaughtering  all  the  fat  ani- 
mals in  a cargo  if  one  of  them  had  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  or  of  sending  back  the  store 
animals,  if  at  the  same  time,  with  regard  to  home 
animals  which  had  the  disease,  all  that  we  did  was 
to  make  it  punishable  to  send  an  actually  infected 
animal  along  a highway  or  into  a fair  or  market? 
—I  do  not  think  it  would  be  prudent  for  us  to 
listen  to  any  representations  which  might  be  made 
by  foreign  importers ; I think  that  we  should  not 
be  justified  in  allowing  any  relaxation  which 
would  add  to  the  amount  or  disease  existing  in 
this  country ; we  might  deal  in  one  way  with  our 
own  cattle,  but  we  should  deal  more  summarily 
with  animals  which  are  sent  into  the  country, 
which  are  the  subjects  of  infectious  disease. 

2998.  You  do  not  fear  a reply  being  made 

somewhat  similar  to  what  you  have  already  stated, 
that  the  disease,  however  it  came  to  England,  18 
now  an  English  disease,  and  this  interference 
with  the  foreign  trade  would  not  stamp  it  ou  j 
and  would  very  much  more  seriously  affect  the 
foreign  trade  than  we  felt  it  could  affect  the  home 
trade  ?— I believe  a pressure  would  he  put  upon 
the  Government  of  the  day  for  that  purpose,  n 
at  the  same  time  I do  not  think  it  would  be  pru- 
dent to  yield  to  that  pressure.  . , 

2999.  Will  you  turn  to  Section  58,  whien 
makes  it  an  offence  “ to  place  any  animal  anec  e 
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with  contagious  disease  ” (and  therefore  any  ani-  is  incubated  for  a very  considerable  length  of  Professor 
mals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease)  “on  time.  Pleuro-pneumonia  is  a remarkable  excep-  -®- 
any  common  or  uninclosed  land,  or  in  any  field  tion  to  those  diseases  in  this  respect.  Simonds . 

or  any  other  place  insufficiently  fenced,  or  on  the  3012.  How  long  does  it  incubate  ?-  Cases  have  urCli 

side  of  a highway ; ” would  you  keep  up  that  occurred  from  10  to  12  weeks  after  exposure  to  3 
restriction? — T think  I should  ; I think  placing  the  infection.  /J' 

animals  upon  uninclosed  land  would  offer  facili-  3013.  You  stated,  in  answer  to  a previous 
ties  for  those  animals  to  stray  along  roads  and  question,  that  pleuro-pneumonia  was  less  con- 
come  in  contact  with  healthy  animals.  tagious  than  foot  and  mouth  disease  or  cattle 

3000.  The  suggestions  then  that  you  have  plague? — I believe  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  more 
made  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  ; easily  dealt  with  than  either  ot  those  diseases,  in 
first:  that  we  should  give  up  attempting  to  stop  consequence  of  its  being  less  infectious. 

it  by  Orders  in  Council,  beyond  the  provisions  3014.  But  does  not  it  make  up  for  that,  and 
in  the  Act  ? — Y es.  make  it  almost  as  difficult  to  he  dealt  with,  by 

3001.  And  secondly,  that  we  should  so  far  the  disease  remaining  undetected  for  so  long  a 
modify  Section  57  as  to  allow  in  certain  cases  period? — I think  that  if  all  animals  affected 
an  animal  to  be  taken  across  a highway  ?— -Yes.  with  pleuro-pneumonia  were  killed,  and  strict 

3002.  Thirdly,  with  regard  to  foreign  animals,  isolation  were  observed;  we  should  soon  get  rid 

you  would  order  store  cattle  to  be  sent  back  if  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  We  know  as  a fact  that 
the  cargo  has  any  infected  animals  in  it  ? — I in  a herd  of  20  or  30  animals,  if  pleuro-pneumonia 
would.  . is  allowed  to  go  on  even  for  some  weeks,  that  a 

3003.  Fourthly,  with  regard  to  the  Irish  im-  large  proportion  of  the  animals  escape  the  attack; 
port,  you  would  have  a quarantine  of  six  hours,  that  is  not  so  with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
and  in  the  case  of  any  animals  in  the  cargo  having  nor  with  sheep  pox. 

foot  and  mouth  disease,  you  would  slaughter  all  3015.  Mr.  Pell.]  Do  you  extend  that  remark 
the  fat  animals  and  you  would  send  back  the  store  to  young  animals  ? — To  young  and  old  alike ; it 
animals  ? — Just  so.  is  one  of  the  conditions  which  govern  the  disease. 

3004.  Now  we  will  turn  to  pleuro-pneumonia : 3016.  Chairman.]  Is  an  animal  infectious 

when  did  we  first  bear  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  during  the  process  of  the  incubation  of  the 
England? — We  first  heard  of  pleuro-pneumonia  disease? — There  is  no  sufficient  proof  of  that 
in  1841.  _ with  regard  to  any  of  these  diseases,  although  as 

3005.  Did  you  see  it  yourself  then  7 — I saw  it  the  period  of  incubation  passes  away,  and  the 

myself  in  1841.  disease  is  about  to  manifest  itself  in  a visible  form, 

3006.  This  is  a matter,  I suppose,  only  of  his-  we  may  then  say  that  infection  begins. 

torieal  interest,  but  the  disease  did  come  from  3017.  What  do  you  consider  to  be  the  average 
abroad,  did  it  not? — There  is  no  proof  that  it  fatality  incases  of  foot  and  month  disease? — It 
came  direct  from  abroad.  The  disease  existed  depends  very  much  indeed  upon  how  the  animals 
early  in  Ireland,  and  it  has  been  said  that  it  ave  managed,  and  so  on;  but  looking  to  the 
existed  in  Ireland  in  consequence  of  some  friend  of  disease  as  a whole  as  affecting  both  store  stock 
one  of  the  British  consuls  in  Holland  having  some  and  fat  stock,  I should  think  1 per  cent,  would 
animals  sent  to  him  either  in  “ 1839,  1840,  or  fully  cover  the  loss. 

1841.”  3018.  Have  you  seen  that  estimate  bringing 

3007.  That  may  be  an  interesting  question  for  Up  the  loss  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  a 
the  historians  of  the  disease,  but  I suppose  it  is  tremendous  figure,  averaging  it  at  2 /.  a head  for 
not  one  which  affects  ■ our  deliberations  one  way  every  animal  affected  ? — I have  seen  that  esti- 
or  the  other? — I do  not  think  it  does  at  all ; we  mate. 

have  proof  upon  proof  that  the  disease  existed  in  3019.  Do  you  concur  with  it  ? — I can  concur 
Ireland  as  early  as  it  did  in  England,  namely,  in  with  it  in  certain  individual  cases ; but  when  I 
1841,  and  in  both  countries  prior  to  the  removal  come  to  look  at  the  disease  as  a whole  throughout 
of  the  restrictions  upon  the  import  of  foreign  the  country,  I cannot,  and  do  not,  concur  with 
cattle.  it,  I do  not  think  the  loss  is  anything  like  equal 

3008.  With  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  to  that  calculation. 

are  you  one  of  those  who  believe  that  it  is  not  3020.  Now,  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia ; 
spontaneous? — Certainly  so.  I believe  that  all  what  is  the  rate  of  fatality  in  cases  of  that  disease? 
diseases  of  an  infectious  kind  depend  upon  special  — The  fatality  of  pleuro-pneumonia  may  be  said 
germs  of  infecting  material,  and  ihat  the  spread  to  be  equal  to  the  fatality  of  cattle  plague ; it  is 
of  the  infecting  material  is  governed  by  fixed  very  rarely  that  an  animal  recovers,  and  it  is 
laws,  and  I believe  also  that  no  common  causes  or  fortunate  indeed  that  it  does  not  recover, 
combination  of  common  causes  will  produce  those  3021.  That  being  the  case,  you  would  consider 
special  animal  poisons.  that  an  animal  is  worth  but  very  little  to  its  owner 

3009.  I suppose  there  must  have  been  a time  which  really  has  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Very  little 
when  they  first  began,  without  infection? — indeed. 

Doubtless  so,  but  not  in  this  country.  3022.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Not  to  kill? — A fat 

3010.  And  to  trace  that  is  about  as  difficult  animal  killed  directly,  and  sent  into  the  markets, 

as  to  trace  the  origin  of  evil,  I suppose  ? — I think  as  hundred  are  every  year,  no  doubt  would  realise 
so ; both  probably  are  depending  entirely  upon  a sum  which  would  be  remunerative  to  the 
the  same  cause.  owner.  , 

"Oil.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  do  3023.  Chairman.]  Which  sum,  if  the  owner 
you  think  that  that  is  not  spontaneous? — Cer-  sends  it  into  the  markets,  he  would  obtain. 

—“Y  not.  Encouragement  has  been  given  to  Yes.  , 

the  idea  that  pleuro-pneumonia  may  not  be  con-  3024.  Mr.  Dent.  1 A fat  animal  affected  with 
tagious,  arising  out  of  the  circumstance  that  so  pleuro-pneumonia  before  medical  treatment,  is 
long  a period  of  time  often  elapses  between  one  perfectly  good  for  human  food,  is  it  not?— I be- 
case  and  a second  ; we  know  now  that  the  disease  lieve  so;  we  have  eaten  thousands  of  them 
0.58.  p 2 m 
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Professor  in  this  country  since  "1841 ; and  I believe  there 
J-  B.  js  jjq  evidence  ot  the  flesh  of  animals  affected 
Shnonds.  wjth  pleuro-pneumonia  ever  having  done  any 

31  March  3025.  Chairman.']  Will  you  turn  to  the  54th 
*873-  section  of  the  Act,  which  relates  to  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, and  the  7 th  Schedule  ; would  you  make 
any  alteration  with  regard  to  those  provisions?  - 
I should  make  an  alteration,  perhaps,  with  regard 
to  the  inspection  of  animals,  and  also  with  refer- 
ence to  the  persons  to  whom  the  notices  should 
he  sent.  . 

3026.  You  mean  with  regard  to  Sections  54 
and  55  ?— Yes ; I would  make  alterations  with 
regard  to  the  arrangement  of  giving  t notice.  T 
have  no  confidence  in  the  present  system  ot 
inspecting  animals  as  to  whether  they  are  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia  or  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease, or  any  other  contagious  disease. 

3027.  What  changes  would  you  make?— I 
think  that  each  county  should  be  divided  into 
sections,  and  professional  inspectors  should  be 
appointed  for  each,  and  that  the  divisions  or 
sections  should  be  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of 
the  cattle  population.  I think  that  those  in- 
spectors should  be  appointed  by  the  Government, 
and  that  all  veterinary  surgeons  who  are  engaged 
in  ordinary  practice  throughout . the  country, 
should  furnish  them  with  certificates  of  the  exist- 
ence of  any  contagious  disesases  upon  a farm 
which  they  might  have  visited  as  medical  atten- 
dants upon  the  animals. 

3028.  At  present,  the  local  authority  is  bound 
by  the  Act  to  appoint  inspectors,  but  only  so 
many  as  appear  to  them  necessary  for  the  execu- 
tion of  this  Act  ? — That  is  so. 

3029.  It  is  within  your  knowledge  that  a good 
many  of  those  inspectors  have  no  professional 
knowledge,  I believe?— It  is  so.  Policemen 
have  been  appointed  in  order,  no  doubt,  .to  lessen 
the  county’s  expenses;  that  is,  immediately  to 
lessen  them,  but  at  the  same  time  to  make  them 
greater  in  the  long  run,  by  their  not  knowing 
anything  about  what  should  be  done  under  such 
circumstances. 

3030.  Take  Section  54,  which  says,  “ Where 
an  inspector  finds  pleuro-pneumonia  to  exist 
within  his  district,  he  shall  forthwith  make  a de- 
claration thereof,  under  his  hand  do  you  think 
it  is  at  all  reasonable  to  expect  that  anybody  but 
a veterinary  surgeon  would  be  able  to  define 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Certainly  not. 

3031.  I suppose  an  experienced  stock  keeper 
would  ?— An  experienced  stock  keeper  might  de- 
tect the  disease  when  it  was  far  advanced,  but 
then  considerable  mischief  would  have  been  done. 
We  want  to  have  the  disease  detected  at  its  ear- 
liest stage,  and  it  is  often  a most  diffi  cult  thing  even 
for  a professional  man  to  determine  whether  an 
animal  is  or  is  not  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia 
in  its  earlier  stages  at  a first  examination. 

3032.  A policeman  would  have  to  be  an  un- 
commonly sharp  fellow  to  detect  that  ? — An  un- 
commonly sharp  fellow. 

3033.  I understand  you  to  say  that  those  in- 
spectors not  only  ought  to  be  veterinary  surgeons, 
but  that  they  ought  not  to  be  appointed  by  the 
local  authority ; why  would  you  not  have  them 
appointed  by  the  local  authority  ? — I think  the 
inspectors  should  be  under  the  immediate  direction 
of  the  central  department,  and  should  communi- 
cate at  once  with  the  central  department,  and 
should  receive  instructions  with  reference  to  how 


they  were  to  proceed  with  regard  to  any  infectious 
disease  which  might  show  itself. 

3034.  Would  that  not  be  open  to  the  incon- 
venience of  the  central  department  iu  London 
being  responsible  for  the  action  taken  with  re- 
gard to  every  attack  of  disease  throughout  the 
country? — No,  I do  not  think  it  would;  if 
veterinary  surgeons  had  to  send  to  the  individual 
who  was  appointed  by  the  central  authority  a 
certificate  of  the  existence  of  disease,  and  those 
men  would  detect  the  disease,  whatever  it  might 
be,  upon  the  premises  where  it  occurred,  they 
would  only  report  such  cases  to  him. 

3035.  Would  it  not  answer  that  purpose  if  the 
appointment  of  the  head  inspector  was  limited  to 
the  appointment  of  a veterinary  surgeon,  and 
that  it  should  continue  to  be  made  by  the  local 
authority  with  the  assent  to  the  appointment  of 
the  central  department? — Yes,  that  might  answer 
the  purpose. 

3036.  When  you  say  the  inspector,  you  would 
think  that  a policeman  might  act  under  the  orders 
of  the  veterinary  surgeon?— Policemen  might  he 
used  for  the  purpose  of  transmitting  information, 
but  I think  that  the  certificates  should  come 
direct  from  the  veterinary  surgeon  to  the  head 
inspector. 

3037.  What  extent  of  area,  generally  speaking, 
would  an  active  veterinary  surgeon  inspector, 
whose  time  was  fully  occupied  and  who  did  no- 
thing else,  be  able  to  undertake  ?— With  the 
present  facilities  of  getting  about  the  counties  by 
railways  he  would  take  a great  extent  in  many 
counties,  but  hi  some  counties  a very  limited  one, 
because  the  cattle  population  would  be  large  in 
some  counties  and  very  small  in  others ; in  some 
• counties  there  are  very  few  cattle  kept,  and  in 
others  a large  quantity. 

3038.  Take  a medium  county,  such  as  Dorset- 
shire ; do  you  think  one  inspector  could  manage 
Dorsetshire  No,  I do  not  think  one  inspector 
could  manage  Dorsetshire,  looking  at  the  number 
of  cattle  and  sheep  in  Dorsetshire.  You  must 
bear  in  mind  that  you  must  deal  with  sheep  and 
pigs  also  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

3039.  But  we  have  got  rid  of  foot  and  mouth 

disease,  with  the  exception  of  putting  Sections  57 
and  58  in  force?— If  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  put  aside  altogether,  I think,  in  all  probability, 
about  three  inspectors  might  he  needed  in  a 
county  like  Dorset.  , „ _T  j n 

3040.  Take  Norfolk,  for  example  ?— Norfolk 
is  a very  difficult  county  to  deal  with  in  inany 
respects;  Norfolk  is  a county,  which  rears  no 
cattle  of  its  own,  or  very  few  ; it  is  a very  large 
importing  county,  and  it  is  a county  which  boas 
of  standing  at  the  head  of  ag'  iculture  ; 1 do  no 
know  whether  it  does  so  or  not;  I flunk  we 
might  require  several  inspectors  to  satisfy  t e 
Norfolk  people,  as  a whole. 

3041.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  We  have  nine  in- 
spectors at  the  present  moment ; do  you  t in 
that  is  a fair  amount  ? — I should  think  nine  or  es 
would  do  the  work. 

3042.  Chairman.]  Then  we  have  got  to  tne 

inspection,  and  what  you  think  would  be  a be 
security  for  a good  inspection ; now  do  you  wans 
any  further  alteration  ? — Animals  affected  w 
pleuro-pneumonia,  I think,  should  be  kiuea , 
early  as  possible ; I think  that  should  be  m 
imperative.  . • 

3043.  Then  you  would  make  this  alteration 
the  'seventh  schedule,  that  instead  of  m®rV 
requiring  that  animals  affected  should  no  ^ 
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moved,  except  for  slaughter,  'and  that  animals 
infected  should  not  he  moved  without  a license  ; 
you  would  kill  all  that  were  attacked  at  once?— 

3044.  What  would  vou  do  with  those  which 
were  infected  ; by  infected  I mean  those  that 
had  been  herded  with  animals  affected? — I would 
only  allow  them  to  be  moved  off  the  premises  by 
license  to  a place  for  slaughter. 

3045.  There  was  a great  deal  of  discussion  m 
Parliament  at  the  time  the  Act  was  passed  as  to 
whether  30  days  was  a long  enough  time  before 
the  expiration  of  which  a place  which  had  been 
declared  infected  could  uot  be  declared  to  be  un- 
infected ; do  you  think  the  time  long  enough  ? — 

I think,  for  practical  purposes,  we  may  consider 
it  long  enough,  but  certainly  there  are  cases 
where'the  disease  has  been  incubated  for  a much 
longer  time ; but  great  inconvenience  would  arise 
from  regulations  of  the  kind  alluded  to  being  in 
force  for  three  months. 

3046.  Now,  turning  to  the  foreign  _ import, 
with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  have  you  any 
suggestions  to.  make  with  regard  to  the  foreign 
trade,  except  that  which  you  have  already  made 
with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth*  disease,  that  all 
store  animals  which  have  been  in  cargoes  where 
there  has  been  disease  should  be  sent  back  ? —I 
should  deal  precisely  in  the  same  manner  with 
pleuro-pneumonia ; I should  slaughter  all  the  fat 
cattle,  and  presuming  that  any  store  cattle  were 
sent  in  the  vessel  with  Ihe  fat  cattle,  or  by  them- 
selves, 1 should  send  them  back,  . 

3047.  With  regard  to  the  Irish  import,  how 
would  you  deal  with  that  ? — I should  deal  with 
it  in  precisely  the  same  way. 

3048.  Do  you  think  that  a six  hours’  quaran- 
tine would  be  of  any  use  in  pleuro-pneumonia  ? 
— 1 do  not. 

3049.  Except  that  it  would  give  you  rather 
more  time  for  careful  inspection? — It  would  give 
more  time  for  careful  inspection. 

3050.  Now,  we  will  come  to  sheep  pox  ; that 
distemper  was  very  prevalent  in  1848,  was  it 
not? — It  was  very  prevalent  indeed  in  1848  ; it 
was  introduced  into  this  country  in  the  year 
1847. 

3051.  Was  it  stamped  out  or  did  it  grow  out? 
— There  were  no  legislative  measures  until  the 
,atter  part  of  1848,  I think,  to  deal  with  sheep 
pox,  and  in  consequence  of  that  the  disease  was 
spread  far  and  wide;  infected  animals  were  sent 
all  over  the  country.  But  when  the  Act  was 
brought  into  operation,  which  simply  in  point  ot 
fact  effected  the  isolation  of  the  animals,  the 
disease  began  to  decline,  and  by  isolation,  we  may 
be  said,  with  inoculation  and  other  means  that 
were  used,  to  have  got  rid  of  the  disease  in  1850. 

3052.  We  had  an  outbreak  just  before  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  had  we  not? — -Yes,,  there  was 
an  outbreak  in  Cheshire,  and  there  was  also  an- 
other in  Northamptonshire.  Besides  these  there 
have  been  various  other  outbreaks ; there  was  one 
immediately  before  the  introduction  of  the  cattle 
plague  in  the  county  of  Susse/. 

3053.  The  Privy  Council  making  use  of  the 
power  which  they  had  then  to  issue  orders, 
stamped  it  out  very  quickly  ? — Yes,  they  stamped 
it  out  very  quickly  in  Cheshire,  and  in  the  other 
counties,  as  they  had  power  to  do  so  by  Act  of 
Parliament. 

3054.  Did  you  order  slaughter  before  this  Act 
was  passed,  or  did  you  rely  upon  strict  isolation  ? 
— W e relied  upon  strict  isolation. 

0.58. 


3055.  You  are  aware  that  there  are  some  per- 
sons in  authority  who  recommend  that  we  should 
order  slaughter  for  sheep  pox,  as  we  do  for  cattle 
plague  ; would  you  recommend  that  ? — Certainly 
not ; my  experience  shows  this,  that  when  the 
disease  exists  in  a flock  at  the  commencement,  if 
we  slaughter  the  affected  animals  and  isolate  the 
others,  and  look  them  over  carefully  day  by  day, 
we  prevent  any  further  extension  of  the  disease. 

3056.  I gather  from  that  answer  that  you 
would  leave  the  Act  very  much  as  it  stands  with 
reference  to  sheep  pox,  that  is,  that  we  should 
have  rules  of  the  same  stringency  with  reference 
to  isolation  and  movement  as  in  cattle  plague,  but 
that  we  should  not  order  slaughter? — Yes,  I 
would  leave  the  Act  very  much  as  it  is. 

3057.  Now  we  come  to  cattle  plague;  you 
have  read  Professor  Brown’s  history  of  the  late 
outbreak  in  the  East  Riding,  have  you  not? — I 
have.' 

3058.  Do  you  concur  with  that  generally, 

speaking  from  your  own  personal  knowledge  ? — 
Quite  so.  * 

3059.  You  agree  with  him  that  it  is  a very 
strong  probability,  almost  amounting  to  a cer- 
tainty, that  it  was  imported  by  the  “Joseph 
Soames  ” ? — I think  there  can  be  no  doubt  about 
it. 

3060.  And  you  have  no  belief  whatever  in  its 
having  been  introduced  into  the  country  by  the 
animals  which  were  washed  ashore? — Certainly 
not;  those  animals  were  washed  ashore  in 
Lincolnshire,  and  the  disease  showed  itself  in 
Yorkshire ; the  animals  which  were  first  attacked 
were  known  to  have  come  from  the  Hull  market. 

3061.  Notwithstanding  the  exceeding  virulence 
of  this  disease,  am  I not  right  in  supposing  that 
it  requires  a good  deal  of  veterinary  knowledge 
to  be  quite  sure  that  au  animal  which  is  affected 
with  it  has  it? — The  symptoms  of  cattle  plague 
vary  considerably,  and  very  often  it  is  difficult 
for  a man,  unless  he  has  had  experience,.  to  de- 
termine as  to  whether  an  animal  is,  or  is  not, 
affected  with  the  cattle  plague. 

3062.  You  will  recollect  last  autumn  I had  an 
anxious  time  of  it  for  a week  or  two,  owing,  to 
many  false  rumours  of  cattle  plague  reaching 
the  Office  ? — I recollect  it. 

3063.  And  nothing  but  a man  of  your  autho- 

rity going  down  and  examining  would  probably 
have  satisfied  the  persons  in  the  neighbourhood 
that  it  was  not  cattle  plague  ? — There  were  many 
false  reports,  as  they  turned  out  to  be.  I was 
enabled  to  satisfy  myself  that  those  cases  were 
not  cases  of  cattle  plague,  and,  consequently , that 
the  disease  did  not  extend  beyond,  where  it  was 
first  introduced  from  the  Hast  Riding  of  York- 
shire.  . 

3064.  Supposing  that  we  had  not  been  able  to 
isolate  the  disease  iu  the  East.  Riding,  and  that, 
either  from  our  not  putting  in  force  the  Order 
with  regard  to  movement,  or  from  any  other 
cause,  it  had  got  up  to  London,  you  would  have 
expected  that  it  would  have  got  all  over  England . 
— There  is  no  doubt  if  it  had  reached  the  Metro- 
politan Market  that  it  would  have  very  quickly 
spread  through  the  country. 

3065.  And  you  would  then  have  been  in  great 
alarm,  in  consequence  of  the  great  want,  through- 
out the  country  of  inspectors  of  real  knowledge . 
—Indeed,  T should ; I think,  that  if  that  had  been 
the  case  it  would  have  required  more  inspectors 
1o  be  attached  to  the  central  department,,  and  to 
have  sent  almost  everywhere,  under  existing 

p 3 circumstances. 


Professor 
J.  B. 
Simonds. 

31  March 
‘873. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


118 


MINUTES  OP  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Professor 
J.  B. 
Simonds. 

31  March 

1S73. 


circumstances,  to  know  whether  cattle  plague  ex- 
isted or  not. 

3066.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  cattle 
plague  rules  should  be  altered  to  this  extent,  in 
two  ways,  first,  that  the  discretion  should  be 
taken  away  from  the  local  authorities  with  refer- 
ence to  the  slaughter  of  animals  herded  with  those 
which  are  diseased,  but  that  it  should  be  their 
duty  at  once  to  order  such  slaughter ; will  you 
inform  the  Committee  what  is  your  opinion  upon 
that  point? -I  think  it  would  be  the  right  thing 
to  do,  to  slaughter  every  animal  which  had  been 
exposed  to  the  infection  of  cattle  plague,  and  I 
also  think  that  a power  of  slaughter  should  be 
extended  to  animals  that  are  in  dangerous  proxi- 
mity to  the  disease.  _ . . 

3067.  Am  I to  understand  by  that  that  you 
would  make  it  necessary  that  animals  in  the 
same  herd  should  be  slaughtered,  but  that  you 
would  leave  it  within  the  discretion  of  the  local 
authority  to  order  the  slaughter  of  animals  in  the 
neighbouring  field  ? — Quite  so. 

3068.  There  has  been  a great  deal  of  difference 
of  opinion  with  reference  to  compensation ; have 
you  any  remark  to  make  upon  that  subject? — I 
think,  under  certain  circumstances,  perhaps  full 
compensation  might  be  allowed  for  the  animals 
that  were  slaughtered  as  being  in  dangerous 
proximity  ; three-fourths  of  the  value  would  be 
quite  sufficient,  I think,  for  animals  slaughtered 
on  account  of  having  been  in  contact  with  the 
animals  affected.  . 

3069.  Is  not  that  a most  liberal  allowance  i — 
Very  liberal  indeed. 

3070.  Have  we  not  reason  to  suppose  that  any 
animal  which  has  been  in  contact  with  the  disease 
is  in  the  greatest  possible  danger  of  catching  it? 
—Yes. 

3071.  That  which  is  true  with  regard  to 
pleuro-pne umonia  is  not  true  with  regard  to 
cattle  plague ; you  would  think  that  no  animal 
ought  to  be  eaten  that  has  had  the  cattle  plague  ? 

I think  no  animal  ought  to  be  sold  for  food  that 

has  had  cattle  plague  certainly,  because  the  flesh 
would  undoubtedly  communicate  the  disease 
wherever  it  might  be  taken,  coming  in  contact 
with  another  animal ; but  that  the  flesh  can  be 
eaten  with  impunity  I fully  believe. 

3072.  Did  you  go  to  Hull  during  that  outbreak  ? 
—I  did. 

3073.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  with 
regard  to  the  landing  of  animals  at  Hull  ?— The 
arrangements  at  Hull  are  certainly  not  satisfac- 
tory, and  never  have  been  quite  so  to  my  mind. 
I think  that  an  alteration  should  be  made,  by 
which  either  the  present  cattle  market  should 
be  taken  into  the  defined  part  of  the  port,  or  that 
the  defined  part  should  be  made  upon  the  Albert 
Dock,  and  that  the  arrivals  from  unscheduled 
countries  should  go  into  what  is  now  called  the 
defined  part  of  the  port. 

3074.  You  have  inspected  the  arrangements  at 
Deptford  market,  have  you  not? — I have. 

3075.  Are  you  satisfi  ed  with  them  ? — P erfectly 
so  ; I think  they  are  very  complete. 

3076.  Do  you  think  we  ought,  or  ought  not, 
to  insist  upon  fresh  arrangements  being  marie  at 
the  ports  where  animals  are  landed  from  scheduled 
countries  ? — I think  that  at  all  the  ports  where 
animals  are  landed  from  scheduled  countries  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  the  slaughter  of 
diseased  animals,  and  for  disposing  of  the  car- 
cases, and  for  disinfection  of  hides,  &e- 

3077.  Would  not  that  entail  considerable  ex- 


pense?— It  would  entail  considerable  expense 
upon  the  town,  doubtless. 

3078.  Do  you  think  that  the  risk  is  so  great 
as  to  warrant  our  imposing  this  expense  upon 
them  ? — I do,  especially  now  that  such  facilities 
are  given  for  bringing  animals  from  distant  parts 
of  Europe,  and  out  of  cattle  plague  countries. 

3079.  You  have  studied  the  communication 
with  the  countries  in  which  cattle  plague  is  in- 
digenous, have  you  not  ? — I have. 

<30S0.-  Have  we  not  this  danger  now  that  we 
had  not  in  former  times,  that  there  is  railway 
communication  between  those  countries  and  the 
western  ports  of  Europe? — Yes;  there  are  four 
distinct  lines  of  railway  running  into  Russia;  one 
which  runs  through  Galicia  into  Bukowina,  goes 
directly  into  the  home  of  the  cattle  plague.  There 
is  another  one  which  runs  through  Austria  and 
Hungary,  and  into  the  valley  of  the  Danube, 
where  the  disease  frequently  exists.  Coming  to 
the  north,  we  have  two  railways,  one  running 
from  East  Prussia  into  Russia,  and  another  by 
way  of  Warsaw  through  Poland. 

3081.  Quite  independent  of  the  cattle  plague, 
supposing  we  had  no  restrictions,  and  left  the 
trade  perfectly  free,  would  it  pay  to  import 
animals,  direct  for  the  London  market,  from 
Russia  by  railway  ?— I should  think  it  would; 
the  animals  could  be  brought  there  at  a very 
small  cost  indeed,  and  it  is  well  known  that  all 
central  Europe  is  getting  pretty  well  exhausted 
of  cattle,  which  by-the-bye  adds  to  the  danger  of 
cattle  plague  being  introduced  ; not  a very  long 
time  is  occupied  in  bringing  animals  from  Russia 
to  England. 

3082.  Practically,  do  you  think  they  would 
fatten  animals  in  Russia,  or  would  they  fatten 
them  somewhere  on  the  road  ? — 'Animals  not  un- 
frcqucntly  arc  taken  from  Russia  into  Bohemia, 
Moravia,  and  Silesia,  to  be  fattened,  and  sent  on 
hero  after  they  are  fattened. 

3083.  A good  many  animals  are  fattened  at  the 

distilleries,  are  they  not? — At  tlie  sugar  fac- 
tovios.  , 

3084.  Is  that,  a limited  number  only  ? — No,  it 
is  a very  considerable  number;  some  thousands  are 
gathered  together  out  of  Hungary,  Russia,  and 
Styria,  and  sent  to  the  sugar  factories  for  fattening. 

3085.  Does  that  result  in  those  sugar  factory 
districts  being  generally  affected  with  cattle 
plague? — No,  it  docs  not;  because  they  take 
care  to  derive  their  supply  from  uncontaminated 
places,  so  far  as  they  can,  and  I do  not  think  that 
we  run  any  risk  in  that  way. 

3086.  Dr.  Williams  gave  the  Committee  the 
result  of  his  inquiries  on  the  Continent  from  in- 
formation which  he  had  obtained,  that  with  re- 
gard to  many  countries  in  Europe,  that  is  to  say, 
Prance,  Germany,  and  Belgium,  those  countries 
are  not  upon  the  whole  producing  more  cattle  than 
they  can  consume? — l believe  that,  is  so ; ,^'1'a?ce 
I believe  does  not  raise  sufficient  cattle  to  feed  her 
people ; she  imports  rather  largely  from  Italy. 

3087.  I suppose,  if  we  are  to  obtain  more  food 
for  our  increasing  population,  so  far  as  Europe  is 
concerned,  we  must  rely  upon  Russia  and  the 
countries  similarly  situated  to  Russia,  such  as 
Transylvania  and  Bukowina  ? — I fear  so.  _ 

3088.  The  Wallachian  Provinces  are  in  the 

same  position,  are  they  not? — Precisely  in  the 
same  position.  ,, 

3089.  They  all  have  cattle  plague  ?-—Tliey  au 
have  cattle  plague ; cattle  plague  is  introduce 
into  those  countries  very  frequently  in  conse- 
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quence  of  the  traffic  which  exists  between  Odessa 
and  Bessarabia ; there  are  many  thousand  cattle 
which  are  employed  in  taking  salt  to,  and  in 
bringing  back  corn  from,  Bessarabia ; cattle 
plague  often  breaks  out  where  those  animals 
herd.  Those  animals  travel  over  the  same  roads 
which  cattle  from  the  steppes  travel  over  to  reach 
Galicia,  Austria,  and  other  countries. 

3090.  This  country  and  the  west  of  Europe 
are  in  this  position,  l hat  they  want  more  meat 
and  fear  the  cattle  plague  ; do  you  think  that  we 
could  ourselves  adopt,  and  recommend  other 
countries  to  adopt,  any  measures  by  which  we 
could  get  these  Russian  cattle  with  safety]? — I fear 
not;  I think  that  Russia  is  placed  under  such 
circumstances  with  regard  to  the  steppes  that 
she  could  not  take  effective  means  to  stamp  out 
the  cattle  plague. 

3091.  You  are  aware  that  we  have  prohibited 
imports  from  Russia  ? — I am  aware  of  that. 

3092.  Were  you  informed  of  that  communica- 
tion that  I had  from  some  firm  or  firms,  that  they 
would  guarantee  a large  weekly  import  from 
Cronstadt  by  sea  ? — I was  not  informed. 

3093.  But  you  do  not  think  it  would  be  safe 
to  allow  cattle  to  come  in  from  Russia  even  to  be 
slaughtered  immediately? — I think  not;  even  the 
Baltic  provinces  of  Russia  have  no  cattle  to  send 
of  their  own;  they  are  importing  departments 
themselves  from  the  southern  part  of  Russia. 

3094.  You  know  the  system  that  we  have  gone 
upon  since  the  passing  of  the  Act,  of  having 
scheduled  countries  and  nou-scheduled  countries, 
and  obliging  all  cattle  coming  from  those  countries 
where  we  think  there  is  real  danger  to  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing  ; would  your 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  Act  induce  you 
to  keep  up  that  distinction  or  not  ? — I should 
certainly  keep  it  up ; I think  it  is  the  best  and 
most  practical  distinction  that  could  possibly  be 
made. 

3095.  There  are  two  modes  in  which  it  might 
be  changed ; we  might  do  away  with  the  scheduled 
countries  and  have  merely  the  possibility  of  pro- 
hibition where  there  is  cattle  plague,  and  allow 
all  other  animals  to  come  freely  into  the  interior  ; 
you  would  not  have  that? — No,  I would  not; 
because  animals  must  find  their  way  from  Russia 
into  Western  Europe,  to  a certain  extent,  to  feed 
Western  Europe,  then  Holland  and  Belguim 
become,  as  it  were,  transmitting  countries. 

3096.  And  as  regards  Holland,  you  know  that 
we  would  not  allow  animals  to  be  imported  into 
tbe  interior  of  the  country  until  wc  had  got  re- 
strictions made  which  prevented  the  import  of 
any  animals  into  Holland  ? — Yes,  I am  aware  of 
that,  and  I am  in  doubt  whether  Holland  will  be 
likely  to  keep  up  the  restriction ; I do  not  think 
she  will  be  able  to  keep  up  the  supply  sufficiently 
to  feed  her  own  people  and  send  animals  here  too. 

3097.  At  present,  she  does  so? — Yes;  I do 
not  think  she  feels  it  yet,  but  she  will  after  a 
time. 

3098.  The  other  suggestion  is  from  another 
point  of  view,  and  that  is,  that  all  countries 
should  be  scheduled,  and  that  we  should  not 
allow  any  cattle  to  be  imported  into  the  interior, 
but  that  they  should  be  all  slaughtered  at  the 
port  of  landing  ? — I do  not  think  that  that  would 
be  judicious  when  we  see  that  cattle  plague 
does  not  exist  either  in  Spain  or  Portugal,  nor 
in  Denmark  nor  Sweden ; we  want  to  bring  both 
fat  animals  and  store  animals  into  this  country  to 
feed  the  people. 

0.58. 


3099.  I do  not  know  whether  you  happened 
to  observe  a suggestion  coming  from  a quarter 
which  is  of  great  authority,  namely,  the  £t  Times  ” 
newspaper,  that  all  live  import  should  be  stopt, 
and  that  nothing  but  dead  meat  should  he  im- 
ported ? — I have  heard  such  a proposition  made. 

3100.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
carry  out  such  a rule  ? — Certainly  not. 

3101.  You  are  aware,  are  you  not,  that,  an 
Act  will  soon  come  into  force  which  was  passed 
to  prevent  the  existence  of  private  slaughter- 
houses in  London? — Yes. 

3102.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  with  re- 
gard to  that  provision? — I think  it  would  be 
judicious  to  have  abattoirs  rather  than  private 
slaughter-houses. 

3103.  You  have  not  studied  that  cpiestion 
much,  perhaps? — No  : I have  not  studied  it  very 
much,  but  I look  at  it  as  a general  question. 

3104.  Now,  I will  come  to  what  may  be  called 
our  transit  orders ; you  were  consulted  by  the 
department,  were  you  not,  before  tbe  transit  or- 
ders were  issued,  with  regard  to  the  conveyance 
of  cattle  by  steamer  and  railway? — Yes ; I was. 

3105.  I will  first  taka, that  part  of  those  orders 
which  affects  cruelty  to  animals  ; do  you  think 
they  have  been  of  any  effect  as  regards  the  im- 
port of  cattle  in  foreign  vessels  ? — I think  that 
both  foreign  cattle  and  sheep  are  brought  overbetter 
now  than  they  were  before  the  regulations  were  is- 
sued from  the  central  authority ; that  is  to  say, 
before  the  division  of  vessels  into  pens,  containing 
only  a certain  number  of  animals,  and  not  bring- 
ing neivly  shorn  sheep  upon  deck  without  protec- 
tion. 

3106.  There  were  three  chief  causes  of  suffer- 
ing which  we  attempted  to  avoid  : first,  the 
want  of  ventilation ; do  you  think  that  is  at  all 
remedied? — It  is  only  partially  remedied;  it  is 
one  of  the  most  difficult  things  we  have  to  deal 
with.  The  ventilation  of  vessels  bringing  cattle 
becomes  worse  as  the  vessels  come  up  the  Thames; 
if  we  could  unload  all  our  animals  at  Harwich  or 
Thames  Haven  we  should  get  rid  of  a consider- 
able amount  of  inconvenience  and  suffering  to  the 
animals.  When  the  ship  slackens  her  speed 
coming  up  the  river  the  windsails  are  not  found 
to  work  so  well,  and  less  air  goes  down  into  the 
holds. 

3107.  As  regards  Deptford,  do  you  think  that 
the  regulations  that  have  been  made  by  the  City 
for  allowing  two  or  three  vessels  to  be  unloaded 
at  once  has  at  all  removed  that  objection  ? — Yes, 
but  tbe  larger  amount  of  the  vessels  going  to  tbe 
Deptford  Market  are  vessels  expressly  built  for 
the  cattle  trade,  and  the  defective  ventilation  does 
not  apply  to  those  vessels  to  anything  like  the 
extent  it  does  to  vessels  bringing  general 


cargo. 

3108.  I suppose  that  animals  coming  over  m 
cattle  ships  are  very  much  better  treated  than 
those  that  come  as  mixed  cargo? — They  are 
treated  well ; they  come  in  a very  satisfactory 
manner  indeed. 

3109.  They  form  a very  large  portion  of  the 
foreign  import  into  London,  do  they  not  ? 
Yes. 

3110.  The  foreign  import  to  London  is  a very 
large  portion  of  the  whole  foreign  import? 

It  is. 

3111.  The  next  point  is  with  regard  to  over- 
crowding; I suppose  that  separation  into  pens 
has  had  a beneficial  influence  upon  that? 

Yep4  3112.  The 
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3112.  The  third  point,  I believe,  is  to  secure 

that  the  animals  should  be  watered  and.  fed  to 
some  extent?— Watering  and  feeding  animals  is 
scarcely  required  on  board  unless  they  are  coming 
from  Spain  or  Portugal,  or  other  distant 
countries.  . 

3113.  But  the  Spanish  animals  do  arrive  in  good 
condition,  do  they  not? — Very  good  condition 
indeed ; they  are  supplied  with  food  and  water 
on  the  passage  ; compressed  hay  is  taken  out  for 
the  purpose  of  feeding  the  animals  on  their  way 
to  this  country,  and  about  every  12  horn’s  pro- 
vision is  made  for  giving  the  annuals  food  and 
water. 

3114.  Do  they  come  in  English  boats  ? In 
English  boats. 

3115.  Are  the  importers  English  or  Spanish 
generally  ?— English  mostly  ; when  the  one  trade 
ceases  the  other  one  begins.  The  vessels  which 
had  been  employed  in  the  Touning  trade  will 
now  go  to  Spain,  and  trade  in  cattle  from 
Spain. 

3116.  If  it  pays  to  treat  cattle  well  upon  so 
long  a voyage,  that  would  be  a reason  for  suppos- 
in'* it  would  pay  to  liawe  as  good  treatment  on 
the  short  voyage  from  Germany,  would  it  not? — 
The  voyage  from  Tonning  or  Husum  is  not  much 
above  50  hours,  I think. 

3117.  And  the  voyage  to  Southampton  from 
Spain  is  about  five  days,  is  it  not? — Yes. 

3118.  It  may  be  that  animals  are  bought  much 
cheaper  in  Spain;  do  you  know  how  that  is? — I 
can  hardly  answer  that  question  ; I may  say 
that  we  have  exhausted  Spain  very  much  in 
respect  of  her  supply  of  cattle.  In  years  gone 
by  all  the  animals" brought  from  Spain  were  old 
animals,  which  had  been  used  for  agricultural 
purposes,  and  then- fattened,  but  now  we  seldom 
see  old  cattle  imported  from  Spain  ; she  is  now 
sending  her  young  cattle,  as  she  has  no  others  to 
send. 

3119.  When  you  speak  of  Spain,  you  speak  of 
Spain  and  Portugal,  1 presume? — Yes. 

3120.  The  animals  coining  from  Denmark  are 
well  treated,  are  they  not  ? — They  arc  very  well 
treated. 

3121.  How  long  do  you  think  a beast  can  go 
without  water,  without  great  discomfort  ? — I do 
not  think  it  would  be  prudent  to  let  animals  go 
more  than  18  or  20  hours  without  water,  whether 
travelling  by  rail  or  ship ; I am  perfectly  aware 
that  animals  can  go  a very  long  time  without 
water,  sheep  especially,  but  in  summer  sheep 
suffer  very  much  in  journeying  by  railway  for 
want  of  water. 

3122.  You  have  given  us  your  answers  with 
regard  to  foreign  import  by  steamer  into  London. 
I am  afraid  your  remarks  would  not  apply  quite 
so  much  with  regard  to  the  improvement  of  the 
import  intoother  ports? — No,  there  is  a great 
deal  that  should  be  done  at  all  our  outports. 

3123.  Would  you  not  except  Harwich? — The 
vessels  which  come  to  Harwich  are  vessels  which 
come  chiefly  from  Holland ; they  bring  passen- 
gers, but  they  do  not  bring  a great  deal  of  mer- 
chandise in  the  hold ; the  cattle  trade  is  pretty 
well  managed,  and  the  accommodation  is  good. 

3124.  Your  remarks  also  do  not  apply  to  the 
Spanish  importation  into  the  outports? — No,  it 
does  not. 

3125.  We  will  turn  to  the  Irish  import;  have 
you  had  occasion  to  inspect  ships  arriving  with' 
cattle  from  Ireland  ?— I have  never  inspected 
ships  arriving  with  cattle  from  Ireland. 


3126.  Therefore,  that  is  a point  upon  which 
you  cannot  give  the  Committee  personal  informa- 
tion ? — No. 

3127.  Now,  with  regard  to  railways ; we  en- 
deavour to  prevent  overcrowding  on  railways ; 
do  you  think  that  that  attempt  has  been  at  all 
successful? — It.  lias  been  successful  to  a small 
extent,  but  only  to  a small  extent ; the  over- 
crowding upon  railways  is  by  store  stock,  and 
is  also  owing  to  a system  which  prevails  of  men 
hiring  a truck,  and  crowding  as  many  animals 
into  it  as  they  possibly  can;  the  conveyance  of 
Irish  cattle  from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
another  is  frequently  managed  in  that  way;  a 
man  hires  a truck,  and  gets  as  many  animals 
into  it  as  he  possibly  can  in  order  to  save  ex- 
pense. 

3128.  Have  yon  seen  cattle  from  Ireland 
travelling  in  this  country  ? — I have  seen  them 
travelling  very  frequently  upon  the  rail  from 
Holyhead,  we  will  say,  to  Norfolk. 

3129.  Do  they  appear  pretty  well  cared  for  ? 

— They  receive  scarcely  any  care  or  attention  on 
the  part  of  the  dealers.  If  a farmer  purchases 
any  animals  in  Ireland  and  gets  them  to  Liver- 
pool, or  some  other  port,  he  takes  care  that  they 
are  not  crowded  into  trucks,  nor  hurried  off  by 
the  first  train ; he  prefers  to  wait  a short  time, 
hut  the  dealer  wants  to  catch  the  earliest  market, 
and  he  puts  them  at  once  into  the  railway  truck ; 
he  scarcely  lets  them  stand  long  enough  at  the 
railway  station  to  get  any  food  or  water,  but 
hurries  them  off  to  market  as  soon  as  he  possibly 
can. 

3130.  That  applies  to  store  cattle,  and  not  to 
fat  cattle,  does  it  not  ? — To  store  cattle. 

3131.  If  the  dealer  can  get  the  animals  to  the 
end  of  their  journey  alive,  lie  does  not  much 
care? — He  does  not  much  care. 

3132.  Is  there  anybody  generally  in  charge 
of  the  animals  Y— The  men  themselves  gene- 
rally ride  in  the  break  van ; that  is  the  only 
charge  they  have ; if  the  train  stops  at  any 
particular  place  they  may  get  down  and  see  if 
any  of  the  animals  arc  lying  in  the  trucks,  and 
if  so,  they  make  them  get  up  if  they  possibly 
can.  • 

3133.  You  arc  aware  that  we  have  ordered 
water  to  be  provided  at  a vast  number  of 
stations  ? — I am  aware  of  that. 

3134.  And  the  railway  companies  have  carried 
out  our  provisions,  and  have  done  their  best  to 
co-operate  in  that  matter? — Speaking  generally, 
I tliink  they  have ; the  water  supply  has  been 
pretty  good  in  most  of  the  stations,  which  I have 
mysdlf  personally  inspected. 

3135.  Do  you  think  that  has  resulted  in  the 
animals  being  better  watered  ? — The  animals  are 
very  many  of  them  watered  at  the  stations  before 
they  are  put  into  the  truck,  but  it  all  depends 
upon  the  time  they  arrive  at  the  station ; if  they 
arrive  late  many  persons  would  hurry,  them  into 
the  truck,  and  would  not  care  about  giving  them 
any  water. 

3136.  The  provision  in  the  Act  is  this;  that 
the  railway  company  is  bound  to  provide  water 
at  the  station,  and  are  bound  to  supply  it  upon 
the  man  in  charge  asking  them  to  do  so,  and  the 
man  in  charge  is  liable  to  a fine  if  he  or  the  owner 
allows  the  animal  to  go  beyond  a certain  length 
of  time  without  water  ? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

3137.  Nevertheless,  there  have  been  several 
cases  of  great  hardship  in  which  animals  have 
not  been  watered,  and  it  has  been  strongly  sug- 
gested 
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(rested  that  railway  companies  should  be  bound 
Sot  merely  to  supply  and  provide  water  upon 
beino-  requested  to  do  so,  but  that  they  should  be 
themselves  made  responsible  for  the  animals 
beinf  watered ; would  ' you  suggest  that,  or 

not;  It  depends  entirely  upon  the  system 

proposed  to  be  carried  out  with  regard  to 
watering  the  animals ; if  it  were  made  impera- 
tive that  all  the  railway  companies  should  have 
the  animals  watered  before  they  went  into  the 
trucks  at  the  station  I think  that  would  be  the 
right  thing  to  do,  but  it  would  be  a very,  difficult 
thing  to  make  railway  companies  provide  and 
give0 water  to  the  animals  upon  the  journey. 

5 3138.  But  you  would  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
there  are  many  cases  in  which  animals  should  be 
watered  before  they  are  trucked? — Yes,  I would 
go  as  far  as  that. 

3139.  How  long  are  the  animals . that  come 
from  Aberdeen  generally  upon  the  journey  ? — 
About  36  hours. 

3140.  They  are  not  watered  as  they  come  up, 

I believe  ? — They  are  not  watered  as  they  come 

*3141.  In  what  condition  do  they  arrive? — In 
very  good  condition. 

3 142.  When  you  say  they  ought  to  have  water 
at  the  expiration  of  18  hours,  your  remark  applies 
to  their  comfort,  rather  than  to  their  health,  does 
it  not  ? — Bather  than  to  the  necessity  for  water. 

3143.  It  has  been  proposed  that  the  animals 
should  be  watered  halfway  between  Aberdeen 
and  London ; that  they  should  be  untrucked,  and 
trucked  again;  would  you  recommend  that? — 
No,  the  untrucking  of  animals  would  be  attended 
with  a very  great  deal  of  labour  and  expense.,  and 
would  disarrange  matters  very  much;  animals 
which  come  through  from  Scotland  are  often 
consigned  to  different  individuals,  some  of  them 
to  go  to  one  place,  and  some  to  another,  and 
there  would  be  a mixing  of  the  animals  when 
untrucked,  unless  there  were  special  arrange- 
ments at  each  station.  The  untrucking  of  store 
cattle  would  be  attended,  doubtless,  with  a great 
deal  of  cruelty,  and  great  delay  in  getting  the 
animals  out  and  getting  them  in  again.. 

3144.  Could  not  water  be  brought  to  the 
trucks? — I went  into  that  matter  rather  fully 
with  Captain  Tyler ; we  had  several  contrivances 
suggested  with  regard  to  portable  troughs,  and  so 
on,  but  we  found  none  efficient,  and  that  the 
delay  and  expense  were  so  great  that  we  at  length 
determined  that  the  only  practicable  solution  of 
the  problem  was,  that  there  should  be  special 
sidings  at  certain  places,  and  that  the  cattle  trucks 
coming  up  should  be  backed  into  the  siding,  and 
that  the  trucks  should  be  furnished  with  doors 
which  could  be  quickly  lifted,  the  water  and  hay 
being  given  from  stationary  racks  and  troughs ; 
a plan  of  that  kind  appears,  I think,  in  the 
Transit  Report. 

3145.  It  would  be  a costly  thing,  would  it  not. ? 
— It  would  cost  a very  large  sum  of  money  ; it 
would  cost  about  6 l.  each  for  the  alteration  of 
the  trucks,  and  the  alteration  of  the  trucks  upon 
the  Eastern  Counties  Railway  alone  would  cost 
about  12,000  l. 

3146.  Cotild  you  rely  upon  tbe  animals,  after 
all,  drinking  ? — We  tried  the  experiment  again 
and  a°;ain,  and  found  that  the  animals  readily 
partook  both  of  water  and  of  food  while  they 
were  upon  the  journey ; some  of  them  certainly 
did  not;  but  speaking  of  them  as  a whole,  they 
did. 

. . 0.58. 


3147.  Then  when  it  is  stated  as  against  this 
system  that  that  would  be  useless,  because  the 
animals  would  not  take  the  food  or  water,  you 
do  not  believe  that? — That  is  not  correct. 

3148.  There  have  been  several  suggestions  for 
animals  to  be  watered  while  in  transit  ? — There 
have. 

3149.  Have  you  seen  any  that  you  think  really 
are  practicable? — No,  I have  not;  the  one  that  I 
have  already  alluded  to  appears  to  be  the  best. 

3150.  That  is  not  in  tbe  course  of  transit;  that 
is  while  stopping  at  a siding? — Yes;  but  they 
are  not  untrucked. 

3151.  The  arrangements  which  I allude  to  are 
those  of  a watering  provision  to  be  attached  to 
the  railway  carriages,  and  the  animals  to  be 
watered  while  in  motion?— There  have  been 
several  trucks  which  have  been  constructed  for 
that  purpose ; on  one  occasion  I went  down  to 
Boston,  and  accompanied  a cattle  train  up  with  a 
truck  which  was  made  by  Mr.  Bead,  of  Grantham, 
for  that  express  purpose ; the  experiment  cer- 
tainly was  not  a successful  one.  1 do  not  think 
that  any  trucks  could  be  contrived  which  would 
really  answer  the  purpose  of  supplying  water  and 
hay  to  the  animals  during  the  transit,  or  while  the 
trains  were  in  motion;  it  would  be  a very 
costly  thing  indeed,  much  more  so  than  altering 
the  present  trucks. 

3152.  We  will  turn  now  to  that  part  of  the 
order  which  relates  to  disinfecting  vessels ; would 
you  suggest  any  further  order  in  that  matter  ?— 
One  difficulty  experienced  with'  regard  to  disin- 
fecting vessels  is  that  a very  great  many  of  them 
turn  round  directly  they  are  unloaded,  and  go 
away  to  fetch  another  cargo  of  cattle.;  professedly 
these  vessels  are  cleansed  and  disinfected  upon 
the  passage  out;  and  as  regards  those  vessels 
which  bring  cattle  as  part  cargo,  serious  objections  1 
have  been  taken  to  disinfecting  them. 

3153.  With  regard  to  Irish  vessels,  how  is.it 
carried  out  ? — Irish  vessels  are  not,  I believe,  dis- 
infected properly. 

3154.  Is  it  the  case  that  vessels  bringing  cattle 

into  the  port  of  London  are  pretty  well  disin- 
fected?—Yes  ; the  special  vessels  are  pretty  well 
disinfected.  . . 

3155.  I suppose  I am  right  in  saying  that  it  is 
in  vain  to  try  to  carry  out  those  orders,  either  as 
regards  the  hardship  to  the  animal  or  as  regards 
disinfecting,  either  for  the  steamers  or  the  rail- 
road, unless  there  is  pretty  constant  inspection? 
— Certainly  that  is  so. 

3L56.  You  have  had  occasion  to  be  acquainted 
with  all  the  provisions  relating  to  the  persons  that 
we  are  allowed  by  the  Treasury  to  employ,  and 
you  are,  I suppose,  aware  that  we  have  no  in- 
spectors specially  for  railways? — That  is  the  case. 

3157.  With  regard  to  the  foreign  import,  we 

have  inspectors  to  examine  the  animals  when  they 
arrive? — Yes.  . 

3158.  But  that  does  not  apply  to  the  Irish 
import,  does  it?— No;  those  inspectors  who 
examine  the  animals  when  they,  arrive,  as  a rule, 
do  not  go  on  hoard  the  vessels. 

3159.  Still  there  exists  the  power,  in  that  case, 

' of  examining  the  vessels,  which  does  not  exist 

with  regard  to  the  Irish  animals  ? — Certainly,  we 
can  order  the  inspector  to  go  on  board  and  see 
that  it  is  done  to  lus  satisfaction. 

3160.  With  regard  to  Irish  import,  we  have  to 
rely  either  upon  the  local  authority  or  upon  one 
or  two  or  three  central  inspectors  being  sent  down 
from  time  to  time  ? — Yes. 

q 3161.  I suppose 
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3161.  I suppose  that  it  is  not  a sufficient  in- 
spection to  rely  upon  ? — No,  it  is  not  a sufficient 
inspection  to  rely  upon  with  regard  to  the  disin- 
fection and  cleansing  of  Irish  ships. 

3162.  You  would  suppose  than  it  is  hardly 
reasonable  to  expect  the  inspector  of  the  port, 
who  is  appointed  by  the  local  authority  to  look 
after  the  interests  of  the  port,  to  take  that  care 
which  is  required  to  prevent  the  importation  of 
disease  into  the  interior  of  the  country  ? — No,  I 
think  that  duty  should  devolve  upon,  the  in- 
spectors appointed  by  the  central  authority. 

3163.  And  with  regard  to  the  railways,  I sup- 
pose, you  make  the  same  remark  ? — I make  the 
same  remark  with  regard  to  railways. 

3164.  I want  to  ask  you  a question  or  two 
with  regard  to  the  work  ol  the  department,  and 
especially  now  that  you  are  no  longer  connected 
with  that  department;  in  the  first  place  with 
reward  to  the  inspectoi’s,  what  was  the  salary  that 
you  obtained  from  the  department? — The  salary 
■which  I obtained  from  the  department,  in  the 
first  instance,  was  a sum  amounting  to  about 
three  guineas  a day ; that  arose  out  of  the  cir- 
cumstance that  I had  to  do  with  the  organisation 
of  the  department  originally,  and  at  a time  when 
cattle  plague  existed,  and  when  one  was  called 
upon  constantly  to  be  going  hither  and  thither, 
and  working  night  and  day  to  get  rid  of  the 
disease.  Subsequently  to  the  extermination  of 
the  cattle  plague  the  department -was  re-organised, 
and  then  the  Treasury  determined  upon  having 
only  one  inspector,  and  the  amount  the  inspector 
was  to  receive  was  to  be  1,000  l.  a year.  I felt 
it  was  not  quite  consistent  to  attempt  to  carry  ou 
the  business  with  one  inspector,  and  as  Professor 
Brown  had  been  working  with  me  from  the  very 
commencement  of  the  matter,  I thought  it  would 

' be  more  prudent  fur  me  to  arrange  and  take  a 
moiety  of  the  money,  and  let  Professor  Brown 
have  the  other, 

3165.  Our  arrangement  was  that  we  paid  you 
600  I.  a year,  and  had  a right,  to  your  services 
when  we  wanted  them,  but  that  you  were  not  to 
be  debaiTed  from  holding  other  offices? — No,  I 
was  not  debarred  from  holding  the  Professorship 
at  the  Veterinary  College  ; Professor  Brown  had 
500  l.  a year,  but  I had  an  extra  100  L allowed 
to  me  in  consequence  of  additional  work  which 
I had  to  do  occasionally,  and  from  having  been 
actively  engaged  from  the  very  first  introduction 
of  the  cattle  plague. 

3166.  And  now  that  you  have  ceased  your  con- 
nection with  our  office  you  obtain  a far  higher 
pecuniary  remuneration,  I presume? — I have  not 
suffered,  in  a pecuniary  point  of  view,  from  having 
left  the  office. 

3167.  What  might  a thoroughly  good  veteri- 
nary surgeon  expect  to  be  his  professional  in- 
come ? — The  professional  income  of  the  profession 
varies  considerably,  as  does  the  professional 
income  of  the  medical  profession ; a man  prac- 
tising in  London  would  expect  to  receive  perhaps 
2,000  l.  or  3,000 1.  a year,  but  in  the  country 
probably  half  of  that;  and  in  some  of  the  rural 
districts  a much  smaller  amount. 

3168.  I suppose  we  should  not  be  able  to  per- 
form the  business  of  the  department  if  the 
veterinary  inspectors  whom  we  send  into  the 
country  were  not  generally  acknowledged  by  the 
profession  to  be  at  the  head  of  it? — Certainly 
not. 

3169.  Having  had  the  opportunity  of  getting 
your  professional  assistance  for  several  years. 


since  I have  been  connected  with  this  department 
I suppose  you  will  bear  me  out  when  I say  that 
from  time  to  time  very  difficult  and  responsible 
matters  have  to  he  decided,  and  that  almost  im- 
mediately?— Very  responsible  matters,  and 
which  must  be  decided  very  promptly  indeed. 

3170.  Matters  affecting  very  large  interests  ?— 
Very  much  so. 

3171.  Such  a thing  as  an  order  for  scheduling 
a new  country? — Just  so. 

3172.  That  might  have  an  effect  for  a short 
time  upon  the  price  of  food  in  London  ? — Cer- 
tainly, and  very  good  proof  .was  given,  1 think 
by  the  recent  introduction  of  cattle  plague  from 
Cronstadt:  the  Schleswig-Holstein  animals  has 
just  been  allowed  to  come  iu  under  a certain 
guarantee,  and  when  it  was  found  that  cattle 
plague  had  been  carried  to  Hamburg,  it  was 
deemed  not  only  prudent  but  an  absolute  necessity 
to  decide  at  once  that  animals  which  came  from 
Schleswig-Holstein  should  go  into  the  Deptford 
market,  that  is  to  say,  that  we  should  place 
Schleswig-Holstein  again  in  the  schedule. 

3173.  The  questions  which  the  persons  in  the 
position  of  the.  Lord  President  and  myself  have 
to  decide,  and  that  almost  immediately,  are  ques- 
tions upon  the  one  hand  affecting  the  price  of 
food  for  the  public,  and  the  interests  of  a very 
large  trade,  and,  upon  the  other  hand,  the  possi- 
bility of  an  increase  of  disease  throughout  the 
kingdom  ? — That  is  so. 

3174.  I need  not  ask  you  whether  it  is  not 
necessary  when  such  questions  have  to  be  decided, . 
to  have  a permanent  staff  of  great  knowledge 
and  in  such  a position  as  to  he  responsible  for  the 
advice  they  give  ? — It  would  ho  quite  impossible 
for  matters  to  be  properly  brought  before  the 
Lords  of  the  Council  unless  such  a staff  existed. 

3175.  Mr.  Dent.']  Before  the  cattle  plague 
existed  iu  this  country,  we  had  no  record  of  the 
losses  from  disease  in  this  country  ? — None  what- 
ever. 

3176.  Nor  the  losses  from  the  importation  of 
cattle  from  abroad  caused  by  disease  ? — I do  not 
know  whether  the  Customs  kept  any  record  or 
not. 

3177.  Lord  Hubert  Moiitagu,  in  Question 
1216,  gave  the  estimate  of  yourself  and  Pro- 
fessor Brown,  with  respect  to  the  number  of 
animals  which  had  died  from  imported  disease, 
the  total  being  1,275,000  between  July  1842  and 
December  1867  ? — That  estimate  was  fixed  for 
all  contagious  diseases  at  about  1 per  cent,  during 
that  length  of  time,  and  it  was  arrived  at  more 
especially  from  our  own  practical  observations 
than  from  any  statistical  returns  ; wc  had,  in 
reality,  no  returns  before  us  which  would  be 
sufficient  to  enable  us  to  form  a correct  opinion. 

3178.  I think  you  spoke  of  the  consequences 
of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  being  more  serious 
than  the  disease  itself? — That  is  so. 

3179.  To  what  did  you  refer  in  that  answer? 
— 1 referred  to  animals  becoming  affected  with 
ulceration  of  the  feet  which  might  require, 
perhaps,  many  weeks  to  be  cured,  and  many 
animals  being  affected  in  the  mammary  glands 
losing  their  milk  entirely,  and  likewise  being 
liable  1o  cellular  abscesses  forming  in  several 
parts  of  their  bodies,  and  other  morbid  changes. 

3180.  Have  you  ever  noticed,  when  there  has 
been  a severe  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
that  pleuro-pneumonia  has  been  at  all  more 
virulent  ? — I believe  there  is  no  connection  what- 
ever 
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ever  between  pleuropneumonia  and  foot  and  circumstances  render  animals  more  susceptible  of  Professor 
mouth  disease  in  that  respect.  being  acted  upon  by  infectious  diseases.  j,  b. 

3181.  But  you  have  not  noticed,  after  an  out-  3189.  Animals  crowded  on  board  ship,  or  in  a Sinioiids. 

break  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  that  there  have  London  dairy,  would  be  much  more  susceptible  

been  more  virulent  attacks  of  pleuro-pneumonia  to  attacks  of  pie uro-pneumonia  than  animals  31  March 

in  the  country ? — No,  I have  not;  I think  that  placed  in  favourable  circumstances? — Animals  73- 

attacks  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  might  render  breathing  vitiated  air  for  a length  of  time  would 

animals  more  susceptible  to  the  morbific  matter  be  rendered  more  susceptible  to  be  acted  upon  by 

or  special  poison  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  the  special  common  infectious  disease ; but  maieries 

3182.  You  state  that  the  foot  and  mouth  morbi,  air  causes  would  fail  completely  in  pro- 
disease was  carried  to  New  South  Wales  during  ducing  the  infecting  material. 

a three  months’ voyage,  and  that  the  infectious'  3190.  The  diseases  you  would  deal  with  are 
cause  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  may  last  some  pleuro-pneumonia,  cattle  plague,  sheep-pox,  and 

time  after  the  disease  itself  has  been  cured? — It  glanders  in  horses,  are  they  not? — Yes;  and 

would  be  difficult  to  fix  a time  when  an  animal  sheep-scab. 

would  cease  to  give  forth  infecting  matter;  there  3191.  But  scab  is  very  easily  got  rid  of,  is  it 
probably  might  not  be  much  difficulty  in  deterrain-  not? — Yes;  but  I would  deal  with  it  as  oue  of 
inir  when  an  animal  would  be  first  enabled  to  dis-  the  infectious  or  contagious  diseases, 
geminate  the  germs  of  the  disease,  but  seeing  that  3192.  But  you  would  put  the  first  four  diseases 
many  ill  consequences  often  arise  out  of  the  disease,  that  I mentioned  under  very  stringent  regular 
oue  would  be  inclined  to  think  that,  for  some  time,  tions  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

morbific  matter  might  be  emanating  from  the  3193.  The  foot  and  mouth  disease  you  would 
body  ; besides  which  there  would  be  substances  leave  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Act  itself,  and  you 
by  which  infecting  germs  might  hang  about,  such  would  leave  sheep-scab  to.  be  dealt  with  in  the 
as  hay,  and  so  on.  same  manner?— Yes,  I think  it  might  be  dealt 

31S3.  You  gather  from  the  fact  that  legislation  with  in  the  same  manner;  although  it  might 
has  entirely  failed  in  checking  the  disease,  that  often  he  found  judicious  to  issue  an  Order  of 
we  had  better  strike  foot  and  mouth  disease  out  Council  for  the  treatment  of  animals  which  are 
of  any  Act  for  dealing  with  those  diseases  ? —I  affected  with  sheep-scab. 

think  that  legislation  has  failed  completely,  so  far  3194.  But  sheep  scab  is  veiy  easily  cured,  is 
as  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  concerned.  it  not  ? — It  is  easily  enough  cured,  if  men  would 

3184.  But  do  you  not  think  that  a very  great  set  about  the  thing  in  the  right  way ; but  a great 
deal  might  be  done  towards  keeping  the  disease  deal  depends  upon  the  application  of  the  remedy; 
in.check,  by  better  regulations  being  Carried  out  you  may  place  tire  most  effectual  remedy  in  the 
with  respect  to  fairs  and  markets,  and  the  transit  hands  of  some  persons,  notwithstanding  which, 
of  animals  ? — If  we  get  a better  inspection  they  will  fail  to  get  rid  of  sheep-scab, 
throughout  the  whole  country  with  regard  to  3195.  Sheep-scab  is  a disease  that  may  arise 
infectious  diseases  in  general,  and  prevent-  animals  very  much  from  the  carelessness  of  the  shepherd, 
from  being  sold  at  fairs  and  markets,  and  travelled  in  not  attending  carefully  to  discover  it  when  it 
from  place  to  place,  I think  this  disease  would  first  breaks  out  ? — It  would  be  impossible  for  .a 
he  kept  considerably  in  check,  more  especially  if  shepherd  to  point  out  when  an  acarus,  which  is 
at  the  same  time  we  adopted  means  which  would  about  the  size  of  a pin’s  point,  travelled  from  one 
have  the  effect  of  preventing  any  addition  to  sheep  to  another. 

the  number  of  cases  of  the  disease  in  the  country,  3196.  If  he  were  careful  he  would  very  soon 
such  as  sending  hack  affected  store  animals  not  detect  the  presence  of  sheep-scab  in  the  flock, 
fit  to  he  killed  for  food.  would  he  not  ? — lie  ought  to  do  so. 

3185.  Many  markets  are  held  in  the  streets  of  3197.  And  then,  by  dipping  the  whole  of  ins 
towns;  there  is  no  possibility  of  keeping  those  flock,  lie  would  take  steps  to  eradicate  the  disease 
streets  properly  disinfected  and  properly  cleansed  at  once  ? — He  ought  to  do  so. 

as  they  would  be  in  a market ; do  not  you  think  3198.  You  would  never  think  of  putting  slieep- 
tliat  some  such  rule  as,  that  no  market  should  he  scab  in  the  same  category  as  pleuro-pneiunoma 
held  except  in  a place  where  there  was  a market  and  glanders,  would  you  ? — No ; hut  there  is  a 
ground  set  apart  for  the  purpose,  would  be  ad-  great  loss  from  the  disease,  owing  to  a loss  01 
vantageous  for  preventing  the  disease  ? — I think  flesh,  and  also  of  quality  and  quantity  ot  the 
that  if  every  town,  at  which  a market  has  been  wool  of  the  sheep ; and  unless  the  disease  is  pro- 
held  for  a long  time,  was  called  upon  to  approve  perly  attended  to  it  will  spread  rapidly  ; it  is 
of  a site  for  that  market,  it  would  be  a great  ad-  proverbial  that  one  scabby  sheep  will  infect  a 
vantage ; it  is  a nuisance,  and  a great  incon-  nock. 

venience,  for  a cattle  market  to  be  held  in  the  3199.  You  say  that  you  would  wish  to  see 
streets  of  a town.  county  or  district  inspectors  appointed  by  bo- 

3186.  Do  you  think  that  something  might  be  vernment? — Yes. 

done  in  the  way  of  registration  of  the  sales  of  3200.  Who  should  be  qualified  veterinary  sur- 
animals,  so  as  to  follow  the  disease  ? — I think  there  geons? — Yes. 

would  be  very  great  difficulty  to  follow  the  sales,  3201.  Those  veterinary  surgeons  being  paid  by 
as  frequently  men  buy  animals  in  a market  and  salaries,  and  not  by  fees  ? — Yes,  to  be  paid  by 
sell  them  again  immediately,  at  a profit  of  a few  salaries.  , , 

shillings.  3202.  Have  you  at  all  considered  what,  would 

3187.  You  believe  that  neither  foot  and  mouth  he  a reasonable  salary  to  give  to  a chief  inspector 

disease  nor  pleuro-pneumonia  originates  spon-  of  that  class  ? — I have  not  considered  that  ques- 
taneously? — Neither  of  those  diseases,  nor  cattle  tion.  _ ; 

plague,  nor  sheep-pox,  originates  spontaneously.  3203.  W ould  you  consider  300 1.  oi‘  4UU 1.  a 

3188.  The  probability  is  that  those  diseases  year  sufficient  ? — It  should  not  be  less  than  tha  . 
niay  be  considerably  aggravated  by  the  cireum-  3204.  In  the  county  of  Norfolk  you  wou  c 
stances  in  which  the  animals  are  placed  ? — Certain  think  it  requisite  that  there  should  be  nine  m- 

0.58.  q 2 spcctors  1 
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minutes  OE  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 

, , Tllo  VinTinnralile  Member  for  South  experiments  have  been  carried  in  this  country, 

: Member  tor  a J jw  have  not  been  few,  we  have  fiOedto 


Norfolk  seemed  to  be  of  opinion  that  nine  inspec- 
tors are  required,  under  existing  circumstances. 

3205.  You  know  the  West  Riding ; a great 
many  inspectors  would  be  required  in  the  West 
Riding, would  they  not?— No  doubt,  the  number 
required  would  be  far  larger  in  some  counties 
than  others,  and  the  amount  to  be  raised  by  rate 
would  be  larger ; that  is  to  say,  if  those  persons 
were  paid  by  the  local  authorities. 

3206.  Howwould  you  deal  with  large  boroughs, 
because  in  large  boroughs  there  are  dairies  which 
are  nests  of  pleuro-pneumonia?— I would  give 
the  chief  inspector  power  over  the  boroughs  as 
well  as  over  the  counties,  calling  upon  the  vete- 
rinary surgeon  or  inspector  for  the  borough  to 
certify  when  he  found  any  subjects  of  contagious 

3207.  Have  you  considered  from  what  source 
the  veterinary  inspectors  of  the  district  should 
be  paid?— I have  not  fully  considered  that  ques- 

3208.  You  know  that  there  is  a jealousy  be- 
tween boroughs  and  counties,  as  far  as  payment 
out  of  borough  funds  and  county  funds  goes ; but 
I presume  you  would  like  to  see  in  any  legislation 
care  taken  that  uniform  action  should  be  the 
rule  in  all  cases?— In  all  cases;  and  I would 
place  England,  as  England,  entirely  under  the 
central  authority  in  that  respect.  I would  have 
no  difference  in  carrying  out  the  law  in  different 
counties. 

3209.  Would  you  not  say  that  England,  bcot- 


they  have  not  been  few,  we  have  failed  to 

produce  the  disease,  except  by  direct  exposure  to 
the  breath  of  an  affected  animal. 

3216.  Then  when  an  animal  is  slaughtered  for 
pleuro  -pneumonia  the  danger  of  infection  ceases, 
according  to  that  theory  ?— I could  not  take  upon 
myself  to  say  that. 

3217.  Generally  speaking,  the  animals 
slaughtered  have  been  buried  in  the  same  manner 
as  in  cattle  plague,  but  if  there  be  no  infection 
except  from  the  breath,  it  appears  to  me  that  we 
have  been  wasting,  nt  all  events,  the  hide,  and 
probably  the  carcass  as  well  ? — I think  the  hides 
of  animals  which  are  killed  labouring  under 
pleuro-pneumonia  might  be  saved,  being  disin- 
fected upon  the  premises  before  they  are  allowed 
to  be  removed;  I may  add  that  when  I was 
in  Galicia  and  visited  animals  affected  with  the 
cattle  plague,  I saw  that  system  carried  out;  the 
animals  were  frequently  not  buried  in  their  hides, 
but  the  hides  were  disinfected  on  _ the  premises 
under  the  supervision  of  the  authorities,  and.  then 
sent  into  market  as  dried  hides. 

3218.  You  went  over  specially  to  examine  into 
the  question  of  inoculation,  did  you  not?— I 
did  on  one  occasion. 

3219.  And  your  opinion  of  that  was  that  it  was 
a failure  ? — I have  been  of  opinion  from  the  time 
when  first  I investigated  the  system  of  inocu- 
lating animals  that  it  has  no  prophylactic  power 
at  all.  I believe  that  animals  which  have  been 
inoculated  are  as  susceptible  to  pleuro-pneumonia 


land,  aid  M J,  should  all  be  the  as  they  d>ad  not  been  boated. 


same  legislation,  and  that  the  law  should  be  ad- 
ministered in  a similar  manner?— In  principle,  ! 
should  consider  it  should  be  so,  but  Ireland  is 
rather  a difficult  country  to  deal  with. 

3210.  The  central  authority  has  more  power 
than  the  local  authority,  unquestionably,  but 
what  I refer  to  is  not  so  much  as  to  what  autho- 
rity should  carry  out  the  Act,  but  that  the 
action  should  be  uniform  in  all  the  different 
districts  ? — It  should  be  uniform  in  Great 
Britain. 

3211.  And  Ireland? — And  Ireland.. 

3212.  You  seem  inclined  to  treat  Irish  animals 
as  foreign  animals?— Only  as  regards  preventing 
disease  from  being  introduced  here  from  Ireland ; 
[ want  to  prevent  the  practice  of  store  cattle 
being  taken  out  of  infected  herds,  and  brought 


3220.  Then  you  do  not  believe  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia may  be  taken  by  an  individual  going 
from  an  affected  animal  to  another  animal  ? — I 
have  no  evidence  to  prove  that  it  is  so ; and  the 
experiments  which,  as  I have  before  said,  have 
been  carried  out  have  not  been  successful  in  that 
direction. 

3221.  But  in  the  case  of  the  foot  and  mouth 

disease,  a person  handling  or  walking  about 
amongst  a lot  of  infected  animals  may  undoubtedly 
take  the  disease  to  a lot  of  healthy  animals?— 
Unquestionably;  as  I have  already  stated,  I believe 
foot  and  mouth  disease  to  be  equally  as  infectious 
as  cattle  plague.  , . 

3222.  With  regard  to  the  slaughter  of  animals 
in  the  case  of  cattle  plague,  do  you  think  the 
carcases  of  unaffected  animals,  supposing  they 
were  disinfected,  might  he  removed,  or  do  you 


here,  and  to  prevent  the  excuse  which  is  now  set  * 'TIi'-'T. 

up  of  the  disease  having  been  contracted  during  think  they  should  ho  buried  ?— I think  tliatunuer 
the  passage  ; I think  if  we  bad  the  power  to  send  proper  regulations,  animals  which  give  no  evidence 
diseased  animals  back  as  store  cattle  to  Ireland,  whatever  of  the  existence  of  cattle  plague  mig 


the  dealers  would  take  great  care  not  to  Bend 
us  cattle  from  infected  herds. 

3213.  Supposing  the  carrying  out  of  legisla- 
tion to  be  uniform  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  Great 
Britain,  and  the  same  restrictions,  and  the  same 
care  adopted  in  both  countries,  would  not  that 
enable  us  to  deal  with  Irish  cattle  precisely  in 
the  same  manner  as  with  the  English  and  Scotch 
cattle  ? — It  might. 

3214.  The  trade  in  Irish  store  cattle  being  so 
very  important  to  the  grazing  districts  of  Eng- 
land, do  you  think  it  desirable  to  check  it  ? — If 
we  had  in  Ireland  similar  restrictions  to  those  that 
are  imposed  in  Great  Britain,  I think  the  disease 
might  be  kept  in  check,  and  we  might,  perhaps, 
then  treat  Irish  cattle  as  English  cattle. 

3215.  Do  I understand  you  to  say  that  the  in- 
fection of  pleuro-pneumonia  only  arises  from  the 
breath  of  the  animals  affected? — So  far  as  the 


be  used  for  food,  but  all  the  skius  should  be 
disinfected.  . 

3223.  Supposing  you  have  a lot  of  fat  bul- 
locks on  a farm,  and  you  find  that  some  annuals 
are  affected  with  the  cattle  plague,  you  slaughter 
the  whole  herd;  do  you  think  that  the  meat, 
after  the  animal  had  been,  slain,  might  be  use  , 
and  that-  the  hide,  being  disinfected,  might  be 
safely  removed?— Yes ; presuming  that  it  waa 
done  under  proper  supervision,  but  then  it 11113 
often  been  proved  that  animals  which  were  sup- 
posed not  to  be  affected  with  cattle  plague  were 
really  so  affected,  as  shown  by  the  examination 
their  viscera. 

3224.  With  regard  to  'glanders,  would  y ^ 
slaughter  all  the  animals  affected  with  glandeio . 
— I should  be  very  glad  to  do  so  if  I could. 

3225.  Is  there  a great  amount  of  that  dise 
in  London  now  ? — I believe  there  is  a consl^je 
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able  amount  of  glanders  existing  in  London  at  I think  it  would  be  prudent  to  do  so,  because  so  p f 

this  time.  cattle  come  in  to  certain  ports,  that  no  ill  jm 

3226.  And  there  is  no  effective  means  of  effects  would  arise  from  those  ports  being  closed.  SimonrU. 

checking  the  use  of  glandered  horses  at  night  3237.  And  you  would  not  think  it  unreason-  ‘ 

t;me? — The  provisions  of  the  law  with  regard  to  able  that  wherever  animals  came  infrom  scheduled  31  March 
slandered  horses  seem  to  be  neglected  alto-  countries,  the  ports  should  be  bound  to  provide  1873. 
aether.  proper  slaughterhouses  within  the  defined  part, 

3 3227.  Professor  Brown  made  use  of  an  ex-  and  the  proper  means  of  disinfecting  persons  who 
pression  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  come  in  contact  with  the  animals  ? — 1 do  not 
that  farmers  did  not  seem  to  care  about  it ; would  think  that  would  be  an  unreasonable  request  to 
it  not  rather  be  true  to  say  that  they  do  not  make  of  the  local  authorities  of  the  ports, 
take  sufficient  precautions  to  prevent  its  spread?  3238.  You  would  not  think  it  unreasonable  to 

X think  Professor.  Brown  is  right  to  a very  make  that  a condition,  of  there  being  ports  where 

considerable  extent.  I am  old  enough  to  remem-  cattle  from  scheduled  countries  might  be  allowed 
her  that  a great  number  of  farmers  rather  liked  to  be  imported  ? — I would  not. 
to  have  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  their  store  stock,  3239.  Mr.  Clare  Read."]  I understood  Mr.  Dent 
because  they  said  that  they  throve  so  well  after  to  say  that  sheep-scab  frequently  spreads,  owing 
they  had  had  it.  It  was  an  advantage  rather  than  to  the  neglect  of  the  shepherd ; but  unless  the 
a disadvantage.  insect  was  derived  from  another  sheep,  could  it 

3228.  But  they  have  rather  changed  their  by  any  possibility  be  bred  in  the  flock  ? — No,  I 
opinion  with  regard  to  that,  have  they  not  ? — should  say  there  is  as  much  chance  that  acari 
Yes;  I think  they  have  changed  their  opinion  would  arise  spontaneously,  as  that  you  or  I arose 
in  many  respects  with  regard  to  infectious  dis-  spontaneously. 

eases  of  cattle.  3240.  There  must  have  been  some  seed  for 

3229.  Has  it  not  been- lately  the  fact,  that  the  disease  ? — The  source  of  origin  is  the  acarus. 
animals  have  had  the  disease  three  or  four  times  3241.  And  although  some  people  say  that  it  is 
over  'i — Yes;  but  that  is  not  a recent  experi-  very  easy  to  be  got  rid  of,  is  it  not  a disease  which 
ence,  because  they  had  it  three  or  four  times  over  ought  to  be  well  restricted,  seeing  that  the 
in  1840.  When  I lived  in  Twickenham.  I kept  a animals  which  are  affected  with  it  now  upon  a 
considerable  number  of  animals,  and  experi-  farm  may  be  kept  and  not  dressed  ? — The  local 
mented  upon  my  own  animals,  and  since  then,  authority  had  permissive  power,  given  by  Order  of 
when  I have  been  engaged  in  agricultural  pur-  Council,  to  cause  a sheep  to  be  dressed  for  sheep 
suits,  in  addition  to  my  profession,  I have  had  scab. 

animals  which  have  had  attacks  of  foot  and  mouth  3242.  Under  the  Act,  they  could  keep  a sheep 
three  times  in  succession.  upon  a farm  without  in  any  way  trying  to  arrest 

3230.  In  what  length  of  time  ? — In  about  18  the  spread  of  the  disease,  and  therefore  the  local 

months.  authority  of  the  county  of  Norfolk  sent  up  to  the 

3231.  Chairman .]  Do  you  imagine  that  the  Privy  Council,  and  asked  whether  they  would 
animals  were  quite  cured  in  the  interim  ? — Quite  pass  an  Order  to  allow  them  to  insist  upon  the 
so;  I had  no  disease  whatever  on  the  premises.  sheep  being  dressed? — Yes,  that  was  so,  I be- 

3232.  Mr.  Dent.']  But  there  is  not,  as  a rule  lieve. 

amongst  farmers,  the  care  as  regards  isolating  new  3243.  And  you  think  that  it  is  quite  necessary 
stock,  and  being  careful  to  avoid  going  amongst  to  keep  up  very  strict  regulations  with  reference 
their  stock  after  being  at  market,  and  so  on,  which  to  sheei)  scab  ? — I do ; because  a sheep  being  sent 
there  should  be  with  a disease  of  so  infectious  a to  a fair  or  market  coming  out  of  an  infected  flock 
nature? — Certainly  not ; the  animals  are  sent  on  might  communicate  the  disease  far  and  wide, 
to  the  farm,' and  there  mingled  with  the  rest  of  the  3244.  You  would  not  suggest  any  relaxation, 
stock,  and  if  any  contagious  disease  should  break  of  the  stringency  as  in  the  Act  ? — -I  think  that 
■out,  the  man  does  not  find  fault  with  his  own  acts  the  matter  might  remain  precisely  in  its  present 
at  all;  he  complains  merely  of  the  person  from  condition,  the  local  authority  has  now  power  to 
whom  he  has  bought  the  animals.  order  the  animals  to  be  dressed,  and  I would 

3233.  You  can  speak  of  that  from  having  been  allow  that  power  to  remain  in  force. 

about  amongst  farmers,  arid  seen  a good  deal  of  3245.  That  is  only  an  order ; do  you  think 
it  yourself? — Yes;  I can.  that  it  is  a satisfactory  order? — I do. 

3234.  With  regard  to  transit,  would  you  not  3246.  And  almost  a necessary  one  ? — Almost 
rather  say  that  delay  in  transit  and  in  stoppages,  a necessary  one. 

at  junctions,  causes  far  more  hardships  and  3247.  Did  you  see  much  of  the  sheep-pox  in 
suffering  to  the  animals  than  anything  else  ? — ‘ 1848  in  Norfolk? — A good  deal. 

There  is  no  difficulty,  I think,  in  dealing  with  3248.  Was  it  there  spread  by  inoculation,  in  a 
through  traffic,  as  it  is  called,  say  from.  Aberdeen  great  measure?  — I think  there  were  several 
to  London,  or  from  any  place  in  Scotland  to  causes  which  tended  to  the  spread  of  small-pox 
London,  but  it  is  in  the  cross  traffic  and  the  among  sheep  in  1848 ; one  was  that  the  animals 
delay  arising  from  it,  when  the  animals  suffer  were  allowed  to  have  free  movement  about  the 
specially  from  being  kept  -without  food  and  water,  country  ; sheep  were  sent  to  fairs  and  markets, 

3235.  It  would  cost  the  railway  companies  which  were  the  subjects  of  disease,  and  were 

very  much  less  to  send  animals  through  by  rather  offered  also  at  public  auctions ; there  was  no  legis- 
more  expeditious  trains,  than  to  alter  all  their  lation  upon  the  subject.  The  disease  in  sheep  was 
trucks,  would  it  not  ? — If  we  could  secure  quick  further  spread  by  the.confidence  which  was  placed 
passage  all  over  the  country,  through  traffic  and  in  vaccination,  and  also  by  improper  inoculation, 
cross  traffic,  we  should  get  rid  of  the  evil  almost  and  possibly  it  might  have  been  spread  by  inocn- 
entirely.  • - lation  proper. 

3236.  Do  you  concur  with  Professor  Brown  3249.  The  system  of  inoculation  in  those  days 
in  limiting  the,  number  of  ports  at  which  cattle  was  very  imperfect,  and  was  it  not  very  otten 
should,  be  imported  from  scheduled  countries  ? — fraudulently  practised  by  some  people  who  used 
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croton  oil  and  such  nonsense? — That  was  the 
ease,  ancl  also  with  vaccination ; people  imposed 
upon  tne  farmers  by  carrying  about  a mixture  in 
bottles  which  they  called  vaccine  lymph,  and 
some  of  our  largest  flock  owners  countenanced 
the  thing  by  having  their  sheep  vaccinated.  I 
could  mention  various  names  of  people  who  had 
their  sheep  thus  vaccinated;  that  is  to  say,  they 
were  operated  upon  by  those  individuals  who 
carried  about  with  them  this  spurious  lymph,  if 
you  may  call  it  so. 

3250.  What  did  that  do?— It  had  no  effect 

upon  the  sheep  themselves,  but  it  gave  a false 
security,  and  false  security,  as  we  know,  is  worse 
than  110  security ; those  gentlemen  thought  that 
their  sheep  wel-e  protected,  when  indeed  they 
were  not  protected.  _ 

3251.  Do  you  recommend  inoculation  still  in 
the  case  of  an  outbreak  of  sheep-pox  ’—Legiti- 
mate inoculation  I should  recommend  certainly, 
under  some  circumstances,  hut  not  an  indiscrimi- 
nate inoculation,  even  when  the  thing  was  rightly 
and  properly  done. 

3252.  Chairman.']  Do  you  entirely  disbelieve 
in  vaccination  for  sheep-pox? -r-Quite  so. 

3253.  Mr.  Clare  Read.}  And  in  inoculation 
for  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — And  in  inoculation  for 
pleuvo-pneumonia. 

3254.  But  under  certain  favourable  circum- 
stances you  would  think  it  desirable  in  the  case 
of  sheep-pox  still  ? — Under  certain  circumstances; 
for  example,  if  natural  sheep-pox  has  spread 
rather  extensively  in  a flock,  and  it  would  take 
not  less  than  a month  before  natural  sheep-pox 
could  spread  to  any  great  extent  in  a flock,  I 
would  then  inoculate  the  rest  of  those  animals, 
hut  I would  not  inoculate  a healthy  flock,  al- 
though that  healthy  flock  might  be  iu  close  prox- 
imity to  tbe  diseased  flock ; I would  not  introduce 
the  disease  to  a fresh  flock. 

3255.  But  you  would  rather  try  and  prevent 
it  by  inoculation  ? — I will  suppose  this  case  : 
that  if  sheep-pox  is  introduced  into  a flock  of 
sheep,  200,  if  you  please,  in  number,  I should 
find  upon  examination  of  those  sheep,  even  a 
fortnight  afterwards,  that  probably  not  more  than 
six  or  seven  of  them  would  be  the  subject  of  the 
disease,  although  they  all  had  been  exposed  to 
the  infection  arising  from  the  difference  in  the 
susceptibility  of  the  animal  to  be  acted  upon  by 
the  morbific  matter ; I would  take  away  all  tbe 
sheep  which  were  the  subjects  of  the  disease,  and 
kill  them,  and  I would  isolate  the  rest  of  the  flock, 
and  carefully  inspect  them,  and  take  out  day  by 
day  each  animal  which  was  infected,  and  slaugh- 
ter it. 

3256.  You  would  kill  the  animal  yourself,  but 
would  you  make  it  compulsory  to  have  them  • 
killed? — I would  make  it  compulsory  to  have  the 
diseased  sheep  killed  and  allow  compensation. 

3257.  Is  the  disease  easily  discovered? — Yes, 
it  is  easily  discovered ; the  eruption  is  unlike  any 
other  eruption  that  takes  place  in  sheep. 

3258.  I think  the  animals  affected  generally 
walk  in  a peculiar  way,  do  they  not? — That 
would  depend  upon  the  amount  of  eruption ; it 
generally  takes  effect  upon  the  inner  part  of  hind 
legs,  and  when  that  is  the  case  the  animal  walks 
stiffly,  hut  the  constitution  is  affected,  and  the 
animal  withdraws  from  the  rest  of  the  sheep,  and 
has  a dull  dejected  appearance. 

3259.  Would  you  allow  animals  affected  with 
sheep-pox  to  he  doctored  as  they  can  be  now,  or 
would  you  think  it  wiser  to  order  their  immediate 


slaughter? — I would  not  doctor  sheep  which  are 
the  subject  of  sheep-pox ; I would  slaughter  them 
and  make  a daily  inspection  of  those  which  had 
been  removed  from  the  diseased  ones. 

3260.  Do  you  agree  with  this  paragraph  of 
Professor  Brown’s  Beport,  at  page  23':  “ Con- 
sidering the  highly  contagious  character  of  sheep- 
pox,  and  the  great  fatality  which  occasionally 
attends  its  progress,  it  appears  to  he  desirable 
that  the  stamping-out  system  should  be  applied  in 
all  cases  in  which  the  disease  appears  among  sheep 
in  this  country.  At  least,  the  slaughter  of  all 
diseased  animals  should  lie  insisted  on,  and  it 
will,  under  most  circumstances,  be  found  econo- 
mical to  destroy  those  which  have  been  herded 
with  them  at  the  same  time?” — I do  not  quite 
agree  with  the  last  sentence,  that  it  would  be 
found  economical  to  destroy  those  animals  that 
have  been  herded  with  the  diseased  animals,  but 
I fully  agree  with  the  other  statements. 

3261.  "Professor  Brown  says,  “ under  most  cir- 
cumstances;” l apprehend  that  such  a particular 
circumstance  would  be  its  first  oufbreak  in  this 
country  ? — Sheep-pox  is  very  peculiar  as  regards 
its  rate  of  progress.  As  I said  before,  if  you  take 
a sheep  which  is  the  subject  of  the  disease,  and 
place  him  intentionally  in  a flock  of  200,  moat 
likely  you  would  not  find  above  six  or  seven  at 
the  end  of  the  first  fortnight  which  would  he 
affected.  If  you  left  them  altogether,  iu  the  next 
week  you  would  find  probably  20  or  30;  it 
would  not  be  until  the  expiration  of  five  weeks, 
or  something  like  that,  before  you  found  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  flock  had  become  affected;  the 
disease  keeps  gaining  strength,  as  it  were,  and 
going  on  affecting  a larger  number  of  animals  in 
proportion  to  its  duration.  If  you  take  the  very 
first  outbreak  we  had  of  sheep-pox  in  1847,  as  an 
example,  there  wore,  I think,  256  in  a lot;  56 
being  the  foreign  sheep  that  brought  the  disease; 
the  disease  went  on  for  six  weeks,  and  I then 
isolated  the  healthy  ones,  or  those  that  we  thought 
were  healthy,  and  if  I remember  rightly  we  saved 
68  or  70  from  the  flock  after  all. 

3262.  The  term  “economical”  would  not  apply 
to  the  owner  of  the  flock,  but  would  it  not  apply 
to  the  whole  of  the  kingdom  ? — I think  it  would 
be  a sacrifice  of  food  to  kill  the  animals  which 
had  been  merely  exposed  to  the  disease,  when  we 
could  isolate  them,  and  by  daily  and  careful  inspec- 
tion arrest  its  progress. 

3263.  I understand  you  object  to  the  present 
law,  which  allows  the  owner  of  the  sheep  to 
doctor  the  sheep  which  are  affected  ? — Certainly ; 
if  you  rightly  understand  me,  I would  deal  with 
them  in  this  way : all  animals  affected  with  the 
disease  I would  take  away  and  kill. 

3264.  I understood  you  to  say,  in  answer  tQ 
the  Bight  Honourable  Chairman,  that  you  were 
quite  satisfied  with  the  Act  as  it  stood  with  re- 
gard to  sheep  pox  ; are  you  not  aware  that  there 
is  nothing  that  the  local  authority  can  do  to 
enforce  slaughter  in  the  case  of  sheep  pox  ? — I 
thought  the  local  authority  had  authority  to 
enforce  it ; I was  labouring  under  the  impression 
that  it  was  by  the  Act,  and  not  by  Order ; that  is, 
with  regard  to  the  diseased  animals. 

3265.  In  1839,  do  you  remember  the  outbreak 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Norfolk  ? — I do. 

3266.  We  always  thought  that  that  was  the 
original  outbreak,  but  you  say  it  was  not?— It 
was  not  the  original  outbreak ; it  was  the  origi- 
nal county  outbreak.  The  disease  appeared  in 
August  1839,  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of 

London, 
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London,  and  it  was  not  until  November  that  the 
animals  in  Norfolk  became  affected. 

3267.  Do  you  suppose  that  that  outbreak  was 
caused  by  cattle  coming  from  the  Metropolitan 
Market  ?— I have  no  reason  to  believe  that  that 
was  the  case ; I was  assured  by  the  person  to 
whom  those  animals  belonged,  that  no  fresh 
animals  had  come  upon  the  place  at  all,  and 
knowing  the  system  which  prevailed  upon  the 
farm  with  regard  to  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
animals,  I should  hardly  think  that  any  animals 
had  been  imported  to  the  farm. 

3268.  I believe  that  outbreak  occurred  within 
a short  distance  of  the  ports  of  Yarmouth  and 
Lowestoft  ? — No ; it  occurred  at  Langley,  which 
is  distant  from  Yarmouth  and  Lowestoft  some  14 
or  15  miles. 

3269.  But  Professor  Brown  told  us  that  the 
cattle  plague  was  introduced  into  Irelaud,  and 
taken  there  by  other  means  than  by  cattle 
for  a like  distance  into  Ireland  ? — Yes ; but  the 
cattle  plague  was  then  existing  in  England,  and 
you  may  say  that  foot  and  moulh  disease  was  then 
existing  in  Holland,  but  I am  not  aware  that  there 
were  any  importations  at  that  time  of  cattle  either 
into  Yarmouth  or  Lowestoft. 

3270.  I am  aware  that  there  were  not,  but  I 
understand  you  to  say  if  we  were  to  get  entirely 
rid  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  never  did  im- 
port a single  animal,  we  should  still,  in  conse- 
quence of  our  communication  with  the  Continent, 
be  running  almost  the  daily  risk  of  importing  it 
somehow  or  other? — Yes,  I believe  so;  but  I 
can  hardly  believe  that  any  material  which  was 
imported  into  Lowestoft  or  Yarmouth  would  find 
its  way  to  Langley ; I should  think  it  just  as 
probable  for  it  to  find  its  way  into  this  Committee- 
room. 

3271.  People  are  constantly  going  from  Langley 
to  Yarmouth  Market,  arc  they  not? — Yes;  one 
farmer  may  go  there  once  a fortnight,  I suppose ; 
if  the  Langley  outbreak  had  been  the  first  out- 
break, we  might  have  supposed  that  the  morbific 
matter  had  been  carried  in  such  a way  as  you 
appear  to  think  from  one  of  those  ports,  but  then 
it  is  notorious  that  the  disease  was  in  England 
for  three  months  before  it  broke  out  in  Norfolk. 

3272.  How  did  the  disease  get  to  Norfolk  ? — 

I cannot  say. 

3273.  Although  you  cannot  say  how  the  disease 
got  to  Norfolk,  you  think  it  is  impossible  that  the 
disease  should  have  got  through  Yarmouth  ? — It 
is  not  impossible,  but  I think  it  far  more  proba- 
ble that  it  should  have  been  carried  from  London 
to  Langley  than  from  Yarmouth  to  Langley. 

3274.  We  have  never  been  free  from  the 
disease  entirely? — Never  entirely,  but  there  have 
been  times  in  which  it  has  been  so  small  in 
amount  that  dq  public  attention  has  been  directed 
to  it-,  and  then  there  have  been  those  periodical 
outbreaks  which  are  not  satisfactorily  accounted 
for ; science  has  a great  deal  yet  to  explain  with 
regard  to  outbreaks  of  infectious  diseases.  We 
have  witnessed  tb.9  same  thing  with  regard  to 
cholera,  small-pox,  and  a variety  of  other  affections 
which  afflict  the  human  subject. 

3275.  Is  tire  “ Veterinarian  ” published  every 
month  ?— Yes. 

3276.  Is  that  merely  a record  of  those  diseases 
furnished  by  local  veterinary  surgeons  as  well  as 
h'oin  the  college  in  London  ? — The  matter  is 
furnished  partly  from  local  sources  and  partly 
through  the  kindness  of  Professor  Brown,  who 
is  joint  editor  of  the  “ Veterinarian,”  from  official 
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sources,  partly  from  the  Veterinary  College,  and 
partly  from  the  profession,  as  a whole. 

3277.  How  long  has  that  publication  been 
issued? — The  "Veterinarian”  was  first  pub- 
lished in  1828,  and  has  continued  from  that  time 
down  to  the  present. 

3278.  Before  you  held  any  Government  office, 
how  did  the  editor  become  aecpiainted  with  the 
diseases  of  the  district ; was  it  by  contributions 

from  veterinary  surgeons  all  over  England? 

Yes,  by  communications  with  veterinary ’surgeons 
in  England. 

3279.  I think  it  generally  gives  a brief 
monthly  account  of  the  state  of  health  of  cattle 
in  England  ? — It  does  now. 

3280.  Did  it  not  then  ? — It  did  not  then,  but 
it  has  done  so  since  it  came  under  my  manage- 
ment. ; previously  to  that  it  dealt  only  with  cases 
which  were  sent  to  it  for  publication. 

3281.  When  did  you  become  editor  of  the 
“ Veterinarian”? — About  14  or  15  years  ago. 

3282.  If  there  were  six  or  12  months  elapsed 
with  no  record  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
England  in  the  columns  of  the  “Veterinarian,” 
would  that  be  any  sort  of  evidence  that  it  did  not 
exist  at  all? — Very  little  at  all  up  to  the  time 
of  the  outbreak  of  cattle  plague. 

3283.  Take  a subsequent  case ; in  1867 
you  had  monthly  reports  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  health  of  the  cattle ; is  it  not  the  fact 
that  for  the  last  six  months,  and  I believe  for  a 
longer  period,  there  was  no  single  record  in  the 
“Veterinarian”  of  a case  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — It  may  be  so ; I cannot  charge  my 
memory  with  that. 

3284.  If  it.  were  so  you  would  not  think  the 
disease  had  died  out,  hut.  simply  that  it  was  not. 
worthy  of  l’ecord? — Yes,  that  it  was  not  worthy 
of  record;  in  1867  it  was  considered  that  owing 
to  the  operation  of  the  law  for  the  suppression 
of  cattle  plague,  we  had  got  rid  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; and,  therefore,  there  being  so  few  cases, 
we  did  not  think  that  any  special  necessity  existed 
for  calling  attention  to  it. 

3285.  You  have  got  rid  of  it,  except  in  a very 
few  eases  ? — It  was  so  diminished  that  we  hoped 
we  had  got  rid  of  it. 

3286.  '"It  was  the  general  opinion  of  the 
country  that  it  was  got  rid  of  it,  was  it  not  ? — 
Yes. 

3287.  But  still  you  think  that  it  was  from  those 
isolated  cases  which  you  say  remained,  that  we 
had  the  present  outbreak  ? — Yes ; and  from  those 
isolated  cases  being  supplemented  by  animals 
coming  from  Ireland  in  particular;  it  must  be 
admitted  that  there  were  animals  which  came  in 
from  the  Continent,  which  also  were  the  sttbjeets 
'of  disease,  but  those  animals  were  dealt  with  in  a 
way  not  to  be  productive  of  much  mischief,  if  any, 
to  the  country. 

3288.  Did  not  the  foreign  sheep  go  out  of  the 
market  ? — Foreign  sheep  went  out  of  the  market, 
but  not  foreign  slice])  coming  in  the  same  vessels 
with  the  cattle. 

3289.  But  after  having  been  in  the  foreign 
market,  and  mixed  with  ihe  cattle  there,  they 
were  sent  out  ? — There  was  not  any  foreign  mar- 
ket then. 

3290.  From  the  Metropolitan  Market  the  animals 
wore  sent,  all  over  the  country  ? — They  were  sent 
all  over  the  country  from  the  Metropolitan 
Market. 

3291.  You  have  just  stated  that  we  received 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Ireland  at  that 
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Professor  period;  is  it  not  tire  fact  that  Ireland™  en- 

r B tire!-,  clear  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  after  the 

stfad,  cattle  plague,  and  that  it  did  not  get  rt 

until  ive  sent  it  to  Ireland?— I hare  no  proof  of 

31  March  t]iat  whatever  ; the  facta  are,  so  for  as  I know 

lS73-  them,  that  Ireland  received  the  disease  m.1839 

at  the  same  time  as  we  did,  and  that  it  has  con- 
tinued with  more  or  less  severity  in  Ireland  down 
to  the  present  time ; it  lias  also  been  supplemented 
from  time  to  time  by  animals  sent  from  England 
which  were  the  subjects  of  disease ; the  oases 
which  I noticed  were  oases  of  animals  sent  horn 
Southampton  in  1869 ; there  were  also  some  oases 
sent  subsequently  from  Bristol  to  Ireland. 

3292.  About  tbe  same  tune,  was  it  not. 

Subsequently;  and  Ireland  week  by  week  kept 
sending  diseased  animals  into  England;  those 
animafi  were  distributed  to  the  northern  counties, 
Cheshire,  Lancashire,  and  so  on  ; counties  which 
vou  can  hardly  conceive  that  any  foreign  cattle, 
ox  even  sheep  would  go  to,  except  perhaps  into 
towns  like  Manchester.  _ ,a(!o.T 

3293.  I was  not  talking  of  the  year  18b9 , l 
was  talking  of  the  outbreak  which  commenced, 

I believe,  in  the  year  1867  ?— In  1867,  as _ we  have 
seen,  there  was  but  very  little  disease  indeed,  ancl 
I have  no  evidence  whatever  of  the  disease  being 
then  brought  into  the  country  from  foreign  sources 
or  brought  over  here  from  Ireland ; in  those  years 
that  we  had  very  little  of  it,  Ireland  had  very 
little  of  it;  I may  add  that  the  disease  varies  in 
the  same  manner  upon  the  continent  of  Europe 
as  it  does  in  England ; there  are  periodic  out- 
breaks in  Holland  and  Belgium,  and  throughout 
the  whole  of  Europe;  it  follows  there  precisely 
the  same  law  as  it  does  here.  _ 

3294.  Mr.  Pell.  1 At  what  intervals  ?—  Ihere 
is  no  stated  interval ; we  have  sometimes  gone  as 
much  as  seven  or  eight  years,  without  there  being 
any  great  increase,  and  sometimes  not  above  two 
or  three  years. 

3295.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Bo  you  think  that 
the  local  authorities,  particularly  in  counties, 
have  done  their  best  to  enforce  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament ?— I think  that  the  local  authorities  have 
not  been  uniform  in  their  action,  and  I can 
scarcely  understand  that  they  could  have  clone 
their  best,  unless  there  had  been  uniform  action. 

3296.  Is  not  this  the  case,  that  the  authorities 
in  counties  and  the  authorities  in  boroughs,  have 
two  separate  and  distinct  interests  in  this  respect, 
that  whereas  the  boroughs  care  only  about  get- 
ting a o'ood  market,  the  counties  have  to  consider 
the  health  of  the  cattle ?— That  is  so,  doubtless; 
but  then,  at  the  same  time,  the  county  local 
authorities  have  been  doing  one  thing  in  one 
county,  and  the  very  opposite  in  another. 

3297.  Would  it  not  be  very  necessary  to  take 
different  action  in  different  parts  in  England; 
take  Norfolk,  for  instance,  and  compare  it  with 
the  districts  of  South  Wales;  do  you  think  it 
would  he  possible  to  carry  out  the  same  regula- 
tions, with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  in 
one  county  as  in  another? — I do  not  see  why 
the  same  regulations  should  not  be  carried  out  in 
one  county  just  as  in  another,  if.  you  want  to 
o-et  the  disease  down  or  to  keep  in  check.  It 
was  the  same  thing  with  regard  to  the.  cattle 
plague;  it  was  not  until  the  same  regulations 
were  insisted  upon  on  the  part  of  the  local  autho- 
rities that  we  began  to  keep  down  the  disease. 

3298.  Whereas,  in  a purely  breeding  district, 
you  might  have  only  one  or  two  cases  which  you 
could  Seal  with  very  summarily ; in  a large  im- 


porting county  like  Norfolk  you  have  thousands 
of  cases  in  a week,  so  that  there  must  he  great 
difference  in  the  mode  of  treating  those  two 
counties,  must  there  not?— Certainly,  because 
in  one  case  the  danger  may  appear  to  be  little, 
and  the  local  authority  would  therefore  take  but 
little  interest  in  the  matter  ; hut  the  local  autho- 
rity would  take  a very  much  larger  interest  in 
the  matter  where  there  was  a larger  number  of 
cases,  especially  in  N orfolk,  which  is  an  importing 
county  rather  than  a breeding  county. 

3299.  Bo  not  you  think  that  if  there  was  an- 
outbreak  in  a breeding  county,  the  local  autho- 
rities would  take  the  best  measures  they  could 
to  suppress  it?— Yes,  no  doubt  they  would. 


, suppress  it  r-iw,  ^ ■ , , , T e 

3300  And  that  you  might  have  a chance  of 

succeeding  in  a small  outbreak,  whereas  in  a large 
importing  county  like  Norfolk  there  would  be  no 
use  in  taking  those  measures?— The  measures 
must  he  stringent  in  proportion  to  the  evil  you. 
have  to  deal  with.  , , 

3301  Bo  you  think  we  might  stamp  out  pleuro- 
pneumonia ?— Yes,  I think  we  might  stamp  out 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

3302.  I rather  from  your  evidence  and  from  . 
that  of  Professor  Brown  that  as  soon  as  tlie 
animal  is  dead  which  is  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia, a great  portion,  if  not  the  whole,  of 
the  risk  of  contagion  is  stopped  ?-W  e can  only 
form  a conclusion  of  the  kind  (it  may  be  right  or 
it  may  be  wrong),  as  the  result  of  experiments 
that  we  have  instituted;  we  have  failed  m every 
way  to  induce  an  attack  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
except  by  exposing  a healthy  animal  to  another 
which  was  in  a state  of  disease ; all  cases  also  of 
inoculation  which  have  been  had  recourse  to  on 
the  Continent  and  in  England  have  failed  to  pro- 
duce the  disease.  As  Professor  Brown  has  ex- 
plained, we  have  taken  the  lungs  of  mfeeted 
animals  and  placed  them  for  experiment  in  boxes 
close  to  the  healthy  animals  while  they  were  still 
hot,  and  have  failed  to  induce  the  disease;  and 
wo  have  taken  sponges  and  saturated  them  witn 
different  secretions, -and  put  them  up  the  nostras 
of  healthy  animals,  and  we  have  failed  m that 
way.  Indeed  we  have  failed  in  every  way  to 
communicate  the  disease  except  by  actual  contact 

°f  3303.  Still  you  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  com- 
municated only  by  contagion  ?— I hat  is  my 

°P3304!  And  it  is  communicated  only  by  the 
breath  of  diseased  animals  ? — I think  so , can 
not  speak  positively  upon  that  subject. 

3305.  But  we  might  have  a reasonable  hope, 
if  that  theory  is  correct,  of  getting  rid  of  the 
disease  by  slaughter  ? — Just  so ; and  ... 
further  circumstance  that  the  disease  is  so 

foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  so  unlike sheep] ? > 
and  also  cattle  plague  in  the  rate  of  its  P*og  > 
it  is  well  known  that  the  larger  part  of  a herd 
which  the  disease  has  appeared  will  escape. 

3306.  "Whereas  the  whole  of  them  would  * 

affected  with  .foot  and  mouth  disease  • , 

whole  of  them  would  he  affected  in  comparabveiy 
a short  space  of  time  with  foot  and  mouth  > 
with  cattle  plague  and  also  with  sheep  pox. 

3307.  Chairman .]  That  would  make  it  WJ 
difficult  to  get  the  assent  of  the  °wne?\  , 
slaughter  of  a herd  of  animals  one  ^ which 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia?  1 •“ 

the  owners  of  animals  are  so  satisfied  w ^ 
nothing  can  be  done  to  save  the  life  of the  ffectelj} 
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affected,  that  nothing  in  the  way  of  a difficulty 
would  exist. 

3308.  The  owners  would  be  willing  to  consent 
to  the  slaughter  of  those  affected,  but  as  there  is 
such  a chance  of  animals  which  have  herded  with 
the  affected  animals  escaping,  they  would  not  like 
to  have  them  slaughtered  ? — I would  not  wish  to 
have  it  done. 

3309.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  If  the  animal  actually 
diseased  was  killed,  you  would  not.  require  the 
rest  of  the  heard  to  be  slaughtered  ? — No ; but  I 
would  have  them  as  carefully  watched  and  ex- 
amined as  I would  have  any  flock  examined  for 
sheep-pox,  and  probably  I might  have  to  wait  for 
a month  before  I had  a second  case,  and  I should 

. deal  with  that  in  the  same  manner. 

3310.  Supposing  that  they  were  to  follow  that 
out,  and  stop  entirely  pleuro-pneumonia  in  this 
country,  what  sort  of  protection  should  we  have 
that  it  might  not  again  be  brought  in  from  abroad  ? 
— The  protection  would  be,  that  we  should 
slaughter  all  animals  suspected  of  being  infected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia  upon  landing,  and  it  is 
very  well  known  that  very  few  animals  out  of  the 
hundreds  of  thousands  that  have  been  imported 
have  found  their  way,  with  pleuro-pneumonia 
upon  them,  into  the  country. 

3311.  But  if  pleuro-pneumonia  has  an  incuba- 
tion of  30  days,  and  perhaps  you  would  say  it 
would  have  a longer  period  of  incubation  than 
that,  if  there  is  only  12  hours  for  inspection  what 
is  the.  use  of  inspection  for  pleuro-pneumonia  pro- 
vided we  have  got  rid  of  the  disease  ? — Inspection 
with  regard  to  infectious  disease  is  of  no  use 
whatever  during  the  period  of  incubation  of  those 
diseases,  but  although  that  is  the  fact  we  cannot 
practically  deal  with  it  in  that  way,  by  saying  that 
no  animal  should  come  into  the  country,  simply 
because  such  a disease  is  incubated  for  so  long 
a time ; nor  could  we  keep  them  in  quarantine 
until  the  time  has  expired ; that  would  be  tanta- 
mount to  shutting  our  ports  against  any  animals 
coming  in. 

3312.  I am  talking  about  plcuro-pueumonia 
amongst  dairy  cows  and  foreign  store  stock,  and 
I am  supposing  that  we  successfully  carried  the 
stamping  out  process,  and  got  rid  of  it  in  England ; 
could  you  tell  us  how  wo  could  provide  against  a 
recurrence  of  its  importation  from  abroad  ? — You 
could  only  provide  against  it  as  you  are  providing 
against  it  now,  that  is,  by  slaughtering  all  animals 
at  the  port  of  landing  which  are  found  to  be  the 
subjects  of  disease,  and  also  the  others,  on  the 
presumption  that  the  disease  is  being  incubated 
in  their  systems. 

3313.  We,  of  course, 'could  not  enforce  slaughter 
m other  countries,  but  if  we  practised  it  ourselves 
we  should  still  run  the  risk  of  re-importing  it  ? — 
Yes,  a slight  risk. 

3314.  Chairman.']  The  questions  of  the  Hon- 
ourable Member  for  Norfolk  seem  to  point  to 
this,  that  in  order  to  prevent  the  danger  of  the 
introduction  of  pleuro-pneumonia  after  it  had 
been  stamped  out,  inasmuch  as  it  takes  a long 
time  for  incubation,  every  foreign  animal  should 
be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing ; do  you 
think  that  that  ought  in  such  a case  to  be  done  ? 
~No,  I do  not;  I think  that  we  ought  to  have 
scheduled  and  unscheduled  countries,  and  after  a 
certain  time  the  animals  from  scheduled  countries 
should  be  slaughtered,  but  I think  we  ought  to 
allow  store  stock  to  come  into  the  country. 

3315.  You  think  that  the  loss  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest  of  the  possibility  of  importing 


store  stock  would  be  greater  than  the  risk  we 
should  run  of  importing  disease? — I am  looking 
to  an  increase  of  the  difficulty  of  procuring  food 
for  the  people,  if  we  can  get  no  store  stock  from 
other  countries ; if  store  stock  could  be  got  cheap 
enough  to  pay  the  agriculturist  for  feeding, 
it  would  be  to  his  interest  to  have  store  stock 
coming  in  as  well  as  to  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumer of  meat. 

3316.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Do  the  Spanish  cattle 
come  in  in  ships  specially  set  apart  for  the  cattle 
trade,  as  a rule  ? — In  ships  which  are  used  chiefly, 
but  not  entirely  ; because  some  Spanish  cattle 
come  into  Livei'pool  as  part  cargo ; but  those  that 
bring  animals  into  Southampton  are  ships  which 
have  been  engaged  in  the  cattle  trade  especially. 
When  the  Spanish  trade  opens,  the  ships  go  there. 
Take  the  “ Tonning,”  or  the  “ Taurus,”  if  these 
vessels  had  been  bringing  animals  from  Tonning, 
and  that  trade  had  ceased,  they  would  then  bring 
animals  from  Spain,  and  the  same  thing  would 
occur  with  ships  going  to  Corunna. 

3317.  Would  you  not  consider  the  Port  of 
Bristol  very  badly  adapted  for  the  importation  of 
store  stock,  in  consequence  of  the  river  being  so 
narrow,  and  the  channel  itself  being  rather  small 
and  the  vessels  being  a long  time  getting  up.  I 
understand  you  to  say  that  when  they  are  at  sea 
the  windsails  work  properly,  but  that  when  they 
come  up  the  Thames  the  cattle  suffer  from  want 
of  ventilation ; would  that  not  be  worse  in  the 
Port  of  Bristol  ? — It  might  be  as  bad,  or  it  might 
be  worse,  but  I know  very  little  about  the  Irish 
trade.  As  a general  principle  I think  it  would 
be  so ; but  I think  a lax-ge  number  of  Irish  cattle 
are  brought  on  deck,  whereas  few  cattle  are 
brought  on  deck  into  the  Thames. 

3318.  Could  not  there  be  some  machinery  for 
ventilating  the  holds  of  cattle  ships? — That  is  a 
question  which  belongs  to  engineers,  I think.  I 
have  gone  a little  into  the  matter  with  engineers, 
and  they  have  found  great  difficulties  in  it ; but, 
so  far  as  our  cattle  ships'  are  concerned,  I do  not 
think  that  we  could  much  improve  the  ventila- 
tion, if  at  all. 

3319.  You  are  speaking  of  cattle  ships  for  Ire- 
land, I believe  ? — I am  speaking  of  ships  that  are 
engaged  entirely  in  the  foreign  cattle  trade. 

3320. '  Chairman.]  And  coming  into  London  ? 
— Yes,  the  "Tonning,”  and  the  "Taurus,”  and 
that  class  of  vessel. 

3321.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Those  ships  arc  spe- 
cially built  for  the  cattle  trade,  are  they  not  ?— 
Yes;  the  mischief  is  done  by  vessels  which  have 
part  cargo,  and  which  just  fill  in  with  cattle,  to 
make  up. 

3322.  That  was  the  reason  why  I put  to  you  a 
question  about  Spanish  cattle,  as  they  come  in 
such  small  numbers  that  I thought  they  were 
brought  as  part  cargo? — They  are  brought  as  part 
cargo  to  Liverpool. 

3323.  I gather  from  your  evidence,  with  regard 
to  watering  cattle,  that  you  believe  that  if  they 
are  watered  before  they  are  put  into  the  trucks, 
and  watered  immediately  after  they  are  taken 
out,  you  could  not  do  much  more  ?— "We  could 
not  do  much  more,  except  to  expedite  the  cattle 
traffic  upon  the  lines,  that  is  to  say,  that  trains 
should  run  through  and  not  wait  for  other  trains. 

3324.  It  is  owing  to  cross  lines  and  to  junc- 

tions that  the  greatest  amount  of  suffering  has 
prevailed  ?— Undoubtedly ; you  will  see  a truck 
of  sheep  in  the  summer  time. frequently  standing 
still  for  hours,  and  the  animals  panting  and  ex- 
it posed 
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posecl  to  the  lieat  of  the  sun  without  any  water, 
or  any  kind  of  protection,  whereas  if  they  were 
in  a train  which  went  through  quickly,  all  that 
would  be  avoided. 

3325.  You  had  a good  many  false  reports  about 
cattle  plague  after  the  outbreak  in  Yorkshire  ; 
who  originated  those  reports? — I could  not  say 
who  originated  those  reports ; they  came  up  .-to 
the  central  office  and  were  investigated. 

3326.  Were  they  from  inspectors,  or  indi- 
viduals?— They  were  from  inspectors;  in  one 
case,  the  Leeds  case,  the  Leeds  inspector  who  re- 
ported it,  had  been  a butcher. 

3327.  When  the  cattle  from  Schleswig-Hol- 
stein were  scheduled,  they  were  sent  at  once  to 
the  Deptford  Market,  were  they  not?— Yes. 

3328.  Did  that  diminish  the  number  imported 
from  there  ? — I do  not  think  that  it  did  ; it  was 
a proceeding  which  lasted  for  a very  short  time  ; 

I am  inclined  to  think  that  sending  animals  to 
Deptford  would  not  diminish  the  supply  very 
much. 

3329.  Nor  yet  raise  the  price  very  much  ? — 
No,  I think  not. 

3330.  Chairman .1  Are  you  aware  that  im- 
porters have  stated  that  the.  reason  that  it  did 
not  affect  the  price  was  that  it  came  at  the  latter 
end  of . the  season,  and  that  the  arrangements 
were  all  made? — Yes;  but  we  have  reason  to 
believe  that  the  sending  of  scheduled  cattle  to  the 
Deptford  market  does  not  very  much  affect  the 
prices.  If  the  meat  will  fetch  a fraction  more  here 
than  it  does  in  Paris,  the  animals  will  come  here. 

3331.  Mr.  Clare  Bead'}  There  is  an  opinion 
abroad  in  the  country  that  in  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment there  is  too  much  red  tape  and  Govern- 
ment sealing-wax,  and  not  enough  of  veterinary 
science ; is  that  your  opinion  ? — If  you  simply 
calculate  by  numbers  in  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment, I should  agree  with  you,  but  I do  not  cal- 
culate by  numbers.  There  are  only  two  in- 
spectors in  the  department,  and  there  arc  several 
clerks  and  superintendents  who  are  absolutely 
necessary  to  carry  on-  the  department  well ; the 
professional  part  of  the  department  is,  compara- 


tively speaking,  very  small  in  amount,  as  is  shown 
by  the  number  of  individuals  who  are  employed. 

3332.  That  whereas  there  are  something  like 
46  officials,  only  two  of  them  arc  inspectors  ?— 

I think  you  will  find  that  there  are  only  40  indi- 
viduals, and  I believe  they  have  been  fully  en- 
gaged. 

3333 . In  necessary  work  ? — In  necessary  work; 
the  work  of  the  department  is  very  heavy. 

3334.  The  common  opinion  out  of  doors,  that 
we  want  more  inspectors  and  fewer  clerks,  is  not 
correct? — We  do  not  require  more  inspectors  to 
do  the  work,  as  it  has  been  done;  but  if  the 
scheme,  as  it  has  been  put  before  the  Committee, 
is  carried  out,  if  the  inspectors’  work  is  to  be 
carried  out  by  themselves,  inspectors  would  re- 
quire to  be  distributed  throughout  the  country. 

3335.  Chairman.]  I understand  you  to  say 
that  more  inspectors  would  be  required  if  you 
carried  out  the  neAv  transit  orders?— You  would 
want  more  to  send  up  the  returns. 

3336.  Mr.  Clare  Read. 1 "With  regard  to  the 
railway  companies,  you  think  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  Government  inspectors  con- 
stantly travelling  about  the  country,  seeing  that 
the  railway  companies  carry  out  the  proposed 
regulations  of  the  Privy  Council?  — If  you 
divided  Norfolk  into  sections,  the  Government 
inspector  for  each  division  would  see  that  that 
was  carried  out  amongst  his  other  duties. 

3337.  Chairman.']  You  are  of  opinion  that 
constaut  inspection  of  the  railways  is  required?— 
Decidedly. 

3338.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  But  had  not  that 
better  be  done  by  some  one  who  is  constantly 
going  about,  instead  of  by  a man  who  is  situated 
in  one  town  and  who  would  not  have  the  power 
of  following  up  the  trucks  ? — But  the  proposition 
is  that  he  would  have  the  power  of  going  about; 
I would  not  send  him  down  from  London;  I 
would  make  him  a county  man. 

3339.  And  paid  by  Government? — And  paid 
by  Government,  the  same  as  wo  have  county 
men  at  ports  paid  by  Government. 
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Mr.  Clay. 
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Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Kavanagli. 

Tiie  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  James  Beaet  Sijiokm,  called  in;  and  further  Examined. 


3340.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  In  your  evidence  you 
suggested  some  slight  modification  of  the  law  with 
regard  to  the  removal  of  cattle  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease  from  one  part  of  a farm  to 
another;  you  said  that  you  thought  that  in  order 
to  prevent  their  starvation  they  might  he  taken 
aoross  a public  road,  although  they  were  affected 
with  the  disease,  in  order  to  be  fed  ? — I think 
that  so  far  as  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  concerned, 
there  would  be  really  no  objection  to  such  re- 
moval, presuming  that  the  disease  is  dealt  with  as 
has  been  proposed,  by  having  no  Orders  of  Council 
with  regard  to  it,  but  just  leaving  it  in  the  Act. 
I think  that  advantage  would  frequently  arise,  to 
individuals  by  permitting  animals  to  go ‘from  one 
part  of  a farm  to  another  without  incurring  any 
very  great  risk. 

3341.  Might  I ask  you  if  you  would  ap- 
prove of  any  relaxation  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia ; I ■would  illustrate  what  I mean  hy 
this  case : you  know,  do  you  not,  that  around 
Yarmouth  there  is  a large  extent  of  marshes 
where  there  is  no  shed  or  shelter  within  four 
miles  ? — I am  aware  of  that. 

3342.  The  local  authorities  for  the  county  of 
Norfolk  were  placed  in  a very  disagreeable  posi- 
tion this  last  November ; there  were  several  lots 
of  cattle  there  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  the  Act  allowed  them  to  remove  animals 
which  were  actually  the  subjects  of  that  disease, 
to  a slaughter-house  for  immediate  slaughter,  hut 
the  Act  would  not  allow  the  other  portion  of  the 
herd  to  he  removed;  you  are  aware  that  in  No- 
vember, when  the  grass  is  done  and  the  cold 
weather  begins,  if  those  cattle  had  been  kept 
there  for  any  length  of  time  they  would  have 
absolutely  perished? — That  would  be  so. 

3343.  The  local  authorities  did  this,  and  I be- 
neve  it  is  the  only  instance  in  which  the  local 
authorities  for  the  county  of  Norfolk  allowed 
an  infringement  of  the  Act;  it  said  this  to  the 
owner : “ If  you  give  notice  to  the  policeman  of 
your  being  about  to  remove  those  cattle  home  for 
the  purposes  of  sheltering  and  feeding  them,  and 

e*tra  help,  you  may  do  so,  and  we  shall  con- 
sider the  place  to  which  they  are  removed  an 
mtected  place-  in  room  of  the  marsh  from  which 
hey  .are  removed;”  do  you  think  that  any  re- 
of  that  sort  would  be  prejudicial?—! 


think  if  the  animals  were  examined  by  a pro- 
fessional man  previously  to  their  removal,  that  is 
to  say,  animals  which  had  been  exposed  to  the 
influence  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  they  might  be  re- 
moved by  license  under  circumstances  of  that 
kind,  without  any  material  risk  of  spreading  the 
disease  being  incurred. 

3344.  Provided  the  place  to  which  they  were 
to  be  moved  should  be  considered  as  an  infected 
place? — Yes. 

3345.  Instead  of  the  marsh  from  which  they 
had  come  ? — Yes  ; there  arc  many  thousands  of 
acres,  as  you  are  aware,  of  marsh  ground  in  that 
district,  and  during  the  summer  months  nearly 
every  marsh  is  covered  more  or  less  with  cattle ; 
many  hundreds  of  cattle  are  grazed  there,  and 
I am  inclined  to  think  that  a greater  amount 
of  risk  of  the  spread  of  infectious  disease  would 
follow,  the  animals  being  so  closely  herded 
together  without  any  separation  beyond  the 
mere  ditches,  than  would  he  incurred  by  their 
being  removed  to  the  farmers’  contiguous,  pre- 
mises. 

3346.  Especially  in  the  autumn,  when  the 
supply  of  grass  had  failed,  and  the  animals  would 
have  starved  if  they  had  been  kept  there  ? — Yes, 
that  is  so. 

3347.  Mr.  Barclay.  1 I understand  you  are  of 
opinion  that  neither  of  these  contagious  diseases, 
pleuro-pneumonia,  foot  and  mouth  disease,  nor 
cattle  plague,  is  originated  spontaneously  in  this 
country  ?— I am  quite  of  that  opinion. 

3348.  Are  there  any  fatal  contagious  diseases 
which  originate  in  this  country? — There  are  some 
diseases  which  are  to  be  viewed  as  being  capable 
of  being  thus  communicated,  hut  they  have  a 
very  limited  sphere,  such  for  example  as  splenic 
apoplexy,  which  is  an  affection  of  the  blood. 

3349.  'Is  that  a contagious  disease  ? — It  would 
appear  to  be  so  under  certain  circumstances.  I 
remember  a case  very  well  which  occurred  in 
the  county  of  Lincolnshire,  of  some  sheep  which 
were  affected  with  the  disease,  and  those  sheep 
being  removed  to  a pasture  close  by  the  premises, 
five  cattle  which  were  in  that  pasture  contracted 
the  disease,  and  the  cattle  being  sent  into  the 
farm  premises  where  there  were  some  _ pigs,  the 
pigs  suffered  from  the  disease ; but  it  is  just 
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one  of  those  affections  -which  does  not  spread 
immediately  beyond  its  centre  as  it  were. 

3350.  We  have  many  fatal  cattle  diseases  m 
this  country,  but  not  many  which  are  of  a con- 
tagious nature  ?— We  have  many  diseases  which 
are  not  of  a contagious  nature,  but  nevertheless 
fatal. 

3351.  I think  you  would  divide  those  conta- 

gious diseases  into  two  kinds ; those  of  a fatal 
character,  -and  those  which  might  be  considered 
non-fat al  ? — Yes.  1 

3352.  The  non-fatal  diseases  would  be  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  scab  in  sheep  ? — Yes. 

3353.  The  non-fatal  diseases,  such  as  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  you  propose  should  not  be  dealt 
with  by  Orders  of  Council,  but  you  would  allow 
them  to  remain  in  the  Act? — That  is  my  opinion 
of  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  because  unless  we  place  foot  and  mouth 
disease  under  the  same  regulations  as  we  should 
place  animals  affected  with  the  cattle  plague,  I 
do  not  think  we  should  ever  get  rid  of  the  infec- 
tion. 

3354.  Mr.  Clare  Read ] Except  in  the  case  of 
sheep-scab  you  would  require  the  animals  to  be 
dressed,  which  the  Act  does  not  insist  upon  ? — 

I think  that  the  power  might  still,  be  permissive 
on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities. 

3355.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Would  you  give  power 
to  the  local  authorities  to  enter  upon  premises, 
in  the  case  of  sheep-scab,  and  to  see  that  the 
case  was  properly  treated  ? — The  power  of  entry 
is  rather  doubtful,  I think  ; it  is  a thing  which 
would  require  consideration.  In  the  case  of 
sheep-scab,  I think,  the  case  would  be  met  by 
the  Order  of  Council,  namely,  that  the  local 
authority  may  order  the  animals  to  be  dressed. 

I do  not  think  that  there  is  any  absolute  necessity 
for  power  of  entry. 

3356.  The  inspector  must  have  power  of  entry 
upon  the  premises  to  see  that  the  animals  are 
dressed  ? — I am  not  aware  that  the  dressing  is 
done  under  the  superintendence  of  the  inspectors. 

3357.  Sheep-scab  is  a disease  which,  undoubt- 

edly, can  easily  be  dealt  with  by  care  and 
attention  on  the  part  of  those  having  the  care  of 
the  sheep,  is  it  not  ? — Yes.  ' 

3358.  You  can  exterminate  the  disease  within 
a very  brief  space  by  dressing  the  animal  properly, 
can  you  not  ? — By  proper  dressing  you  can,  but  on 
the  contrary,  it  does  not  matter  how  efficacious  the 
remedies  themselves  may  be,  if  they . are  not 
properly  applied  they  will  frequently  fail. 

3359.  Then  how  are  you  going  to  see  that  the 
remedies  are  properly  tried,  and  properly  applied  ? 
— It  would  be  an  advantage,  doubtless,  to  have 
the  power  of  seeing  that  the  tiling  was  properly 
done,  but  at  the  same  time  I do  not  know  that 
any  great  modification  in  the  present  regulations 
would  be  required. 

3360.  Would  any  disadvantage  _ be  likely  to 
arise  from  the  local  authority  having  the  power 
of  seeing  that  sheep-scab  was  properly  dressed 
and  attended  to? — Taken  in  connection  with 
legislative  measures  altogether,  I do  not  know 
that  there  would. 

3361.  Do  you  think  that,  if  left  alone,  and 
simply  dealt  with  by  the  negative  power  of  the 
Act,  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  likely  to  decrease, 
or  disappear  in  this  country  ? — I can  only  answer 
that  by  referring  to  facts,  which  are  patent  to 
every  one  who  is  familiar  with  the  history  of  this 
disease,  namely,  that  for  several  years  in  suc- 
cession we  hear  very  little  of  it,  because  there 


has  been  very  few  cases  in  existence  in  the 
country. 

3362.  There  was  a very  severe  outbreak,  was 
there  not,  in  1841  ? — T es,  an  outbreak  equally 
as  severe  as  that  which  we  have  just  experienced. 

3363.  Chairman.]  You  arc  aware  that  the 
Order  which  was  issued  with  reference  to  sheep- 
scab,  does  not  give  a power  of  entry  ?— I am 
aware  of  that. 

3364.  I daresay  you  have  been  informed  that 
we  were  legally  advised  that  we  could  not,  by 
any  Order  in  Council,  give  that  power  of  entry  ? 

— I cannot  charge  my  mind  that  I have  heard 
that  you  were  so  legally  advised.  I was  speaking 
practically  upon  the  matter. 

3365.  It  being  the  case  that  we  had  no  such 
power,  would  you,  or  would  you  not,  recommend 
in  any  alteration  of  the  Act,  that  there  should 
be  power  to  give  the  right  of  entry  ?— I am  in- 
clined to  think  that  without  the  right  of  entry, 
the  thing  can  be  dealt  with  sufficiently  well  by 
an  Order  of  Council,  giving  power  to  the  local 
authority  to  order  the  sheep  to  be  dressed.  The 
dressing  of  sheep  is  not  generally  undertaken 
by  the  shepherd,  but  the  dipping  is  usually  done 
by  him. 

3366.  Mr.  Barclay.]  But  could  the  local  au- 
thorities satisfy  themselves  that  it  was  done 
without  having  the  power  of  going  upon  the 
premises  by  their  inspector?— A man  is  hound 
to  five  notice  of  the  existence  of  the  disease  to 
the  police,  and  the  police  would  inform  the  in- 
spector; then,  I presume  the  local  authority 
would  give  instructions  for  the  dressing  of  those 
6heep;  and,  again,  the  farmer  would  have  to 
report  whether  lie  considered  the  sheep  free  from 
disease  or  not,  and  the  inspector  would  have  the 
right  to  visit  under  those  circumstances. 

3367.  You  are  assuming  just  now,  that  the 
inspector  has  the  right  of  visiting  the  sheep?— 
Yes ; upon  receiving  information  from  the  police 
of  the  existence  of  a contagious  disease. 

3368.  But  under  the  present  Act  there  is  no 
such  power?— The  policeman  lias  the  power  in 
the  event  of  his  receiving  such  information,  and  the 
professional  inspector  would  have  a similar  power. 

3369.  I11  1841,  you  say,  was  the  first  great 
outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— Iu  1840- 
41,  1840  chiefly. 

3370.  What  was  the  next  great  outbreak  i— 

The  next  great  outbreak  was  in  18<to.  _ 

3371.  And  the  next?— The  next  was  m 1852, 
and  the  next  in  1861-62,  which  was  continued 
into  1863. 

3372.  What  was  the  next  ?— The  disease  was 

prevalent  at  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague,  but 
not  materially  so.  , 

3373.  Was  that  in  1866  ?— That  was  in  1865, 
and  then  it  decreased  under  the  Cattle  Plague 
Regulations,  and  remained  so  till  1870-71. 

3374.  Do  you  think  that  the  intervals  of  the 

disease  would  be  likely  to  he  lengthened  if  care 
continued  to  be  taken  as  regards  the  foreign  im- 
portation of  disease?— It  js  very  difficult  to  say, 
because  we  are  unacquainted  really  with  5v 
laws  which  govern  the  remarkable  spread  ol  this 
affection  on  the  Continent,  or  in  England  from 
time  to  time.  .. 

3375.  Does  the  particular  type  of  the  disease 
differ  in  the  course  of  an  attack  in  this  coun  ry 
— Invariably ; when  the  disease  is  most  rue  1 
is  most  severe,  and  that  is  most  easily  understoo  , 
because  of  the  enormous  multiplication  01 
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3376.  And  it  gradually  decreases? — It  gra- 
dually decreases  as  the  animals  become  less 
susceptible,  because,  although  it  is  true  that 
animals  are  liable  to  second  and  even  to  third 
attacks  of  the  disease,  it  is  equally  true  that 
those  cases  are  very  few.  An  attack  of  the 
disease  destroys  the  susceptibility  of  the  animals 
to  a very  great  extent,  so  that  a disease  of  this 
kind  would  decline  for  want  of  victims,  that  is  to 
say,  for  want  of  material  to  seize  upon. 

3377.  I presume  you  do  not  put  the  whole 
weight  of  the  disappearance  of  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  1866  upon  the  cattle  plague 
restrictions  ? — Probably  not  the  whole  of  it,  but 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  those  restrictions 
were  exceedingly  beneficial  in  keeping  that  and 
other  diseases  in  check. 

3378.  Tiie  foot  and  mouth  disease  disappeared 
in  1841,  without  such  restrictions,  did  it  not? — 
That  was  the  case. 

3379.  And  it  might  equally  well  have  disap- 
eared in  1867  without  any  such  restrictions  ? — 
t might ; but  judging  from  what  I know  of  the 

affection  as  existing  subsequently  to  1841,  I 
should  not  think  the  country  was  so  clear  as  it 
was  in  1867. 

3380.  I think  you  suggested  that  fat  cattle 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  might  be 
allowed  to  be  moved  along  a public  highway  to  a 
slaughter-house  ? — Yes. 

3381.  If  you  had  a drove  of  cattle  following 
such  fat  cattle  at  an  interval,  say,  of  half  a day, 
do  you  think  that  they  would  incur  considerable 
risk  by  such  a proceeding  ? — I do  not  think  that 
the  mere  following  of  animals  at  an  interval  of 
half  a day  would  be  attended  with  any  great 
amount  of  risk ; the  danger  of  taking  animals 
along  a road,  arises  in  a great  measure  from  this 
circumstance,  that  the  animals  go  leisurely  along, 
and  frequently  pick  grass  by  the  sides  of  the  road, 
and  thus  leave  saliva  in  so  doing;  that  saliva 
coming  in  contact  with  other  animals  doing  the 
same  thing,  namely,  picking  grass,  would  infect 
them,  but  I hardly  imagine  that  the  mere  driving 
of  infected  animals  along  "a  road  would  do  any 
harm,  provided  there  was  no  morbific  matter  left 
upon  the  sides  of  the  road  by  their  chewing  the 
grass. 

3382.  But  i6  not  that  begging  the  whole  ques- 
tion what  are  the  chances  of  the  morbific  matter 
being  left  upon  the  road?  — The  chances  are 
certainly  great  that  the  morbific  matter  would  be 
left  upon  the  road. 

3383.  If  you  had  the  disease  very  much  re- 
duced, would  not  allowing  cattle  to  be  driven  along 
a public,  highway  be  a very  considerable  means 
of  allowing  the  disease  to  break  out  again? — I do 
not  think  it  would,  because  there  are  very  few 
fat  cattle  which  would  come  off  even  a large 
estate  at  a time,  the  animals  would  come  off  by 
ones,  and  twos,  and  threes  at  a time. 

3384.  One  fat  animal  would  be  sufficient  to 
spread  the  disease,  would  it  not? — One  fat  animal 
or  one  lean  animal  would-  be  sufficient. 

3385.  Assuming  one  fat  diseased  animal  to  be 
driven  along  a highway,  followed  by  -20,  or  30, 
or  40,  afterwards,  would  not  that  be  attended 
with  great  risk  ? — There  would  be  a risk,  but  I 
do  not  think  the  risk  would  be  very  great. 

3386.  What  hardship  would  there  be  in  kil- 

ling the  animals  at  home?  — Country  butchers 
generally  complain  of  having  to  kill  an  animal  at 
for^t’  ^ n0t  &lve  so  muck  money 

0.58. 


3387.  What  would  be  the  loss  to  the  owner 
of  a fat  animal,  by  its  being  killed  at  home  ? — It 
is  impossible  to  say  what  the  loss  would  be,  pro- 
bably a pound,  or  something  like  that ; the 
butcher  would  expect  to  be  paid  for  visiting  the 
place,  and  returning  from  it,  and  the  extra  labour 
upon  the  place,  and  not  having  his  offal  in  the 
same  state  as  he  would  at  home ; various  little 
things  of  that  kind,  he  would  estimate  that  at 
least  a pound,  I think. 

3388.  Do  you  think  that  for  a saving  of  a 
pound  a head  to  the  owner  of  those  beasts,  the 
public  ought  to  run  the  risk  of  having  the  disease 
spread  over  the  country,  by  allowing  the  infected 
animals  to  go  along  a road  ?— The  risk  is  really 
so  small,  that  I see  no  objection  to  allowing  fat 
cattle  to  go  by  license  to  a proper  slaughter- 
house. 

33S9.  How  is  the  disease  propagated? — It  is 
propagated  probably  by  means  of  the  respiration  ; 
morbific  matter  is  given  off  by  breathing,  and  it 
is  also  propagated  by  various  secretions  of  the 
body,  particularly  the  secretions  of  saliva,  and 
the  secretion  of  milk. 

3390.  I am  speaking  practically ; how  is  the 
disease  disseminated  through  the  country  juBt 
now,  is  it  not  disseminated  by  cattle  driving  along 
highways  and  travelling  in  railway  trucks  ? — I 
think  not ; I think  it  arises  from  animals  being 
congregated  together,  and  in  inhaling  the  mor- 
bific matter,  as  it  were,  from  each  other. 

3391.  How  do  they  become  congregated  to- 
gether ; do  yon  mean  in  fairs  or  markets? — In 
fairs  or  markets;  supposing  there  is  an  animal 
which  is  the  subject  of  disease  in  a fair  or  market, 
the  animals  contiguous  to  .that  animal  would 
contract  the  disease ; they  would  be  removed 
home,  and  after  the  usual  period  of  incubation 
had  passed,  those  animals  would  show  the  disease  ; 
it  is.  the  congregation  of  animals  which  does  the 
mischief. 

3392.  If  an  animal  is  removed  along  a high- 
way, which  is  the  subject  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  is  there  any  risk  to  animals  in  a field 
adjacent  to  the  highway  ?— -If  the  animals  have 
their  heads  over  the  hedge,  or  gate,  there  might 
be,  but  otherwise  I do  not  think  there  would  be. 

3393.  Is  foot  and  mouth  disease  infectious  by 
the  breath  of  an  animal  ? — Yes  ; because  tbe 
morbific  matter  is  contained  in  the  breath,  and 
another  animal  which  was  sufficiently  near  to 
receive  the  breath,  would  of  course  receive  the 
morbific  matter. 

3394.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  of  much  ser- 
vice to  have  the  cattle  coming  from  Ireland 
inspected  before  being  shipped  ? — I do  not  think 
it  would  be  of  much  service. 

3395.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  act  as  a de- 
terrent upon  people  bringing  for  shipment  cattle 
which  they  knew  to  be  diseased? — Only  to  a 
very  slight  extent,  I think. 

3396.  I did  not  quite  understand  wliat  your 
views  were  with  regard  to  the  loss  of  animals  by 
foot  and  mouth  disease ; I think  you  said  that  in 
many  cases  it  was  equal  to  2 l.  per  head,  but  you 
did  not  agree  in  the  total  amount  of  the  loss  ?— 
No;  in  some  cases,  I have  no  doubt  that  tliei'e  is 
a decrease  in  value  to  the  extent  of  30  s.  or  21.; 
but  speaking  of  animals  as  a whole,  I do  not  think 
that  there  is  an  average  loss  of  1 1.  p6r  head. 

3397.  Do  you  think  that  2 1.  would  cover  the 
loss  to  an  owner  of  milch  cows? — You  are  taking 
an  individual  case,  and  perhaps  one  of  the  worst 
that  can  possibly  be  taken. 
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3398.  In  the  case  of  milch  cows,  should  you 
say  that  the  loss  on  an  average  is  2 l.  or  more,  or 
less  ? — If  the  milch  cow  belongs  to  a dairyman,  a 
man  who  sells  his  milk,  there  would  he  a diminu- 
tion of  the  amount  of  milk  supplied  by  the  cow, 
and  there  would  be  a serious  loss  in  that  instance, 
but  if  the  cow,  on  the  contrary,  belonged  to  a 
farmer  who  consumed  the  milk  himself,  the  loss 
would  be  comparatively  little  or  nothing. 

3399.  Chairman.']  With  regard  to  the  estimate 
which  has  been  made  of  an  average  loss  of  2 /. 
per  head,  taking  all  the  animals  affected,  do  you 
consider  that  to  be  a correct  estimate  ? — I con- 
sider that  it  is  far  in  excess  of  the  actual  loss ; 
there  arc  very  many  animals,  store  animals  for 
example,  which  soon  recover  from  the  disease, 
and  do  not  suffer  to  any  appreciable  depreciation 
in  value ; very  many  of  those  are  not  worth  more 
than  2 1.  to  3 l.  at  the  time  they  are  attacked. 

3400.  Mr.  Vent. ] But  with  respect  to  milch 
cows  in  the  hands  of  a farmer,  is  it  not  a very 
dangerous  tiling  to  use  that  milk  for  calves  or 
pigs,  or  any  stock  upon  his  farm  ? — There  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  milk  of  a milch  cow  suffering 
from  disease  is  very  dangerous  to  calves  partaking 
of  that  milk,  and  serious  losses  have  resulted 
from  it.  I can  give  you  a notable  instance 
occurring  on  my  own  farm  of  a loss  of  that  de- 
scription. When  I was  farming,  it  was  my 
custom  to  wean  four  calves  at  a time  from  a 
cow.  "When  I had  a cow  which  produced  a calf, 
I bought  three  other  calves  and . placed  them 
.upon  the  cow,  and  allowed  them  to  take  her 
milk  regularly  up  to  a certain  time.  On  one 
occasion  on  my  return  home  from  London  in 
the  evening,  my  herdsman  reported  that  the 
calf,  the  produce  of  this  cow,  was  dead ; it  was  a 
calf  which  had  been  dropped  to  a pedigree 
short  horn  bull ; and  I was  a little  vexed  to  think 
the  calf  was  dead ; however,  I did  not  think 
very  much  of  it  at.  the  time,  and  I went  into 
dinner,  and  when  at  dinner,  the  herdsman  came 
and  reported  that  another  calf  which  was  suck- 
ing from  this  cow  was  ill;  I went  out  to  find  it 
dying,  and  before  10  o’clock  (the  report  came 
to  me  originally  at  seven)  a third  calf  was 
dead.  I examined  the  cow,  and  found  she  was 
in  a high  state  of  fever  and  excitement,  and  I 
believed  that  she  was  sickening,  so  to  speak,  for 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease.  On  the  following 
morning  she  was  the  subject  of  the  disease;  those 
three  calves  died  in  that  space  of  time  simply  from 
partaking  of  her  milk.  The  fourth  calf  did  not 
become  affected,  which  was  to  me  a matter  of 
some  surprise,  and  I spoke  to  the  herdsman  about 
it,  and  he  said  I can  explain  that,  for  on  the 
Sunday,  the  previous  clay,  I did  not  think  this 
cow  was  giving  quite  enough  milk,  so  I took  one 
calf  from  her,  and  placed  it  to  another  cow ; that 
calf  never  ailed  anything. 

3401.  Mr.  Bar  clay. In  dealing  with  those 
diseases  which  might  be  called  contagious 
diseases,  you  recommend  one  chief  inspector  for 
each  county,  and  possibly  more?— One  chief 
inspector  for  each  county,  and  more  where  there 
is  a large  cattle  population ; but  I imagine  that 
probably  not  more  than  three  would  be  needed 
in  our  largest  counties,  or  where  there  is  the 
largest  number  of  cattle. 

3402.  Did  I understand  you  that  the  inspector 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Central  Department? 
— I think  he  should. 

3403.  What  should  be  his  relations  to  the  local 
authority? — The  inspector  should  report  to  the 
local  authority  the  existence  of  the  disease. 
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3404.  Would  the  local  authority  be  his 
superiors  or  masters  ? — I think  he  should  receive 
instructions  from  the  central  authority,  but  the 
inspector  ought  to  report  to  the  local  authority, 
because  the  local  authority  would  call  upon  the 
police  to  see  that  the  law  wag  carried  out. 

3405.  Is  that  inspector  to  be  responsible  to 
local  authority  or  to  the  Privy  Council  Depart- 
ment ? — He  should  be  responsible  to  the  Privy 
Council  Department,  I think. 

3406.  Would  he  be  amenable  to  the  orders  of 
the  local  authority  ?— It  would  be  a question  of 
detail  which  that  I am  scarcely  now  prepared  to 
answer,  with  reference  to  whether  the  central 
authority  should  put  itself  in  direct  communica- 
tion with  him  or  with  the  local  authority,  so  that 
he  might  receive  instructions  from  the  local 
authority.  To  expedite  matters,  I think  it  would 
be  better  that  the  inspector  should  receive  instruc- 
tions direct  from  the  Privy  Council. 

3407.  What  would  be  the  duty  of  the  local 
authority  ? — To  receive  the  reports  and  to  see 
that  orders  were  properly  carried  out. 

340S.  Reports  from  whom  ? — From  the  police. 

3409.  The  local  authority  would  have  the  con- 
trol of  the  police  simply  ? — The  local  authority 
would  have  the  control  of  the  police. 

3410.  The  local  authority  would  have  no  con- 
trol over  the  inspector  ? — I think  not. 

3411.  What  part  would  the  police  play  in  the 
matter  ? — Guarding  against  the  movement  of  ani- 
mals without  a license  ; for  example,  if  foot  and 
mouth  disease  existed  (that  would  be  the  simplest 
case  to  take),  a firmer  wishing  to  send  an  ani- 
mal to  a slaughter-house,  it  would  go  witli  a 
license,  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  police  to 
sec  that  the  animal  did  not  go  without  a license. 

3412.  That  would  apply  in  the  ease  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Yes ; and  in  the  case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia ; no  animal  could  be  moved  off  a farm 
without  a license,  which  had  been  herded  with  a 
diseased  animal ; and  the  same  thing-  would  apply 
to  small-pox  in  sheep. 

3413.  What  would  he  the  duty  of  the  in- 
spector?— The  inspector  would  receive  reports 
from  the  attending  veterinary  surgeon,  aud  it 
would  he  his  business  to  visit  the  place,  to  ascer- 
tain the  existence  of  the  disease,  and  to  take  the 
number  of  tlic  cattle,  and  so  on  ; and  to  report 
full  particulars  of  the  outbreak  to  the  central 
authority. 

3414.  Who  is  to  order  the  slaughter  of  the 
cattle  ? — The  order  for  slaughter  would  come  from 
the  central  department. 

3415.  From  the  Privy  Council  Department? 
—From  the  Privy  Council  Department;  he  would 
he  the  medium  between  the  individual  to  whom 
the  animal  belonged  and  the  Privy  Council  De- 
partment. 

3416.  If  I understand  this  question  rightly,  it 
is  the  Privy  Council  Department  that  is  to  take 
the  whole  control  of  the  disease  in  the  country 
into  its  own  hands? — Of  contagious  diseases, 
namely,  cattle  plague,-  small-pox,  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia. Cattle  plague  we  have  very  rarely 
had  in  this  country ; small-pox  very  rarely  in- 
deed ; the  regulations  would  be  for  the  purpose  of 
stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia  and  other  diseases. 

3417.  Do  you  suggest  any  means  with  refer- 
ence to  how  disease,  pleuro-pneumonia,  for  ex- 
ample, might  be  discovered  in  its  earliest  stages  ? 
— Pleuro-pneumonia  is  a disease  which  is  dis- 
coverable only  in  very  many  cases  by  a very  close 
inspection  of  the  animal ; it  requires  a profes- 
sional man  to  detect  the  existence  of  the  disease. 

3418.  I asked 
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3418.  I asked  this  question,  because  you 
seemed  to  contemplate  in  your  examination  in 
chief,  a complete  system  of  inspection;  would 
anv  practicable  system  of  inspection  be  adequate 
to  discover  pleuro-pnemuonia  in  its  earlier  stages? 

Inspection  by  professional  men ; I will  take 

the  case  of  an  animal  falling  ill  upon  a farm,  the 
nature  of  the  disease  not  being  known,  I presume 
that  a veterinary  surgeon,  the  ordinary  attendant 
upon  the  cattle  there,  would  be  sent  for,  and  he 
would  give  good  heed  to  the  nature  of  the  disease, 
and  I think  that  that  individual  in  all  probability 
would  be  able  to  detect,  if  not  upon  the  first 
examination,  at  least  by  an  examination  on  the 
following  day,  the  existence  or  non-existence  of 
plem’O-pneuinonia.  It  would  then  be  his  duty  to 
certify  or  to  report  to  the  officer  who  had  been 
appointed  by  the  central  authority,  the  existence 
of  this  disease.  The  officer  would  visit  the  place, 
and  then  he.would  examine  the  animal  and  satisfy 
himself  as  to  whether  the  disease  did  or  not 
exist. 

3419.  I understood  you  in  your  examination 
in  chief,  to  refer  to  a complete  system  of  inspec- 
tion all  over  the  country  by  officers  cither  of  the 
local  authority  or  of  the  Government  ?— I re- 
ferred only  to  inspection  when  called  upon ; my 
plan  would  be  this,  that  the  veterinary  surgeon 
in  general  attendance,  detecting  contagious  dis- 
ease, should  certify  or  give  notice  to  the  superior 
officer  of  the  existence  of  such  disease  upon  a 
farm. 

3420.  And  you  would  depend  to  a consider- 
able extent  upon  the  veterinary  surgeon,  and  not 
the  inspector,  for  getting  a knowledge  of  where 
the  disease  existed  ? — Just  so. 

3421.  Do  you  think  tho  veterinary  profession 
would  have  an  objection  to  doing  so  ? — That  I 
cannot  say ; I should  imagine  not. 

3422.  And  no  special  prejudice  against  it  ? — I 
should  think  not;  the  plan  was  in  operation  some 
years  ago  in  Hanover,  and  it  was  found  to  work 
very  well. 

3423.  Assuming  that  the  Government  took 
the  control  of  these  fatal  contagious  diseases, 
have  you  any  idea  what  proportions  the  depart- 
ment would  assume  ? — The  department  need  not 
at  any  time,  I think,  be  a very  large  department, 
because  it  would  consist  only  of  those  individuals 
who  were  employed  for  making  examinations, 
and  they  would  bo  appointed  by  the  central 
authority,  and  the  returns  would  not  be  more 
numerous  then  than  they  are  now  ; it  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  it  would  be  more  than  the 
addition  of  just  the  number  that  would  be  re- 
quired for  each  county ; one,  two,  or  three,  as  the 
case  znay  be. 

3424.  The  duty  of  the  department  is  princi- 
pally to  collect  statistics  and  information,  is  it 
n°fc  Yes,  1.  believe  it  is  ; there  is  a great  deal 
of  departmental  work,  doubtless,  with  regard  to 
Orders  of  Council  and  statistics,  and  so  on. 

3425.  "Under  these  new  arrangements,  they 

called  upon  to  make  returns  in  all  these 
different  counties? — The  Privy  Council  Depart- 
ment is  called  upon  now,  it  might  be  said  to  almost 
an  equal  extent,  to  give  instructions  to  the  local 
authorities;  the  department  is  continually  re- 
ceiving information  from  the  local  authorities,  aud 
instructing  the  local  authorities. 

3^26.  Is  that  in  consequence  of  the  local 
authorities  not  doing  their  duty  ? — I caunot  say ; 
tlie  departmental  work  I um  not  well  acquainted 
with ; it  is  some  time  since  I was  connected  with 

0.58. 


the  office,  so  that  I do  not  know  that  the  evidence 
which  I could  give  with  regard  to  that  would 
carry  much  weight, 

3427.  You  think  that  all  animals  labouring 
under  pleuro-pneumonia  ought  to  be  slaughtered 
forthwith,  as  the  most  economical  method  of 
dealing  with  them  ? — I do. 

3428 . You  do  not  propose  to  make  it  imperative 
that  those  animals  which  are  in  contact  should 
be  slaughtered  ? — Certainly  not. 

3429.  To  whom  would  you  give  any  discretion 
as  to  the  slaughter,  or  otherwise,  of  animals  under 
this  scheme  ; would  you  propose  that  the  Privy 
Council  should  take  that  charge? — The  case 
would  very  rarely  arise  ; pleuro-pneumonia  pro- 
gresses so  remarkably  slow  in  a herd.  You  rarely 
see  more  than  two  or  three  diseased  animals  in 
extreme  cases,  unless  it  is  in  a London  dairy,  or 
a dairy  In  a large  town.  Taking  out  and  slaugh- 
tering those  animals  which  are  the  subjects  of 
the  disease,  and  watching  the  others,  would,  I 
think,  be  quite  sufficient. 

3430.  Would  you  give  any  power  to  slaughter 
animals  in.  contact  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia? — I can  imagine  that  there  might  be 
cases  in  which  it  would  be  prudent  to  slaughter 
animals  that  had  been  in  contact,  but  they  would 
be  exceedingly  rare ; perhaps,  it  might  be  as 
well  to  provide  for  a contingency  of  that  kind. 

3431.  It  might  be  more  economical,  in  certain 
cases,  to  slaughter  the  whole  of  the  animals  at 
once,  might  it  not;  you  can  fancy  that  such 
might  be  the  case  ? — In  very  rare  instances  in- 
deed. 

3432.  To  whom  would  you  give  the  discretion  ? 
— The  discretion,  I think,  should  be  vested  in  the 
central  authority  upon  the  report  of  its  officer. 
If  the  officer  recommended  that  that  course 
should  be  taken,  he  should  receive  instructions 
from  the  central  authority. 

3433.  All  animals  affected  with  sheep-pox 
should  be  slaughtered  forthwith  ? — All  animals 
which  are  suffering  under  the  disease,  I think, 
are  best  slaughtered,  but  not  animals  which  iiavc 
been  in  contact  with  them. 

3434.  In  the  case  of  cattle  plague,  you  would 
recommend  that  not  only  the  animals  affected  be 
slaughtered,  but  also  those  in  contact? — Quite 
so. 

3435.  Your  answer  to  Question  3055  was, 
that  you  would  not  have  all  the  animals  in  con- 
tact with  those  affected  with  sheep-pox  slaugh- 
tered?— That  is  what  I intended  by  the  answer. 

3430.  In  the  case  of  animals  labouring  under 
sbeep-pox  in  a fleck,  if  they  were  promptly 
isolated  and  slaughtered,  do  you  think  it  might 
stay  the  progress  of  the  disease  without  its  going 
through  the  flock  generally? — Yes,  I am  de- 
cidedly of  that  opinion ; for  I have  frequently 
seen  that  in  a large  number  of  slieep  congregated 
together,  there  have  been,  probably,  not  more 
than  half  a dozen  animals  which  were  oi'iginally 
affected  with  the  disease,  and  by  taking  away 
the  healthy  animals,  or  isolating  the  diseased 
..ones,  the  affection  lias  spread  only  to  a very 
limited  number  beyond  those  originally  attacked, 
but  then  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  those 
animals  should  be  daily  inspected  to  see  whether 
the  disease  is  progressing  or  not. 

3437.  Do  you  recommend  inoculation  for 
sheep-pox  ? — I do,  under  certain  circumstances, 
but  only  under  certain  circumstances. 

3438.  Do  you  think  that  slaughtering  is  a 
much  more  effectual  process,  generally  speaking. 


Professor 

J.B. 

Sirnonds. 

3 April 
1873. 
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Professor  in  a case  where  it  is  early  detected  ? -Yes,  but  3450.  In  that  memorandum  is  there  any  point 
J.  B.  if  the  disease  had  made  much  headway,  which  it  in  winch  the  inter eats  of  boioughs  and  counties, 

Simonds.  usual]y  has  done  in  the  flocks  of  men  not  know-  are  likely  to  conflict . I cannot  answer  that  at 

o— , incr  -what  was  the  matter  with  their  animals,  then  tins  moment ; my  engagements  are  so  very  numer- 

31  r\Po  I think  that  when  the  disease  has  got  great  hold  ous  that  1 have  scarcely  been  able  to  make  myself 

of  a flock,  tie  test  tiling  is  to  inoculate ; for  this  master  of  the  various  papers  ivlucli  have  Wen 

reason,  that  the  natural  disease  generally  destroys  handed  in. 

50  pei  cent.,  sometimes  70  per  cent.,  and  oe-  3451.  The  conflict  would  arise  would  it  not, 
casionallv  more,  whereas  the  inoculated  disease  from  counties  wishing  to  placecertam  restrictions 
very  rarely  destroys  more  than  five  per  cent.,  which  tho  boroughs  would  not  approve  of?- 

even  when  the  animal  is  attacked  very  severely  ies;  . . 

with  the  inoculated  disease.  , 3452.  Supposing  that  you  did  not  give  the 

3439  That  mi^ht  be  the  most  economical  local  authority  power  to  place  such  restrictions 
■process"  for  the  owner  of  the  stock,  but  what  upon  the  movements  of  animals,  is  there  any  other 
would  you  recommend  in  the  public  interest  in  way  in  which  the  mtercsts  are  like  to  conflict  ?- 
the  case  of  a large  attack  of  sheep-pox  ?— Where  I thmk  not.  , , 

the  disease  existed  in  a flock  to  a considerable  3453.  Only  with  regard  to  the  movement  of 
extent  I would  not  slaughter  those  that  were  un-  cattle  .—I  thmk  that  is  all. 
affected:  I would  take  away  the  diseased  ones  as  34o4.  And  not  of  diseased  cattle,  but  of  pre- 
quickly  as  I could  and  inoculate  the  others;  hut  sumed  healthy  cattle.  Of  presumed  healthy 

when  the  disease  first  appeared  iu  a flock,  I would  cattle. 

slauo-htcr  those  that  were  affected,  and  watch  the  3455.  Mr.  Ridley.]  I understand  you  to  advise 
others  carefully,  slaughtering  them  as  they  be-  with  regard  to  the  Irish  import,  a quarantine  of 
came  affected  with  the  diseasl.  , five  or  six  hours  at  the  port  of  debarcation  ?-I 

3440.  Do  you  think  it  is  very  easy  to  isolate  a should  recommend  a detention  tor  about  that 
flock  under  those  circumstances,  so  that  there  space  of  time  for  the  purpose-  ol  ascertaining 
would  not  he  any  risk  of  their  spreading  the  whether  the  animals  really  were  or  were  not  mi- 
disease  to  their  neighbours  ? — Very  easy  indeed  fering  from  foot-and-mouth  disease. 

on  most  farms.  3458.  But  you  would  call  that  quarantine, 

3441.  Is  care  taken  in  such  cases  that  disease  would  you  not?-— I would  not  call  it  quarantine, 

shall  not  be  allowed  to  spread  ?- Of  late  years  I think  it  would  hardly  he  correctly  named,  if  it 
great  cave  has  icon  taken.  were  called  quarantine. 

3442.  In  the  case  of  cattle  plague  you  propose  3457.  Tou  agree  with  Professor  Biown,  who 

-to  slaughter  not  only  the  animals  attacked,  but  entertains  strong  objections  to  quarantine  station!, 
also  those  in  contact,  and  you  propose  to  give  the  which  he  says  arc  likely  to  become  centres  ot 
local  authority  also  power  to  slaughter  adjacent  infection ; do  you  not  thmk  that  a detention  ol 
animals?- Yes,  that  was  my  proposition.  five  or  six  hours  would  be  very  much  the  same 

3443.  What  do  y ou uuderstand  by  “contact”?  thing  ? — b.o,  I think  not ; the  places  wheie  those 

—Animals  placed  in  a condition  in  which  they  animals  would  be  detained  would  be  very  similar 
can  touch  each  other,  or  where  materials  which  to  what  wc  have  now  at  all  the  ports,  and  we  do 
we  may  say  are  interposed  between  them  so  con-  not  find  that  the  disease  spreads  from  those  ports, 
stricted  that  it  becomes  almost  positive  contact  it  is  a very  different  thing  from  quarantine  spread- 
between  the  animals.  mg  over  several  days,  where  a large  number  oi 

3444.  Animals  within  the  same  inelosure? — animals  are  brought  together,  and  are  daily  aaaea 
Yes,  but  I think  you  ought  to  consider  such  a to  by  fresh  arrivals.  In  my  opinion,  it  t e 
-case  as  this  as  contact : suppose  a number  of  country  wished  to  propagate  contagious  diseases, 
animals  were  upon  a farmer’s  premises,  and  that  it  would  be  the  very  best  means  the  country  coui 
he  had,  for  convenience  sake,  divided  his  yards  adopt  to  erect  quarantine  stations ; they  wou 
into  compartments,  simply  by  posts  and  rails,  all  become  immense  pesthouses.  _ 

those  animals  which  were  in  the  yard  divided  3458.  With  regard  to  the  inspectors  at 
merely  by  posts  and  rails,  ought  to  he  considered  port  of  debarcation,  would  you  recommcnc  a 
in  contact.  inspectors  should  be  appointed  by  the  Govern- 

3445.  But  those  in  separate  houses  upon  the  ment  at  all  the  ports? — 1 would  recommenc  t a 

same  farmstead,  you  would  not  say  were  in  inspectors  should  be  appointed  by  the  Govern 
contact  ?— Certainly  not.  • ment  at  all  the  ports. 

3446.  You  are  in  favour,  are  you  not,  of  re-  3459.  Whose  duty  it  should  be,  durin^ 

ducing  the  local  authorities  very  considerably,  four  or  six  hours’  detention,  to  see  whether 
and  having  only  one  local  authority  for  one  animals  were  diseased  or  not?— Ies. 
county  ?— I think  that  great  advantage  would  3460.  Do  not  you  think  that  fields  anc 
arise  if  that  were  the  ease.  used  for  the  temporary  reception  of  cattle  oy  tn 

3447.  Is  there  any  conflict  between  the  interests  consignees  of  the.  cattle,  are  also  very  ha 

of  boroughs  and  counties  in  respect  of  this  pro-  become  nests  of  infection? — They  are  ha  ® 
posal  of  dealing  with  disease? — The  interests  of  become  centres  of  infection,  doubtless;  du 
the  local  authorities  in  a town  are  very  frequently  places  where  the  animals  are  kept,  are  p ac 
opposed  to  those  of  the  local  authorities  of  a.  which  are  under  supervision;  we.  have  none 
county.  where  the  animals  are  turned  in  upon  "jr® 

344  8.  In  what  respect  ?— Farmers  and  indi-  arrival  from  abroad  or  from  Ireland,  that  I am 
viduals  have  to  feed  the  people  who  are  in  the  aware  of ; the  place  that  they  are  detained,  a , 
towns,  and  the  towns  want  to  get  as  much  meat  near  tho  port  of  debarcation.  . 
as  they  can  into  the  place,  therefore  they  want  3461.  But,  for  instance,  at  Bristol  and  at  1 
as  few  restrictions  a3  possible.  pool,  and  other  places,  are  there  not  private  law  ^ 

3449.  Did  you  see  the  memorandum  of  sug-  — I would  not  allow  them  to  go  mto  pnva  ® • 

gestions  which  I submitted  to  the  Committee  the  I would  have  a proper  place  for  their  r.eceP 
other  day  ?— I have  seen  it.  it  might  be  provided  by  the  local  authority, 
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should  be  approved  of  by  tbe  the  central  au- 
thority. 

3462.  And  there  should  be  always  a power  of 
inspection  by  the  Government  Inspector?  — 
Decidedly. 

3463.  I suppose  you  attach  considerable  value 
to  the  disinfection  of  railway  trucks? — Yes,  I 
attach  considerable  value  to  the  disinfection  of 
railway  trucks,  but  I attach  almost  more  import- 
ance to  the  well  washing,  and  the  thorough  clean s- 
ji)rr  of  railway  trucks,  than  I do  to  the  mere  use 
of  a disinfecting  fluid.  I have  often  seen  railway 
trucks  which  have  been  mopped  out  with  lime- 
water,  or  with,  perhaps,  some  very  excellent 
disinfecting  compound  in  itself,  while  feculent 
matters  have  been  left  in  and  about  it;  there 
has  been  no  cleansing  of  the  truck  whatever, 
beyond  sweeping  it  out.  1 think  they  might 
just  as  well  have  done  nothing. 

3464.  You  arc  aware  that  railway  companies 
have  considerable  difficulty  in  getting  these  re- 
gulations carried  out  ? — I am  told  so. 

3465.  I sec  you  recommend  that  there  should 
be  Government  inspectors  in  all  cases  to  see 
this  provision  carried  out? — I think  there  should 
he. 

3466.  Are  you  aware  that  any  local  authority 
has  taken  action  in  that  matter  upon  .their  own 
responsibility  hitherto  ? — I am  not  aware  of 
that. 

3467.  You  also  think  a proper  cleansing  of 
steamboats  important  ? — Yes. 

346S.  Would  it  be  possible  to  sec  that  no  ship 
returned  after  having  disembarked  the  cattle 
without  a certificate  that  she  had  been  properly 
cleansed,  washed,  and  disinfected  ? — There  ought 
to  be  no  difficulty  in  carrying  out  such  a regula- 
tion, but  practically  it  is  not  done;  the  ships  return 
directly,  after  having  unloaded  cattle,  with  a 
promise  on  the  part  of  the  captain  that  the  vessel 
shall  be  cleansed  and  disinfected  on  her  way  out. 
Cattle  ships,  I believe,  are  usually  dealt  with 
in  that  manner,  and  I believe  as  a whole  satisfac- 
torily ; but  it  is  with  vessels  bringing  merchan- 
dise with  the  cattle  as  part  cago  where  the  diffi- 
culty exists  with  regard  to  disinfection,  and  with 
regard  to  many  other  regulations. 

3469.  You  were  asked  with  regard  to  animals 
m contact  upon  the  same  premises;  do  not  you 
think  that  in  the  case  of  animals  being  in  an 
adjoining  field  where  they  could  not  be  said  to 
be  in  contact,  but  where  there  was  running  water 
going  from  one  field  to  another,  there  is  more 
danger  of  infection  than  even  when  their  heads 
were  near  each  other  ; owing  to  the  animals  af- 
fected watering  there,  the  animals  lower  down 
would  be  liable  to  infection  ? — There  is  no  doubt 
that  disease  is  frequently  propagated  in  that  man- 
ner ; it  was  doubtless  tbe  case  with  cattle  plague ; 
it  has  been  made  the  subject  of  direct  experiment; 
cattle,  plague  matter  has  been  mixed  with  water 
and  given  to  animals  to  drink,  and  the  disease  has 
been  produced  in  that  way. 

3470.  Then,  as  regards  slaughtering  animals 
who  have  been  in  contact  with  others  affected 
with  cattle  plague,  you  would  leave  it  to  the 
local  authority  to  say  whether  they  had  been  so 
circumstanced  that  animals  two  or  three  fields  off 
nad  been  practically  in  contact  with  the  diseased 
cattle  ? Yes  ; I think  every  ease  must  be  in- 
vestigated and  dealt  with  by  itself. 

3471.  Do  you  think  if  this  were  done  with  re- 
gard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease ; in  fact,  if  it  were 
* Jinpossible  for  the  farmers  to  take  care  of 


ihemselvcs,  that  it  would  be  possible  to  keep  up 
the  restrictions  at  present  existing  upon  tbe 
foreign  trade  ? — I think  so ; those  restrictions 
would,  doubtless,  be  complained  of;  but  if  we  see 
fit  to  move  animals  ourselves  which  are  diseased, 
under  certain  conditions,  I do  not  think  that  we 
ought  at  the  same  time  to  give  countenance  to 
importing  more  diseased  animals  into  the  country. 

3472.  You  do  not  think  that  it  would  be  un- 
fair to  the  foreign  importer  ? —I  do  not  think  so ; 
I think  we  have  a perfect  right  to  shut  the  door 
against  any  addition  to  the  existing  amount  of 
disease. 

3473.  Even  although  at  home,  we  may  think 
it  is  of  no  importance  ? — I think  we  have  a right 
to  say  that  we  do  not  choose  to  add  to  the 
amount  of  disease  we  have  to  deal  with. 

3474.  In  that  case  you  would  deal  with  the 
Irish  cattle  as  with  the  home  cattle  ? — Except 
that  I do  not  think  Irish  cattle  should  be 
allowed  to  add  to  tbe  disease  existing  in  the 
country.  I should  propose  as  a preventive 
measure,  in  order  to  ensure  that  the  Irish  dealers 
should  take  their  cattle  out  of  healthy  herds, 
that  the  store  stock  found  to  be  diseased  should 
be  sent  back. 

3475.  You  would  put  the  Irish  trade  upon  the 
level  of  the  foreign  trade  as  far  as  store  stock  is 
concerned  ? — As  far  as  the  store  stock  is  con- 
cerned. 1 think  an  owner  should  declare  whether 
an  animal  was  a fat  or  a store  animal,  and  if  it 
was  a fat  animal  coming  into  the  country,  we 
should  slaughter  it  and  use  it  for  food ; but  if  it 
was  a store  animal,  the  owner  should  take  it 
back  and  take  care  of  it  himself. 

3476.  Do  you  mean  that  that  should  apply  to 
the  Irish  owner  of  cattle  as  well  as  to  foreign, 
stock? — Yes. 

3477.  And  then  in  the  event  of  animals  being 
found  affected  at  Bristol  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  from  having  been  in  contact  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  supposing  them  to  be  declared 
fat  cattle,  wouldyou  order  them  tobc  slaughtered? 
— Yes. 

3478.  As  in  the  case  of  foreign  cattle  ? — Yes. 

3479.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.']  On  a cargo  of  cattle 
arriving  in  this  country,  if  there  is  any  conta- 
gious disease  on  board,  the  whole  cargo  has  to  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port,  is  that  so? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

3480.  "What  are  the  diseases  which  require  the 
whole  cargo  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  ? — All 
contagious  diseases. 

3481.  Chairman.]  All  diseases  declared  to  be 
contagious  diseases  by  tbe  Act? — Yes. 

3482.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  How  many  diseases 
are  there  which  subject  the  whole  cargo  to 
slaughter  ? — Five  ; namely,  cattle  plague,  pleuro- 
pneumonia, foot  and  mouth  disease,  small-pox, 
and  scab. 

3483.  That  is  all  ? — That  is  all. 

3484.  An  importer  of  cattle  has  told  me  that 
sometimes  a cargo  of  this  character  will  arrive, 
namely  a cargo  consisting  of  300  or  400  oxen, 
and  1,000  or  1,500  sheep,  200  calves,  and  300  or 
400  pigs.  Now,  upon  a cargo  like  that  arriving, 
if  one  or  two  sheep  are  found  with  the  sheep- 

ox,  does  it  require  that  all  those  animals  should 
e slaughtered  at  the  port  ? — Animals  of  the  same 
kind,  all  the  sheep  would  require  to  be  slaughtered, 
not  the  pigs  nor  cattle,  they  are  not  susceptible 
of  the  disease. 

3485.  Then  all  the  other  animals  would  bo 
allowed  to  come  into  the  country  ?— All  the  other 
animals  would  pass  into  the  country. 

S 3486.  That 
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require  that  the  whole  cargo  should  be  slaughtered  ? ftoto  *• 


The  whole  cargo  has  to  be  slaughtered  at  the 

P°3487.  Including  all  those  animals  that  I have 
named? — Yes.  , 

3488.  Then  in  case  there  are  several  thousand 


recovery  would  you  know  that  they  had  had  it? 
— That  would  depend  upon  the  severity  of  the 
disease,  and  what  had  arisen  out.  of  the  attack ; 
some  animals  for  example,  remain  lame  for  a con- 
siderable time,  in  consequence  of  a detachment 


animals  in  the  cargo,  and  you  had  one  discovered  of  the  horny  part  of  the  foot, 
animals  m tne  ca  , y require  3501.  But  with  regard  to  this  inspection  which 

“at  tlie  wnoie  disease.  arrive  in  England,  would  you  propose  to  send 

Ye®>  T ^P  jducrle  animal’— Yes  hack  animals  which  were  found  to  be  in  that 

3490  (Smirmuit-f  When  you  speak  of  several  state  ?— If  I had  clear  evidence  of  the  existence 
3490.  GAa»JR  1 * number  of  cattle  of  disease  m a form  which  would  be  likelv  to 

I'm  hw^known  to  arrive  m one  cargo  ?-I  have  spread  the  infection,  I should  send  them  bast. 
KcwHc? Sa  thrive  from  TtSmng,  and  „ 3502.  Do  I understand  you  to  say,  that  if  « 

hundred  sheep  also  in  the  same  vessel,  but  hom'd  one  of  those  ships  .with  a cargo  of  cattle 
I I vessel  brings  ns  many  as  400  cattle,  or  about  you  find  one  suffering  m this  way  from  the 
lilt Humber,  she  would  brag  but  very  few  sheep,  effects  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  you  would  send 
349“  Mr  JiwoJ  Bright-]  I may  be  misin-  back  the  whole  cargo,  both  the  healthy  and  the 
formed,'  but  the  list  of  animals  that  I read  to  unhealthy  stock  ? -It  they  were  store  stock 
vo”was  given  to  me  by  an  importer  of  cattle,  to  coming  from  Ireland  or  from  abroad  I should 
Slow  IhS  that  number  of  cattle  did  sometimes  3503,  Clunrmm .]  Y on  would  have  ail  the  fa 
come  at  once'' — It  is  very  seldom  that  we  have  stock  slaughtered?  I should  have  all  the  fat 
Him  and  calves  brought  in  with  cattle  and  stock  slaughtered. 

sheepTit  does  happen  sometimes.  . 3504.  Mr.  O' Conor.]  Have  you  considered 

5492  But  with  a large  cargo  of  mixed  animals,  what  the  effect  of  that  would  he  upon  the  Irish 
the  discovery  of  disease  in  one  single  animal,  if  export  trade  ? -I  flunk  that  the  effect  of  it  would 
it  be  foot  and  mouth  disease,  compels  the  slaughter  be  this,  that  men  would  be  exceedingly  careful 
of  all  the  rest  at  the  port?— Yes,  it  necessitates  as  to  where  they  got  tlieir  store  stock  from,  aud 
the  slaughter  of  all  the  rest.  instead  of  sending  us,  as  they  do  now,  cattle 

3493.  °Is  it  of  much  consequence  to  the  importer  gathered  out  of  infected  herds,  they  would  send 

of  those  animals,  whether  they  are  slaughtered  us  about  the  same  number  of  animals  gathered 
in  that  way  at  the  port,  or  whether  they  have  out  of  healthy  herds.  _ _ ,, 

admittance  into  the  country  ? — I do  not  think  it  3505.  But,  in  your  opinion,  as  a matter  of  fact, 
is  a matter  of  much  importance  to  the  importer,  would  not  it  be  very  hard  upon  the  dealer  vuo 
looking  upon  the  importer  as  a consignee.  had  shipped  a number  of  healthy  stock,  to  have 

3494.  And  to  the  exporter  ? - 1 do  not  think  those  animals  sent  back  to  him,  because  some- 

the  exporter  would  realise  so  much  money.  body  else  had  sent  some  infected  stock  - —Every 

3495.  Have  you  any  idea  what  would  be  the  man  must  look  out  for  lnmselt  m this  matter;  1 
loss  upon,  say  a thousand  animals? — I have  very  deal  with  the  question  of  principle.  } 
little  idea  as  to  what  the  precise  loss  would  be ; I 3506.  You  heard  Professor  Williams s evi- 
believe  the  losses  have  been  magnified  very  deuce,  did  you  not  ?— Yes,  I did. 

greatly.  3507.  In  Question  1116,  Professor  Williams 

“ 3496.  Does  not  it  seem  a very  severe  measure  was  asked,  “ Do  not  you  think  that  it  would  have 
that  for  one  animal  found  with  a disease  of  that  a very  deterrent  effect  upon  dealers  if  the  cattle 
kind,  the  whole  of  those  animals  should  be  were  to  be  subject  to  inspection  at  the  por 
slaughtered?— ft o,  I think  not;  all  those  animals  were  they  were  to  be  landed,  and  were  to  be 
are  likely  to  communicate  the  disease,  and  the  liable  to  be  turned  back  upon  them  ? And  to 
oreater  the  number  the  greater  the  necessity  for  answer  was,  “ I say  that  it  would  be  enough  « 
SillinG  them,  because  they  would  spread  the  stop  the  trade,  I believe.”  Do  you  agree  witu 
disease  far  and  wide,  just  in  proportion  to  their  that  answer  ?— I cannot  say  that  I take  preemely 
number.  the  same  view  of  the  matter  as  Professor  V\  imams 

3497.  Mr.  O’  Conor.']  Did  I understand  you  to  does. 
say  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  had  been  sent  to  3508.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  Irish  farm 
New  South  Wales  by  cattle  from  this  country?  would  have  very  just  cause  of  complaint  n at 
—According  to  statements  which  have  appeared  the  very  time  you  were  removing  restrictions 
in  official  reports,  such  is  the  case.  upon  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  m England,  you 

3498*  Are  you  aware  in  what  state  of  disease  were  to  increase  them  very  much  in  regard 
the  cattle  were  when  they  arrived  in  New  South  the  Irish  import? — Doubtless,  they  would  com- 
Wales,  whether  the  animals  had  got  over  it  or  plain,  but  we  must  not-  attend  to  every  bo  ys 
whether  they  were  actually  suffering  from  it  ? — complaints,  otherwise  there  would  be  no  legisia- 
In  one  case  the  animals  were  reported  as  still  tion  at  all.  . . ,■ 

suffering  from  if  on  their  arrival;  that  was  in  3509.  You  would  propose  this  legisla 
New  South  Wales.  _ without  any  reference  to  the  effect  which 

3499.  How  long  do  you  consider  an  animal  would  have  upon  the  trade  generally  . 
which  had  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  would  be  reference  to  what  effect  it  would  have  upon  w 
likely  to  be  dangerous  to  other  animals? — It  is  viduals  who  are  themselves  dealers  m cattle, 
quite  impossible  to  say  how  long  a time  would  3510.  Could  not  those  regulations  which  y° 
elapse  before  an  animal  would  cease  to  give  off  propose,  be  carried  out  just  as  well  at  the  po 
a certain  amount  of  infecting  matter  from  its  body,  of  embarkation  as  at  the  port  of  debarkation  — 

3500.  Would  you  have  any  means  of  knowing  I think  not.  ^ 
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3511.  In  what  would  the  difference  consist  ? — 
In  the  latter  case,  a longer  space  of  time  would 
he  allowed;  an  animal  may  be  just  sickening 
for  the  disease  upon  the  other  side  of  the  water, 
and  that  animal  would  give  evidence  of  the  exis- 
tence of  the  disease  when  it  arrives  upon  this  side 
of  the  water. 

3512.  But  some  of  the  animals  on  board  would 
be  just  in  the  same  state  when  they  arrive,  they 
might  be  only  just  sickening  then,  and  the  dis- 
ease would  not  be  detected,  and  then  you  could 
not  send  them  back? — The  chances  would  be 
far  greater  of  our  detecting  disease  upon  this 
side  the  Channel  than  upon  the  other ; I think 
the  punishment  would  be  hardly  enough  to  send 
the  animals  back  from  the  other  side  to  the 
farm ; I would  rather  send  them  back  from  this 
side. 

3513.  But  the  punishment  is  to  apply  not  only 
to  those  that  are  guilty,  but  to  those  that  are  not 
guilty? — Then  those  persons  who  are  guilty 
must  take  the  consequences  of  any  measures 
which  the  pcrsons'wlio  are  not  guilty  may  choose 
to  adopt. 

3514.  In  answer  to  Question  3214,  you  say 
that  if  there  were  the  same  regulations  in  Ireland 
as  in  England,  Irish  cattle  might  then  be  treated 
as  English;  as  a matter  of  fact,  have  we  not 
practically  as  much  restriction  in  Ireland  as  in 
England? — I have  not  been  in  Ireland,  and  I 
know  very  little  of  the  restrictions  imposed  by 
the  Irish  authorities. 

3515.  According  to  Professor  Brown,  the  law 
in  England  has  never  been  carried  out? — It  has 
been  established  beyond  all  question  and  doubt, 
that  a very  large  number  of  animals  have  been 
sent  lrorn  Ireland  to  this  country,  which  are  the 
subjects  of  foot  and  mouth  disease.  I am  per- 
fectly satisfied,  from  what  I have  seen  of  those 
animals,  that  they  have  been  taken  out  of  in- 
fected herds  by  the  dealers,  who  have  collected 
them  together  to  send  them  here. 

3516.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a good  deal 

of  discontent  already  amongst  Irish  dealers,  in 
consequence  of  the  restrictions  which  are  at 
present  imposed  ? — I can  readily  understand 
that.  3 

3517.  There  was  a deputation  to  the  Council 
Office  last  year,  I think,  upon  that  subject? — 
Probably  there  was. 

3518.  Mr.  Pell.']  I think  you  have  been  to 
Deptford  Market? — I have. 

3519.  You  consider  that  that  market  has  all 
the  appliances  which  should  belong  to  a large 
market  of  that  sort?— It  has. 

3520.  Would  you  not  make  an  exception  with 
regard  to  railway  accommodation,  in  which  it  is 
deficient,  for  the  transport  of  meat  ? — A question 
of  that,  kind  has  been  entertained,  but  I believe 
there  were  some  difficulties  in  the  way. 

3521.  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that  at  the  present 
ume,  there  is  no  railway  or  tramway  coming  into 
the  market,  by  which  the  dead  meat  can  be  con- 
veyed away  ? — That  is  the  case. 

3522.  Will  you  inform  the  Committee  how 

e dead  meat,  after  being  slaughtered,  is  got 

away  from  the  market?— It  is  taken  away  by 
butchers’  carts. 

3523.  Which  is  the  nearest  railway  station 
ipffnid  it  can  be  placed  ? — That  is  a question 
winch  I cannot  answer.  I have  never  inspected 
he  railways  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the 

market,  to  ascertain  where  the  meat  could  be 
taken  upon  the  rail. 

0.58. 


3524.  But^still  it  would  be  some  considerable 
distance  ?— Yes,  there  are  two  railway  stations 
witlun  about  a mile  of  the  market. 

3525.  Are  you  aware  that  one  of  those  stations 
has  no  appliances  for  loading  goods?— There  is 
no  appliance  whatever  at  one  of  them,  I know. 

3526.  So  that  virtually  it,  comes  to  this,  that 
there  is  only  one  station  ?— There  is  only  one 
station.  I believe  they  might  get  a junction  by 
New  Cross,  as  has  been  proposed. 

3527..  You  have  told  the  Committee  that,  in 
your  opinion,  it  is  not  desirable  to  continue  the  re- 
strictions with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
which  are  put  upon  it  by  the  local  authorities? 
— I think  all  those  restrictions  have  failed  to 
keep  the  disease  in  check. 

3528.  And  therefore  in  your  opinion,  in  short, 
you  would  not  have  them  continued  any  longer? 
I would  not  deal  with  the  disease  by  Order  of 
Council.  I would  just  leave  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  the  Act,  and  let  the  farmers  take  care 
of  themselves. 

3529.  Simply  that  it  should  be  illegal  to  drive 
an  animal  with  disease  upon  it  along  a highway, 
or  to  expose  it  in  fairs  or  markets  ? — To  drive  an 
animal  along  a highway  should  be  illegal,  with 
the  exception  of  driving  it  along  a highway  from 
one  part  of  a farm  to  another. 

3530.  You  have  suggested  one  check  to  the 
spread  of  the  disease  with  regard  to  Irish  cattle, 
namely,  that  if  they  are  found  to  have  the  disease 
oil  landing,  you  would  return  them  ?— That  was 
with  reference  to  store  cattle. 

3531.  That  suggestion  you  make  as  a check 
upon  the  Irish  importer  sending  diseased  cattle 
over  ? — Yes. 

.3532.  Then  with  regard  to  foreign  cattle,  I 
think  you  said  you  would  pursue  the  same  course  ? 
— Precisely  so. 

3533.  So  that  that  would  be  a mitigation  of 
the  present  evil  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  by  the  honourable  Member  for  the  county 
Sligo  ? — It  would. 

3534.  Chairman.]  I think  I understood  you 
to  say,  in  answer  to  my  question,  that  you  thought 
it  would  be  a more  severe  measure  with  regard 
to  importers,  to  send  hack  the  store  animals  than 
to  have  them  slaughtered  ? — I think  it  would  be 
a more  severe  measure. 

3535.  Mr.  Pell.]  One  question  with  regard  to 
the  cargo  which  has  been  referred  to : did  you 
ever  hear  of  a cargo  containing  that  extraordinary 
number  of  cattle  ? — I think  it  is  not  unusual  for 
a couple  of  hundred  of  cattle  to  be  brought  on 
board  one  of  our  large  ships  with  something  like 
a thousand  sheep,  but  I do  not  know  that  calves 
have  been  added,  or  pigs,  to  a large  cargo  of  that 
kind. 

3536.  You  told  the  Committee,  and  so  did 
Professor  Brown,  that  there  was  an  idea  that  the 
stock  of  foreign  cattle,  with  the  exception  of 
Russian  cattle,  was  very  seriously  diminishing, 
and  almost  exhausted ; at  least  so  much  of  it  as 
they  could  spare  to  come  to  this  country  ? — That 
appears  to  be  the  case  from  all  the  information 
which  one  can  gather  from  the  trade. 

3537.  Upon  what  do  you  base  that  opinion; 
where  have  you  got  your  facts  from? — I take 
the  state  of  things  as  existing  with  regard  to 
Spain  as  a proof,  we  found  some  years  ago  that 
all  the  animals  which  arrived  in  this  country 
were  old  animals ; they  were  keeping  all  their 
young  animals  in  the  country,  using  them  for 
breeding  purposes,  and  for  working,  and  so  on ; 

8 2 now. 
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now,  wo  have  exhausted  that  supply,  and  we  are 
bringing  young  animals  from  Spain,  and  also 
from  Portugal.  . 

3538.  May  it  not  be  that  the  Spaniards 
imagine  that  we  prefer  to  eat  meat  something 
short  of  12  or  13  years  of  age,  and  that  they  arc 
sending  us  a better  article  ?— I believe  that  is  not 
an  explanation  of  the  fact;  I am  told  by  those 
who  gather  animals  in  Spain  for  export,  that  they 
have  the  greatest  difficulty  in  getting  them  to- 
gether; that  all  the  old  animals  have  been  used 
up.  The  general  statement  that  one  hears  from 
importers  from  the  Continent  is  that,  with  the 
exception  of  Schleswig  Holstein,  if  you  take 
Prussia,  aud  all  Central  Europe,  they  have  very- 
few  cattle  to  send  us,  and  when  you  come  to  look 
at  the  fact,  that  in  Bohemia  and  Moravia  animals 
come  from  Hungary,  Styria,  and  _ aajacent 
countries,  to  be  fattened  at  the  distilleries,  1 think 
it  is  a pretty  good  proof  that  they  have  but  little 
stock  of  their  own  to  send. 

3539.  Could  you  refer  the  Committee  to  any 
statistics  of  the  amount  of  cattle  in  foreign  coun- 
tries?— I could  not. 

3540.  Then  after  all  the  statement  you  have 
made,  is  the  result  of  a somewhat  irregular  in- 
quiry ? — Somewhat  so,  but  I have  no  reason 
whatever  to  doubt  the  correctness  of  it. 

3541.  You  will  admit,  if  the  statement  could 
be  substantiated,  that  if  the  supply  of  European 
cattle,  exclusively  of  .Russia,  is  almost  exhausted, 
there  would  be  a strong  pressure  put  upon  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  Russian  cattle  ? — I think 
some  of  the  witnesses  that  were  called  before  the 
Committee  on  Trade  in  Animals  gave  evidence  to 
that  effect ; I remember  Mr.  Robinson  stating 
distinctly  in  the  Committee-room  that  we  should 
have  to  go  to  the  Ukraine  for  a supply. 

3542.  Do  you  know  whether  the  importation 
has  been  very  much  less  this  year  than  last  ?— - 
I do  not  know  what  the  returns  are. 

3543.  Now  I wish  to  ask  you  a few  questions 
with  regard  to  the  ventilation  of  the  holds  of 
cattle  sliips;  have  you  seen  the  last  journal  of 
the  Royal  Agricultural  Society?— I received  it 
last  night  only. 

3544.  Would  you  just  look  at  that  little  plan. 
(handing  a Plan  to  the  Witness.)  Have  you  ever 
seen  that  appliance  ou  board  ship  ? — No,  I have 
not. 

3545.  Is  it  not  stated  in  that  Journal  that  that 
apparatus  effectually  ventilates  cattle  holds,  and 
that  the.  cost  of  it  is  very  inconsiderable ; 15  l.  it 
states  in  the  Report? — Yes,  it  states  so. 

3546.  Does  it  not  state  that  that  plan  has  been 
used  on  board  ship  with  success? — It  says  so; 
some  of  the  steamboats  of  the  Dublin  Company, 
and  also  of  the  North  German  Lloyd’s,  are  fitted 
with  the'  blast  ventilators. 

3547.  I think  it  states  that  the  hold  is  found 
to  he  very  much  cooler  when  fitted  in  that  way  ? 
—Yes. 

3548.  Now,  going  back  to  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  have  yon  any  hope,  as  a professional 
man,  of  discovering  a cure  for  it? — J scarcely 
understand  what  you  mean  by  “ discovering  a 
cure  for  it.” 

3549.  I mean  a specific  ? — A specific  to  pre- 
vent the  disease  ? 

3550.  Either  to  stop  it,  or  when  you  see  an 
animal. is  attacked  with  it,  to  cure  it? — It  cures 
itself  in  99  cases  out  of  every  100 ; I think  the 
effect  of  treating  animals  affected  with  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  is  to  create  a severe  case  out 


of  a mild  one ; I will  put  it  in  this  way : all 
infectious  diseases  r un  through  their  owu  particular 
course,  and  supposing  that  1 were  to  take  a sheep 
which  had  been  exposed  to  sinall-pox,  and  which 
bad  received  the  virus  into  its  system,  I know  of 
no  means  by  which  I could  prevent  that  virus 
from  developing  itself,  and  when  it  had  developed 
itself,  the  disease  would  pass  through  its  several 
stages ; it  is  the  same  with  all  these  maladies ; 
we  cannot  purge  them  out  of  the  system,  nor  can 
we  impregnate  the  system  with  anything  to  ren- 
der the  poison  inert. 

3551.  But  you  see  no  prospect  of  arriving  at 
any  preventive  of  this  disease  like  vaccination 
for  smallpox  ?— No  ; vaccination  in  this  case  has 
no  virtue  at  all. 

3552.  Have  any  experiments  been  made  with 
the  view  of  preventing  the  spread  of  disease  to 
healthy  animals  ? — I have  experimented  in  the 
production  of  the  disease  again  and  again,  hut 
knowing  what  I do  professionally,  that  no  means 
that  I could  take  would  prevent  the  development 
of  the  disease,  presuming  the  animal  to  be  sus- 
ceptible, I have  not  thought  it  worth  while  to  go 
into  any  experiments  in  that  direction. 

3553.  Treating  it  as  a helpless  attempt  ? — You 
cannot  purge  the  morbific  matter  out  of  the 
system. 

3554.  With  regard  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Veterinary  Department,  previously  to  this  year 
or  down  to  the  early  part  of  last  year,  records 
were  kept  of  the  number  of  animals  attacked 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  I think  ! — I believe 
so. 

3555.  Had  you  left  the  office  then  yourself,  or 
were  you  still  connected  with  the  Veterinary 
Department  at  the  commencement  of  last  year? 
—I  think  I had  not  left,  the  department  when 
these  returns  ceased  to  be  sent. 

' 3556.  I suppose  that  recording  these  attacks 

of  foot  and  mouth  disease  must  have  caused  a 
great  deal  of  work  in  the  office  amongst  the 
writers  and  clerks  ? — It  caused,  doubtless,  a very 
great  deal  of  work,  but  this  is  a matter  that  I 
know  very  little  about ; I had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Statistical  Department.  I used  to  have 
a return  regularly  sent  to  me  by  Dr.  Williams  s 
order,  of  the  number  of  attacks  and  of  the  general 
progress  of  the  disease. 

3557.  Would  you  not  imagine  that  when  the 
department  ceased  to  register  a disease  winch 
was  so  prevalent  as  this  was  and  still  is  in  Eng- 
land, the  number  of  the  officials  might  be  di- 
minished, and  the  cost  of  tho  department  lessened- 
— I do  not  think  that  the  number  of  officials 
could  have  been  diminished  at  that  particular 
time ; at  that  time  there  was  a very  great  deal  0 
work  to  he  done  in  the  office,  and  I know  tha 
the  work  did  not  arise  entirely  or  exclusively 
from  the  extent  of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

3558.  But  still  the  work  of  the  office  must 
depend  upon  it  to  a certain  extent  ?— The  wor ' 
of  the  office,  I suppose,  must  have  been  dinnnis  ie  > 
but  whether  that  diminution  was  sufficient 
lessen  tho  staff,  I do  not  know. 

3559.  You  would  naturally  expect,  would  you 
not,  that  when  that  ceased  to  be  done  ur 
office,  the  expenses  of  the  department  would 
dropped?— I should  have  supposed  so  ; my 
pression,  however,  is  that  there  have  nevei 
more  hands  than  have  been  absolutely  neces 

to  do  the  work  which  the  - office  has  been  ca 
upon  to  do.  , „pre 

3560.  They  had  no  more  hands  than 
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required  to  do  the  work  last  year,  and  now  they 
have  enough  to  carry  the  business  on  ?— The  men 
work  over  time  very  frequently  I think,  in  order 
to  bring  out  returns  in  time  for  publication. 

3561°  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  I think  yon  stated  in 
your  examination,  that  you  first  came  across  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  month  of  Septem- 
ber 1839,  in  the  village  of  Laleham  ? — Yes ; my- 
self individually. 

3562.  And  that  the  disease  was  brought  to  the 
village  of  Laleham  by  some  suckling  calves  ? — 
That  was  so. 

3563.  And  those  suckling  calves,  I think  you 
stated,  were  purchased  in  the  Metropolitan 
Market? — In  Smithfiold  Market. 

3564.  Do  you  know  how  the  disease  got  into 
the  Metropolitan  Market  in  1839  ? — I do  not 
know  how  the  disease  got  into  Smithfield  Mar- 
ket in  the  year  1839,  but  on  every  market-day 
there  was  a large  number  of  animals  affected 
with  the  disease  in  the  market  during  the  latter 
part  of  1839  and  throughout  1840. 

3565.  You  have  never  traced  where  that  out- 
break arose  ? — The  first  evidence  which  we  had 
of  the  existence  of  the  disease  in  London  was 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Stratford  and  Bow,  then 
it  spread  to  Islington,  and  subsequently  it  ex- 
tended its  radius,  and  also  entered  the  London 
dairies ; the  disease  was  early  diffused  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  metropolis. 

3566.  When  once  it  got  into  the  London 
dairies  it  became  a very  difficult  matter  to  deal 
with  it,  did  it  not? — Very  difficult  indeed. 

3567-  Do  you  think  that  that  outbreak  of  the 
disease  in  1839  was  produced  by  the  importation 
of  merchandise  ? — It  is  possible  that  it  might 
have  beeu ; I have  no  evidence  as  to  how  the 
disease  was  introduced;  all  investigation  has 
failed  to  throw  any  light  upon  the  manner  in 
which  the  disease  was  introduced  here. 

3568.  You  can  trace  it  to  nothing  ? — I can 
trace  it  to  nothing ; in  fact,  it  was  supposed  that 
the  disease  came  through  the  atmosphere,  and  was 
thought  to  be  an  epidemic,  and  was  known  at 
that  time  by  the  name  of  “ the  epidemic.”  The 
Royal  Agricultural  Society  sent  out  a circular 
to  inquire  into  its  cause  and  progress,  in  which 
it  was  designated  “ the  epidemic.” 

3569.  Do  you  believe  the  disease  to  be  in  the 
nature  of  air  epidemic  ? — Only  so  far  as  it  affects 
a number  of  animals  at  the  same  time;  but  if  I 
look  upon  it  exclusively  as  an  epidemic  or  epi- 
zootic, deriving  its  force  from  atmospheric  influ- 
ences, I do  not  believe  that  it  is  an  affection  of 
that  kind. 

3570.  Do  you  believe  that  it  can  he  conveyed 
by  any  other  means  than  contact  with  an  infected 
article,  because,  you  say  that  merchandise  can 
convey  it  as  well"  as  cattle  ? — The  germs  of  the 
disease  must  be  brought  in  contact  with  an 
animal  in  order  for  that  animal  to  be  affected  ; 
hut  how  those  germs  may  be  carried  I cannot 
. say ; they  may  be  carried  by  individuals  visiting 
animals,  and  handling  them,  or  they  may  be 
earned . by  substances  which  have  become  im- 
bued with  the  infecting  material. 

3571.  I)o  you  think  it  might  be  carried  by  a 
strong  wind  ? — I should  rather  think  that  a wind 
which  was  not  very  strong  would  diffuse  it  better 
than  one  which  was,  because,  we  generally  find 
that  these  poisons  are  speedily  burnt  up  in  an 
atmosphere  through  the  medium  of  the  oxygen. 
If  a number  of  animals  were  congregated 
together,  and  were  giving  off,  as  they  would 


do,  a large  amount  of  morbific  matter,  that 
matter  would  be  wafted  by  the  air,  and  spread 
among  adjacent  animals  as  is  often  the  case. 
This  shows  the  desirability  in  fatal  contagious 
affections  of  killing  the  animals  that  are  in 
dangerous  proximity. 

3572.  Would  you  suggest  any  limit  to  the  dis- 
tance?— I could  not  put  any  limit,  whatever.  I 
explained  that  a limit  of  500  paces  might  he  con- 
sidered for  practical  purposes  to  be  safe. 

3573.  Then  you  would  say  that  10  miles  was 
perfectly  safe;  the  wind  could  not  carry  the 
infection  10  miles? — No,  certainly  not;  I be- 
lieve the  whole  of  the  infecting  material  would 
be  burnt  up  by  the  oxygen  of  the  air  before  it 
had  travelled  10  miles. 

3574.  You  are  of  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  one  of  the  most  infectious  diseases  that 
we  have  ? — I believe  it  to  be  equally  infectious 
with  cattle  plague,  if  not  more  so. 

3575.  You  have  said  that  you  believe  the 
disease  to  be  capable  of  being  conveyed  by  an 
article  of  merchandise,  and  I think  Professor 
Brown  said,  that  lie  believed  it  possible  to  infect 
a bullock  200  miles  away  with  a lock  of  hay,  or 
that  the  infection  might  be  carried  by  the  hides 
and  hoofs  ? — If  I intentionally  took  a quantity 
of  this  matter  any  given  distance  and  used  it,  I 
could  infect  other  animals,  that  is  to  say,  if  those 
animals  were  at  the  time  susceptible  of  being 
acted  upon  by  the  morbific  matter. 

3576.  You  stated  in  one  of  your  answers  that 
restrictions  on  movement  had  no  effect  whatever 
on  foot  and  mouth  disease?— I think  that  answer 
was  in  general  terms;  namely,  that  we  have  seen 
that  all  the  restrictions  which  have  been  imposed 
by  the  ovdinary  operations  of  the  present  Act, 
and  by  Orders  of  Council  have  been  ineffective 
for  good,  and  that  the  disease  has  been  just  as 
rife  as  it  wa9  in  1840,  when  there  were  no 
such  restrictions. 

3577.  You  stated  that  you  believed  that  if  the 
country  were  cleared  o"f  the  disease,  it  would  be 
very  soon  re-introduced  ?— I think  it  is  unlikely 
that  the  disease  would  be  re-introduced  under 
proper  regulations;  but  we  must  incur  a little  risk 
in  regard  to  all  these  diseases ; we  cannot  guard 
entirely  and  effectually  against  them. 

3578.  In  your  opinion,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  guard  effectually  against  the  introduction  of 
disease  ? — I think  so. 

3579.  You  gave  it  to  the  Committee  as  your 
opiuion,  that  the  farmers  in  England  would  not 
stand  any  very  severe  restrictions  being  put  upon 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease? — At  the  present 
time  farmers  seem  to  be  more  alive  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  doing  something  towards  keeping  the 
disease  in  check ; but,,  as  I before  remarked,  I 
remember  the  time  very  well  when  the  farmers 
would  rather  have  the  disease  amongst  their  store 
cattle  than  not. 

3580.  Without  the  co-operation  of  the  farmers,  . 
the  Government  would  be  powerless  to  carry  out 
any  effectual  system  of  keeping  the  disease  in 
check,  would  it  not  ? — Decidedly  so. 

3581.  You  state  that,-,  notwithstanding  the 
highly  infectious  nature  of  the  disease,  you  would 
take  off  the  restrictions  in  this  country? — I would, 
because  the  restrictions  seem  to  me  to  have  done 
little  or  no  good,  and  in  order  to  keep  the  disease 
effectually  in  check  we  should  require  to  make 
the  restrictions  very  much  stronger,  and  apply 
absolutely  the  same  restrictions  which  are  in 
operation  ■with  regard  to  cattle  plague. 

S 3 3582.  In 


Professor 
J.  B. 
Simonds. 

3 April 
i«73. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


142 


MINUTES  or  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Professor  3582.  In  answer  to  the  honourable  Member 
J.  B.  for  Forfarshire,  you  said  that  you  thought  the 
Simonds.  risk  was  very  slight  indeed,  in  allowing  cattle  to 

be  driven  across  a highway  ? — Yes,  from  one 

3 April  paTt  of  a farm  to  another ; there  is  a risk  un- 
1®73*  questionably,  but  I do  not  think  it  is  very  con- 
siderable. 

3583.  In  another  part  of  your  evidence  you 
stated,  that  you  believed  that  the  Irish  animals 
might  become  infected  onboard  the  ships?— les; 
that  is  if  they  have  been  in  contact  with  diseased 
animals,  or  have  received  infection  in  any  manner 
before  leaving  Ireland. 

3584.  The  animals  might  leave  Ireland  sound, 
and  become  infected  on  board  the  ships  ! I hey 
might,  apparently  leave  Ireland  sound,  but  they 
would  not  become  infected  with  the  disease  un- 
less they  had  received  the  virus  into  their  organi- 
sations. 

3585.  Might  not  the  animals  receive  the  virus 
on  board  ship  ?— If  the  ship  were  not  properly 
cleansed  and  disinfected  they  might. 

3586.  Professor  Brown  mentioned  instances  of 
cattle  leaving  Ireland  sound,  and  being  found  in- 
fected in  Norwich? — Yes,  that  is  a very  common 
thing  indeed. 

3587.  With  these  facts  being  admitted,  do  you 
consider  it  a very  fair  restriction  to  impose  upon 
the  import  of  Irish  cattle,  that  all  infected  animals 
should  be  sent  back  ?— All  found  infected  being 
sent  back  would,  I think,  be  the  best  means  of 
protecting  us  against  these  very  virulent  out- 
breaks which  we  have  experienced. 

3588.  Is  it  not  possible  that  the  effect  of  that 
check  would  be  to  stop  the  import  of  animals 
from  Ireland  altogether? — No,  I do  not  think 
it  would  have  a very  injurious  effect  upon  the 
trade. 

3589.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  hear  from 
witnesses,  who  could  give  good  information,  that 
it  would  have  that  effect  ? — I should  not  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that. 

3590.  If  it  would  have  that  effect,  do  you  think 
that  it  would  be  at  all  a serious  consideration  as 
regards  the  public  ? — I think  we  require  as  many 
Irish  animals  in  this  country  as  we  can  receive 
with  safety,  and  the  more  we  have  the  better. 
We  require  the  animals,  hut  we  do  not  require 
the  disease,  which  they  are  likely  to  bring  with 
them. 

3591.  Do  you  think  that  if  the  effect  were  as 
I say,  the  entire  stoppage  of  the  Irish  trade,  that 
is  a consideration  of  any  importance  No  doubt 
it  is  a consideration  of  the  most  serious  import- 
ance. 

3592.  You  have  admitted  to  many  honourable 
Members  that  you  believed  the  cattle  supply  in 
Europe  was  very  much  exhausted  ? — I have  rea- 
son to  believe  that  that  is  the  case. 

3593.  Prance,  Germany,  and  Belgium  are  not 
producing  more  than  they  themselves  require, 
are  they  i — Belgium  never  has  been  an  exporting 
country  to  any  extent ; she  has  been  a transmitting 
country.  France  receives  animals  both  from  Italy 
and  Germany,  to  feed  her  people ; chiefly  from 
Italy  ; she  imports  large  quantities  of  animals. 

3594.  And  with  regard  to  Spain,  you  have 
already  stated  the  circumstances  in  connection 
with  that  country? — Yes. 

3595.  It  naturally  follows,  that  with  that  ex- 
haustion all  over  the  Continent,  Russia  is  the 
only  place  from  which  England  can  expect  a 
meat  supply  ? — I have  great  confidence  in  Ireland ; 


I think  Ireland  ought  to  do  far  more  for  us  than 
she  does. 

3596.  I was  not  asking  about  Ireland  ?— If  it 
were  left  to  me,  I would  not  have  a single  Russian 
animal  brought  into  this  country,  but  if  I UOuld 
increase  the  supply  tenfold  from  Ireland  I would 
do  it. 

3597.  You  stated  that  there  was  considerable 
danger  in  allowing  the  import  of  Russian  animals? 
— There  is  considerable  dangerin  allowing  animals 
to  come  directly  from  any  part  of  Russia  under 
any  circumstances. 

3598.  In  one  of  your  answers,  you  stated  that 
if  the  same  restrictions  were  practised  in  Ireland 
as  are  practised  in  England,  Irish  cattle  might  be 
treated  as  English  cattle  ? — Yes,  if  care  were 
taken  in  Ireland  to  keep  the  disease  in  check,  and 
animals  which  had  been  exposed  to  the  disease 
out  of  the  hands  of  dealers  I think  wo  might  then 
deal  with  Irish  cattle  as  we  do  with  English 
cattle.  There  would  be  no  absolute  security 
against  our  receiving  the  disease  from  Ireland  in 
the  measures  which  I have  suggested : it  might 
so  happen  that  a number  of  animals  might  be 
found  to  be  free  from  disease  upon  inspection 
after  being  detained  six  hours  or  so,  which  might 
not  absolutely  be  free. 

3599.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  anything 
about  the  system  at  present  iu  force  in  Ireland? 
— I have  never  been  in  Ireland ; I know  very 
little  about  it,  except  from  information  I have 
received  from  others  who  have  been  there. 

3600.  You  heard  Professor  Brown’s  evidence, 
I believe ; he  stated  that  he  approved  of  the  Irish 
system,  and  that  it  only  wanted  more  officers, 
and  in  another  answer  he  stated  that  the  most 
efficient  protection  which  could  be  given  to  this 
country  would  be  that  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment in  Ireland  should  have  a sufficient  staff  to 
work  it? — Yes. 

3601.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  it  is  so?— If 
Professor  Brown,  who  has  been  there  and  knows 
the  whole  system,  says  that  measures  of  that  land 
would  give  greater  security,  I should  agree  with 
his  opinion. 

3602.  In  another  of  your  answers  you  said  that 
Irish  vessels  were  not  disinfected  properly  ?— I 
think  I observed  that  it  was  not  from  my  own 
practical  examination  of  the  vessels  ; that  I baa 
never  been  to  any  of  the  ports,  Liverpool  or 
Bristol,  for  such  a purpose;  I gave  that  from 
evidence  which  I had  received  from  Professor 
Brown,  not  from  my  own  investigation. 

3603.  You  stated  in  another  part  of  your 
evidence  that  you  would  recommend  stock  coming 
from  Ireland  to  be  detained  six  or  eight  hours, 
for  the  purpose,  I think,  of  ascertaining  whether 
they  were  diseased? — Yes;  and  not  only  for  that 
purpose,  but  for  the  purpose  of  resting  the 
animals  and  refreshing  them  after  their  voyage. 
The  plan  now  is  to  hurry  them  off  directly  from 
Liverpool  into  the  trucks,  and  they  are  sent  on  to 
the  county  of  Norfolk  and  elsewhere,  as  you  in- 
stanced just  now,  where  they  may  be  found  to  he 
in  a state  of  disease  upon  their  arrival ; I would 
have  that  detention  for  the  purpose  of  inspecting 
and  feeding  and  watering  them. 

3604.  And  not  only  for  a protective  purpose  f 
— For  sanitary  and  for  humane  purposes  also. 

3605.  You  stated  that  in  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia you  would  detain  animals  longer  than 
in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease?— I should 
deal  with  Irish  stock  all  iu  the  same  way,  and 

consequently 
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consequently  with  the  diseases  to  which  those 
animals  are  liable ; pleuro-pneumonia  doubtless 
exists  in  Ireland  as  it  exists  in  England,  but  a 
mere  detention  of  six  hours  upon  this  side  would 
be  of  very  little  avail  in  detecting  the  existence 
of  pleuro-pneumonia,  unless  the  animal  was  abso- 
lutely suffering  in  a visible  form  from  it. 

3606.  Do  not  you  think  that  pleuro-pneumonia 
is  a disease  with  which  we  should  deal  much  more 
severely  than  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — As 
a o-eneral  rule  certainly,  but  I do  not  think  that 
an° Irish  dealer  would  send  an  animal  over  here 
which  he  thought  was  suffering  from  _ pleuro- 
pneumonia; among  animals  which  we  receive  from 
abroad,  we  very  seldom  get  any  that  are  the 
subjects  of  pleuro-pneumonia;  they  are  not  likely 
to  be  sent  from  the  other  side  when  they  are 
visibly  affected,  and  if  we  put  those  animals  in 
quarantine,  and  dealt  with  Irish  and  foreigh  stock 
in  the  same  manner,  we  should  have  to  detain 
them  for  something  like  10  or  12  weeks,  to  be 
certain  of  their  freedom  or  otherwise  from  pleuro- 


pneumonia. 

3607.  Do  not  you  think  it  would  be  a very 
wise  rule  to  slaughter  all  animals  at  once  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia?  — l do;  as  I have 
already  stated  I think  it  is  a very  good  way  of 
dealing  with  pleuro-pneumonia. 

3608.  Pleuro-pneumonia  might  be  got  rid  of 
in  that  way  ?— I think  it  might  be  got  rid  of  in 
that  way  out  of  the  country. 

3609.  But  foot  and  mouth  disease  never  could? 
— I think  not. 

3610.  I want  to  ask  you  a question  with 
regard  to  an  opinion  which  Professor  Brown  ex- 
pressed ; he  stated  that  he  did  not  consider  that 
starvation,  hardship,  crowding,  and  bad  ventila- 
tion would  produce  disease.  Is  it  not  a medical 
fact  with  human  beings  that  an  empty  stomach 
makes  a man  more  liable  to  infection,  and  thnt,a 
state  of  plethora  is  unfavourable  to  absorption, 
whilst  the  opposite,  of  course,,  facilitates  it,  and 
that  therefore  an  animal  with  a full  stomach 
would,  of  course,  be  less  likely  to  absorb  disease 
than  a fasting  animal  would  ; and  might  it  not 
be  that  animals  with  empty  stomachs  brought  into 
contact  with  slight  germs  of  disease  might  become 
infected,  whereas  if  they  were  in  a state  of 
plethora  they  would  escape  ? — There  are  various 
causes  which  would  render  animals  susceptible 
of  being  acted  upon  by  the  virus  of  any  particular 
affections,  but  in  general  terms  it  matters  not 
whether  an  animal  is  being  fasted  or  being  fed, 
if  it  is  brought  i:i  contact  with  such  matter  as 
cattle  plague  matter,  or  the  matter  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  or  sheep-pox,  it  will  become 
diseased;  fat  sheep  will  take  small-pox  just  as 
readily  as  lean  sheep,  and  fat  cattle  will  take 
cattle  plague  just  as  readily  as  lean  cattle. 

3611.  I did  not  mean  fat  animals  as  against 
lean,  but  an  empty  stomach  against  a full  one  ? — 
As  to  the  mere  repletion  of  an  animal’s  body 
with  food,  it  is  just  possible  in  a very  extreme 
case  to  imagine  that  the  vital  forces  being  a little 
stronger  might  for  the  time  being  ward  off  di- 
sease, but  there  is  no  practical  value  in  statements 
of  that  kind. 

3612.  Does  not  food  fill  the  blood  vessels  ? — 
The  blood  vessels  are  never  empty  ; it  is  the  loss 
of  solid  matter  from  the  blood  which  leads  to  the 
sensation  of  hunger,  and  of  fluid  to  the  sensation 
of  thirst. 


<1613.  But  a state  of  fullness  in  that  way  woulc 
m^®8a^80rP^on  or  infection  more  sluggish,  woulc 


it  not?— No,  I do  not  think  so;  I do  not  believe 
if  I wentwithout  my  breakfast  and  dinner  one  day, 
and  was  exposed  to  small-pox  infection,  that  I 
should  be  more  susceptible  of  taking  the  disease 
than  if  1 had  had  my  breakfast,  and  lunch,  and 
dinner. 

3614.  Yon  do  not  agree  with  medical  men 
who  state  that  they  consider  it  a matter  of  great 
importance  always  to  have  a meal  before  they  go 
toiuiy  place  of  infection  ?— No ; I have  known 
medical  men  state  that  if  people  carried  about  a 
bit  of  camphor  in  a bag,  and  smelt  it,  it  would 
keep  off  disease ; I have  as  much  confidence  in 
the  one  as  I have  in  the  other. 

3615.  In  one  of  your  answers  you  referred  to 
the  import  of  cattle  from  Aberdeen  ? — The  tran- 
sit of  cattle  from  Aberdeen  to  London  by  rail- 
way I referred  to  ; not  otherwise,  I think. 

3616.  That  was  with  reference  to  live  cattle  ? 
—Yes. 

3617.  Is  it  possible  that  any  infection  could 
come  from  Scotland  ? — If  disease  existed  in  Scot- 
land, it  could  just  as  easily  be  conveyed  from 
Scotland  to  England  as  it  could  be  from  one 
parish  to  another  in  England. 

3618.  You  would  not  propose  to  treat  the 
Scotch  cattle  as  you  would  treat  the  Irish  ? — No, 

I do  not  think  we  could  consistently  do  so,  be- 
cause Scotland  is  a part  of  England ; the  coun- 
tries are  continuous  with  each  other. 

3619.  But  Ireland  is  a part  of  England  too,  is 
it  not? — Ireland  is  a part  of  England,  but  it  is 
unfortunately  separated  from  us  by  a strip  of 
water. 

3620.  If  we  were  to  institute  in  Ireland  a 
through  plan  of  local  inspection,  £so  that  no  di- 
sease could  exist  without  its  being  known,  and 
theu  strictly  to  prevent  any  auimal  being  moved, 
that  in  your  opinion  would  protect  this  country 
from  infection  from  Ireland? — Yes;  and  I think 
that  if  we  were  to  put  such  a regulation  as  I have 
suggested  into  operation  to-morrow,  it  would  be 
the  best  means  of  enforcing  a strict  surveillance 
of  cattle  in  Ireland. 

3621.  Do  not  you  think  that  strict  surveillance 
of  cattle  in  Ireland  would  be  much  better  than 
the  plan  you  recommend? — Until  that  is  effected, 

1 would  keep  the  other  system,  and  after  it 
was  effected  it  would  have  no  operation,  because 
animals  would  then  arrive  here  in  a healthy  state. 

3622.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  plan  I sug- 
gested would  he  better  than  your  plan  ? — I do 
not  think  so. 

3623.  Under  your  proposition,  the  cattle  if 
they  come  here  in  an  unhealthy  state  are  sent 
back  ? — Yes. 

3624.  So  that  they  would  have  to  make  two 
journeys,  and  would  have  the  chance  of  infecting 
cattle  upon  their  return  to  Ireland  ? — Yes. 

3625.  Do  you  think  that  there  would  be  no 
harm  in  that  ? — I would  leave  the  Irish  authori- 
ties to  deal  with  that  as  they  saw  fit. 

3626.  Mr.  Monsell.']  Do  I correctly  gather 
from  your  evidence,  that  if  the  same  precautions 
were  taken  in  Ireland  as  are  taken  in  England 
against  the  spread  of  disease,  you  would  be  pre- 
pared to  treat  Ireland  just  tbe  same  as  the  rest  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ?- — I would,  if  there  was  no 
disease  in  Ireland. 

3627.  But  if  there  was  no  more  probability  of 
the  Irish  cattle  bringing  the  disease  than  North- 
umbrian or  Scotch  cattle,  you  would  treat  them 
in  the  Bame  way? — I would  treat  them  in  the 


same  way. 
s 4 


3628.  You 
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3628.  You  are  not  aware,  as  you  have  very 
fairly  stated,  of  what  system  is  pursued  in  Ire- 
land ? — I am  not  aware  of  that. 

3629.  Then,  passing  from  the  question  of  Ire- 

land, do  I correctly  gather  your  opinion  to  be, 
that  you  would  rather  do  away  with  the  existing 
restrictions  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
and  that  you  would  make  the  restrictions  more 
stringent  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia?— 
YeSj'that  is  my  opinion.  . 

3630.  Would  you  consider  it  to  be  sutnoicnt, 
with  regard  to  dealing  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
to  have  compulsory  slaughter  of  the  animal 
diseased,  or  would  you  require  also  the  compul- 
sory slaughter  of  animal  that  was  brought  into 
contact  with  a diseased  animal  ? — I should  only 
require  compulsory  slaughter  of  the  animal 
diseased,  for  the  simple  fact,  which  I stated 
before,  that  the  disease  progresses  so  remarkably 
slow  among  a herd  of  cattle  ; it  is  incubated  for 
a considerable  time,  so  that  if  we  isolate  animals 
and  cut  them  off  from  tlie  centre  of  mischief,  wc 
are,  generally  speaking,  enabled  to  arrest  the 
progress  of  the  disease. 

3631.  Will  you  take  that  into  your  hand 
(handing  u paper  to  the  Witness ) ; that,  is  a report 
from  Holland  of  the  result  of  the  state  of  disease 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  under  three  different  sys- 
tems. The  first  table  contains  the  number  of 
animals  diseased  in  the  first  three  months  of  the 
year,  in  which  there  was  neither  compulsory 
slaughter  in  the  case  of  animals  diseased,  nor  thc 
compulsory  slaughter  of  animals  brought  into 
contact ; and  the  second  table  is  under  a system 
of  compulsory  slaughter  of  animals  diseased,  and 
the  third  table  is  the  result  of  compulsory 
slaughter  not  only  of  the  animals  diseased,  but 
al80°of  the  animals  brought,  into  contact  with 
them.  Would  you  be  so  good  as  to  read  out  that 
return? — In  the  first  period  in  the  year  1871, 
when  there  was  no  slaughter,  the  number  reported 
is  1,089:  in  the  second  month,  909;  and  in  the 
third  month,  .757. 

3632.  That  was  when  there  was  no  compulsory 
slaughter? — Yes.  When  there  was  compulsory 
slaughter,  namely,  in  1872,  in  the  first  month 
there  were  429,  in  the  second  537,  and  in  the 
third  545.  When  the  animals  that  had  been  in 
contact  were  also  slaughtered,  namely,  in  1873, 
the  numbers  were  284  in  the  first  month,  274  in 
the  second  month,  and  220  in  the  third  month. 

3633.  Would  those  results  accord  with  your 
d priori  views  upon  tlie  subject? — I think  the 
evidence  is  not  sufficient  to  form  any  correct 
opinion  upon.  In  the  first  place,  three  months 
is  a very  small  space  of  time,  for  we  know  that 
very  frequently  pleuro-pneumonia  varies  con- 
siderably in  this  country,  and  I think  we  might 
find  variations  almost  as  great  as  those. 

3634.  Still  it  is  the  fact,  is  it  not,  as  far  as  one 
can  judge  from  the  figures  extending  over  such  a 
small  period,  that  compulsory  slaughter  of  the 
diseased  animals  has  produced  a marked  result, 
and  that  a still  more  marked  result  was  produced 
by  the  slaughter  of  the  animals  in  contact? — 
Yes,  so  far  as  it  goes ; but  1 do  not  think  the 
data  are  sufficient  to  form  a correct  opinion 
upon. 

3635.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  place  besides 
Holland  in  which  tlie  experiment  has  been  tried  ? 
— I am  not  aware  of  any. 

3636.  What  is  the  treatment  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia in  Switzerland  ? — I have  not  heard  directly, 
but  I think  I heard  that  they  arc  dealing  with 


foot  and  mouth  disease  there  in  almost  the  same 
manner  as  Holland  ha3  been  dealing  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

3637.  Docs  foot  and  mouth  disease  prevail 
largely  in  Scotland  ? — Yes,  at  times. 

3638.  Could  you  gather  information  as  to  what 
theresulthasbecn  of  the  use  of  stringent  measures? 
— I think  that  information  could  be  obtained  if 
it  were  applied  for. 

3639.  Butyou  would  recommend  in  this  country 
that  wc  should  adopt  a system  of  compulsory 
slaughter  of  the  animals  brought  in  contact  with 
diseased  animals  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia? 
— Not  the  slaughter  of  animals  brought  in  contact 
with  animals  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia;  I 
think  we  could  greatly  increase  the  food  supply 
of  the  country  by  not  doing  so;  I would  depend 
upon  isolation  aud  strict  examination. 

3640.  Mr.  Clat/.~\  I understood  you  to  say  on 
the  last  occasion  that  you  entertained  no  doubt 
that  the  last  outbreak  of  cattle  disease  in  the  East 
Hiding  was  imported  by  the  “ Joseph  Soames”? 
— I think  there  cannot  be  a doubt  of  it. 

3641.  Those  boasts  were  never  landed  ? — They 
were  never  landed. 

3642.  And  you  quite  agree  with  Professor 
Brown  that  the  disease  was  not  communicated  hy 
the  carcases  that  were  washed  on  shore?— Quite 
so. 

3643;  May  I ask  you  to  explain  to  me,  because 
I have  not  been  as  yet  able  to  understand  it,  in 
what  way  you  connect  that  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague  with  this  case? — Professor  Brown  obtained 
all  the  particulars  of  that  outbreak,  and  lie  ascer- 
tained that  the  animals  were'  purchased  in  the 
Hull  market,  -which  were  first  affected  with  cattle 
plague  in  the  neighbourhood. 

3644.  But  how  were  those  animals  connected 
with  the  “ Joseph  Soames  ” ? — Only  as  far  as 
this,  that  persons  going  on  hoard  the  “.Joseph 
Soames  ” went  into  the  cattle  market  and  came 
in  contact  with  the  animals  which  were  in  that 
market. 

3645.  If  it  was  introduced  in  any  way,  that 
could  be  the  only  way,  I think  ? — That  appears 
to  he  the  only  way  in  which  it  could  have  been 
carried,  or  was  carried. 

3646.  You  think  it  was  carried  by  some  person 
cither  not  disinfected,  or  not  sufficiently  disin- 
fected ?— Quite  so.  1 do  not  know  whether  there 
was  any  disinfection  of  the  persons  who  went  od. 
board  the  “ Joseph  Soames.” 

3647.  On  the  last  occasion  you  were  here,  you 
made  some  suggestion  with  regard  to  the  improve- 
ment of  the  arrangements  generally  in  Hull,  with 
reference  to  an  alteration  of  the  defined  area,  and 
so  forth ; was  that  suggestion  the  same,  or  very 
nearly  the  same,  as  that  made  hy  your  depart- 
ment a considerable  time  ago,  and  with  reference 
to  which  there  were  deputations  to  the  heads  01 
your  department,  and  which  amounted,  practi- 
cally, to  an  entirely  new  area? — My  suggestion 
was  one  which  originated  entirely  with  iny®el  j 
from  what  I had  observed  in  going  down  to  lie 
at  different  times.  My  suggestion  was  that  me 
Albert  Dock  should  be  the  place  for  cattle  coming 
from  scheduled  countries,  and  that  the  presen 
cattle  market  and  the  Humber  Docks  should 
used  for  cattle  coming  from  unscheduled  countries. 

3648.  That  would  only- involve  an _ alteration, 
not  an  entire  change,  but  an  addition  to 
existing  area?— The  existing  area  would  be  done 
away  with  entirely,  under  my  scheme ; I . 
erect  proper  places  upon  the  Albert  Dock  . 
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cattle  coming  from  scheduled  countries -where  they  local  authority;  we  saw  the  inspector  of  the  Professor 
would  be  dealt  with  and  slaughtered  according  to  local  authority,  and  ascertained  the  facts  from  ./.  B. 
the  provisions  of  the  Act ; and  I would  open  the  Mr.  Atkinson,  a member  of  the  corporation,  Simonds. 

Humber  Dock  altogether,  and  do  away  with  the  to  whom  the  ship  belonged.  In  fact,  the  thing  was  

present  defined  area.  notorious  to  everyone  of  the  “Joseph  Soames”  3 April 

1 3649.  I suppose  it  has  been  no  part  of  your  having  arrived  in  Hull  with  these  cattle  onboard.  lS73- 
duty  to  go  into  that  plan  as  a question  of  ex-  I do  not  think  the  department,  as  a rule,  through 
pense  ?-— Not  at  all.  its  officers,  has  ever  had  much  difficulty  with  the 

3650.  You  are  satisfied  that,  whatever  it  local  authority;  we  have  been  sometimes,  per- 

miorht  cost,  that  would  be  the  most  satisfactory  haps,  obliged  to  act  a little  firmly,  where  we  have 
arrangement  which  could  be  made  at  present  ? — had  reason  to  believe  that  the  local  authority  has 
It  seems  to  be  so  to  me.  been  a little  remiss ; I recollect  that  in  the  case 

3651.  Have  you  ever  spoken  upon  the  subject  of  the  introduction  of  disease  into  Hartlepool  I 
to  any  of  the  local  authorities  ? — No ; I do  not  found  it  necessary  to  have  all  the  animals  buried, 
know  that  I have  beyond  the  inspector  of  cattle  and  got  rid  of  as  quickly  as  possible,  and  on  my 
at  Hull.  I remember,  upon  one  occasion,  when  arrival  I at  once  sent  for  the  representative  of 
I was  at  Hull,  upon  the  Albert  Dock,  looking  at  the  local  authority,  and  finding  he  was  not  at 
some  animals  which  were  then  landed,  aud  which  home,  I sent  for  the  resident  magistrate,  and  com- 
werc  detained  12  hours  for  his  inspection,  that  I municated  to  him  what  I thought  was  necessary, 
made  that  suggestion,  with  which  he  seemed  to  he  declined  to  act  without  first  communicating 
accord,  and  to  have  thought  a good  thing  to  do.  with  his  colleagues,  so  that  I was  obliged  to  take 

3652.  Were  you  with  Professor  Brown,  at  the  it  upon  myself  to  order  that  the  animals  should 
first  news  he  got  of  the  outbreak  on  board  the  be  properly  disposed  of  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
“ Joseph  Soames  ” ? — W e went  down  to  the  docks  infection. 

together  from  the  hotel.  I arrived  at  Hull  a few  3659.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  Did  you  hear  that 
hours  before  Professor  Brown,  having  gone  down,  there  was  a proposition  made  to  quarantine  Rus- 
at  the  request  of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  sian  cattle  upon  the  other  side  of  the  water,  at 
to  see  wliat  could  be  done,  and  to  assist  in  the  Cronstadt,  and  do  you  apprehend  that  if  such 
matter.  quarantine  was  properly  and  rigorously  carried 

3653.  Did  you  make  any  application  to  the  out,  you  might  then  have  Russian  cattle  im- 

local  authority,  or  give  them  any  information  of  ported  ? — I should  very  much  question  whether 
the  cause  which  liaxl  brought  you  to  Hull  ? — Im-  proper  quarantine  could  be  canned  out  in  Cron- 
mediately  upon  my  arrival  at  Hull,  which  was  stadt ; we  have  had  Russian  cattle  sent  here  which 
rather  late,  I think  it  was  about  1 1 at  night,  I have  been  fed  out  of  the  country,  aud  if  Prussia 
took  a cab  at  once  at  the  station,  and  drove  to  the  is  content  to  undertake  the  risk  of  importing  cattle 
house  of  our  inspector,  and  ascertained  from  him  from  Russia,  and  feeding  them  for  us,  I should  be 
where  the  cattle  were,  and  where  the  vessel  was  content  to  take  them,  but  not  cattle  from  Russia 
lying,  and  so  on.  direct. 

3654.  Chairman.']  Whom  do  you  mean  by  3660.  Under  no  circumstances  would  you 
your  inspector? — The  port  inspector ; the  acting  approve  of  the  importation  of  live  cattle  direct 
inspector  for  the  Veterinary  Department;  and  I from  Russia? — No,  certainly  not. 

inquired  of  him  whether  Freeman,  who  was  in-  3661.  Have  you  ever  suggested  that  Thames 
spector  for  the  local  authority,  knew  of  it,  and  he  Haven  should  be  used  as  a place  of  quarantine  for 
told  me  that  Freeman  knew  of  the  animals  being  this  country? — Certainly  not;  I have  been  con- 
in  Hull  on  board  the  “ Joseph  Soames.”  Pro-  stantly  opposed  to  any  system  of  quarantine  in 
fessor  Brown  arrived  a few  hours  afterwards,  and  this  country;  I do  not  like,  as  I said  just  now, 
on  the  following  morning  wo  went  down  to  the  creating  large  pesthouses. 

dock,  and  met  the  inspector  for  the  local  authority.  3662.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  dealers  in  Ire- 

3655.  Mr.  Clay.]  Professor  Brown  stated  that  land  going  into  an  infected  herd  aud  buying  in- 
he  did  not  consider  that  it  was  part  of  his  duty  to  fected  cattle  and  sending  them  to  England,  do 
communicate  with  the  local  authority  ? — I do  not  you  think  that  they  would  do  that,  knowing  that, 
remember  his  stating  that ; I think  he  stated  that  disease  must  break  out  in  a day  or  two? — I think, 
we  were  engaged  during  that  day  in  contending  not  only  Irish  dealers,  but  English  dealers,  would 
with  certain  difficulties  which  existed  in  the  mat-  do  that  if  they  could  get  5 s.  out  of  it. 

ter;  and  I remember  well  that  on  the  following  3663.  But  it  they  knew  that  the  cattle  must  of 
morning,  just  as  we  had  finished  breakfast,  or  necessity  fall  down  from  the  disease  before  they 
just  at  breakfast  time;  I almost  forget  whether  got  as  far  as  Norfolk,  do  you  think  that  they 
we  had  commenced  breakfast  or  not,  Professor  would  venture  to  do  it  ? — It  is  very  difficult  to 
Brown  saw  the  clerk  to  the  local  authority  pass-  fix  an  Irish  dealer,  whether  he  sends  to  Norfolk 
ing  the  window,  and  he  went  out  and  spoke  to  or  anywhere  else ; he  is  a sort  of  bird  ot 
him  on  the  subject.  passage. 

__ 3656.  That  was  on  the  Saturday,  I think? — 3664.  How  long  is  the  incubation  of  the 

Yes.  disease? — Taking  it  upon  an  average  it  would  be 

3657.  You  had  arrived  upon  the  Wednesday  ? about  three  days. 

y-Upon the  Thursday  night;  there  was  one  day  3665.  Would  not  three  days  have  to  elapse 
interval.  before  the  dealer  could  remove  those  cattle  from 

3658.  Do  you  take  the  same  view  as  Professor  a market  in  the  centre  of  Ireland,  and  put  them 
Brown,  that  it  is  not  part  of  your  duty  under  in  a market  in  the  centre  of  England? — Yes;  and 
unusual  circumstances,  such  as  these  were,  to  more  than  three  days ; but  they  are  not  exposed 
communicate  with  the  local  authority? — I think  always  to  infection  in  the  centre  of  Ireland ; they 
Professor  Brown  has  made  it  a custom  to  commu-  come  from  different  places. 

nicate  with  the  local  authority,  and,  answering  3666.  Chairman.]  The  Honourable  Member’s 
for  myself,  I can  say  that  I have  invariably,  so  far  question  goes  to  this,  that  if  a dealer  knew  the 
as  I know,  put  myself  in  communication  with  the  animals  to  be  infected  before  he  parted  with  them 
0.58.  T he 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


146 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Professor 

J.B. 

Simonils. 

3 April 

1873. 


he  would  he  aware  that  he  would  he  unable  to 
sell  them ; that  is  upon  the  supposition  that  he 
remains  in  possession  of  the  animals  till  they  get 
to  Norfolk?— Yes.  I was  going  to  add,  that 
when  a dealer  has  bought  animals  out  of  diseased 
herds  he  frequently  sells  them  immediately,  and 
they  change  hands  again  and  again. 

3667.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  If  you  have  one 
animal  diseased  in  a herd,  would  not  the  proba- 
bility be  that  in  12  hours  you  would  have 
another?— Not  from  contagion  with  that  animal, 
but  from  the  source  of  mischief  from  which  the 
first  animal  became  affected. 

3668.  Is  it  not  often  the  case  that  you  have 
one  animal  simply  affected  in  a herd,  but  that  the 
majority  of  them  would  be  exposed  to  the  same 
contagion  which  had  infected  that  one  ? All 
animals  would  he  exposed  to  some  contagion  by 
the  introduction  of  one  single  diseased  animal ; 
all  of  them  would  not  be  equally  susceptible,  of 
taking  the  disease,  and  the  period  of  incubation 
would  not  be  the  same  in  each  individual  case, 
and  hence  you  have  variations  with  regard  to  the 
outbreak  in  the  whole  of  a herd. 

3669.  Take  20  bullocks,  for  instance;  how 
many  do  you  suppose  would  ultimately  escape 
the  disease?—  Not  one. 

3670.  How  long  do  you  think  it  would  be 
before  it  ran  through  the  herd,  from  the  first  de- 
velopment of  the  disease  ? — Probably  the  whole 
of  them  would  become  affected  in  a week. 

3671-2.  If  that  was  the  case,  surely  this  man, 
if  he  knew  that  he  would  be  punished  for  re- 
moving these  cattle  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
upon  them,  would  run  the  risk  of  losing  a 
great  deal  and  gaining  very  little  ? — He  would 
probably  sell  them  again. 

3673.  Chairmati.]  Is  it  not  the  custom  of  the 
trade  for  a dealer  to  sell  the  cattle  upon  their 


arrival  at  an  English  port  ? — A very  large  number 
are  so  disposed  of. 

3674.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  But  you  do  not  find  that 
to  be  the  case  at  Liverpool,  although  they  do  it 
at  Bristol  ? — It  is  done  sometimes. 

3675.  As  a rule,  would  it  be  a profitable  thino- 
for  a man  to  go  and  buy  animals  out  of  a diseased 
herd?— If  it  be  true  that  farmers,  as  a rule,  do 
not  care  about  the  disease,  dealers  would  not 
mind  buying  a few  animals  out  of  a diseased  herd 
in  the  market  or  elsewhere. 

3676.  Were  you  consulted  about  the  passing 
of  that  Act  in  1869? — I was  in  part  consulted; 
that  is  to  say,  when  it  was  drawn  out,  and  pro- 
perly prepared  to  be  placed  before  the  Lords  of 
the  Council,  I saw  the  clauses  and  provisions  in 
the  Bill. 

3677.  Did  you  suggest  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  should  be  excluded  from  the  Act?— I do 
not  know  that  I suggested  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  should  he  excluded  from  the  Act,  but  I 
said  that  I had  very  little  confidence  in  any  regu- 
lations for  the  suppression  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

3678.  You  were  of  opinion  that  the  regulations 
which  were  in  the  Act  would  he  of  very  little  use 
in  suppressing  the  disease? — I feared  that  it 
would  be  so. 

3679.  And  your  fears  have  been  realised?— It 
appears  so. 

3680.  Mr.  Kavana.gh.]  Can  you  particularise 
any  single  instance  of  a dealer,  to  your  know- 
ledge, having  bought  cattle  from  an  infected 
herd  in  Ireland  ? — I have  never  been  in  Ireland, 
as  I have  before  explained  to  the  Committee. 

3681.  Therefore  the  charge  which  you  bring 
against  Irish  dealers  is  only  from  hearsay  or  sup- 
position?— From  knowing  what  is  the  ordinary 
custom  of  the  men  who  are  concerned  in  cairying 
on  the  trade. 


Mr.  Charles  Eardley-Wiljiot,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  C.  E. 
Wilmot. 


3682.  Chairman.]  You  are  Chief  Clerk  to 
the  Veterinary  Department,  I believe? — I am. 

3683.  You  were  appointed  in  December  1866, 
were  you  not? — In  December  1866. 

3684.  Before  that  time  you  bad  been  engaged 
in  official  positions,  had  you  not? — I have  held 
appointments,  civil  or  military,  the  greater  part 
of  my  life.  I commenced  as  Private  Secretary 
to  the  Governor  of  Tasmania,  before  I was  20 ; 

I then  served  in  the  Army,  and  was  on  the  staff 
on  active  service ; and  I have  since  held  numer- 
ous appointments  in  the  Colonies  for  many  years. 

3685.  What  was  your  salary  when  you  were 
first  appointed  ? — £.  400  a year,  and  in  the  fol- 
lowing June  the  Lords  of  the  Council  recom- 
mended, and  the  Treasury  sanctioned,  an  increase 
to  600 1.  a year,  such  increase  to  date  from  the 
period  of  first  appointment. 

3686.  That  was  during  the  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague  ? — It  was. 

3687-  Then  there  was  a time  in  which  the 
salary  of  the  chief  clerk  was  much  lower  ? — 
There  was  a reduction  in  1869-70,  and  the  office 
of  chief  clerk  was  struck  out  of  the  Estimates. 

3688.  That  was  when  the  cattle  plague  had 
ceased,  and  before  the  present  Act  was  passed  ? — 
It  was. 

3689.  And  when  it  -was  very  doubtful  whether, 
in  fact,  there  would  be  a Veterinary  Department 
or  not  ? — I had  no  doubt  of  it,  and  I accepted  a 


very  inferior  position,  feeling  sure  that  the  office 
which  I was  deprived  of  would  he  restored  to  me, 
otherwise  I would  not  have  accepted  the  lower 
appointment. 

3690.  You  believed  that  there  would  still  con- 
tinue to  be  a V oterinary  Department  ? Yes. 

3691.  Upon  the  present  duties  being  imposed 
upon  the  department  by  Act  of  Parliament  the 
department  was  reconstituted,  and  your  salary 
was  placed  at  what  sum  ? — At  600  l. ; I chd  no 
receive  a rise,  but  a restitution;  I was,  from 
April  down  to  the  end  of  the  year  1869,  at  a 
salary  of  5 1.  a week,  and  at  the  end  of  that  year 
I was  restored  to  my  position,  and  the  difference 
between  5 l.  a week  and  600  l.  a year  was  given 
back  to  me. 

3692.  Will  you  inform  the  Committee  what  are 

the  duties  of  chief  clerk? — Under  the  secretary, 
he  has  entire  charge  of  all  the  interior  economy 
and  work  of  the  office.  , , 

3693.  I suppose  that  means  that,  while  . 
secretary,  when  he  is  able  to  be  at  the  office,  1 
chiefly  occupied  with  matters  of  policy, lIL.1 
giving  advice  to  the  Lord  President  and  1 
President,  it  is  your  business,  as  chief  cleric, 
superintend  the  details  of  the  work,  and  to  sup 
intend  the  work  of  the  other  clerks  ?— It  is. 

3694.  You  have,  I suppose,  the  correspondence 
all  before  you?— All  the  correspondence  comes 
before  me  ; every  letter  that  arrives  at  the  0 
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is  brought  to  me  in  the  first  place,  and  read  by 
me,  and  the  hour  of  its  arrival  is  minuted  by 
me,  and  then  it  is  sent  out  to  be  registered  with 
a private  mark  of  mine  if  it  appeal's  to  lie  of  im- 
portance, in  order  that  it  may  be  registered  im- 
mediately. 

3695.  As  it  is  your  business  to  open  the  letters, 
you  can  give  the  Committee  some  idea  of  what 
is  the  nature  of  the  correspondence  which  the 
office  has  to  carry  on  ? — I cau. 

3696.  In  the  first  place  there  is  a good  deal  of 
correspondence,  is  there  not,  between  the  office 
and  the  local  authorities  as  to  their  legal  power 
to  carry  out  the  Act  ? — There  is  a large  amount 
of  correspondence  upon  that  point. 

3697.  Then  there  is  a very  important  branch 
of  correspondence  with  the  Foreign  Office  to 
obtain  information  with  reference  to  the  existence 
of  disease  abroad  ? — There  is. 

3698.  Those  letters  are  generally  sent  from  the 
Foreign  Office  to  the  Privy  Council,  but  with  the 
understanding  that  they  are  sent  to  your  office 
for  a draft  reply? — They  are,  and  they  are  gene- 
rally sent  straight  to  the  Veterinary  Department. 

3699.  And  you  generally  draft  the  replies  ? — 
I do ; they  are  submitted  to  the  Lord  President, 
the  Vice-President,  or  the  Committee  of  Council, 
and  signed  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Council. 

3700.  They'  are  letters  which  require,  not  only 
a knowledge  of  the  state  of  the’  disease,  but 
require  some  acquaintance  with  the  manner  in 
which  diplomatic  correspondence  should  be  carried 
on  ? — They  are  ; there  is  also  a large  amount  of 
correspondence  with  regard  to  giving  the  local 
authorities  powers  under  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Act  which  involve  a question  of  taxation. 
Those  letters  are  also  signed  by'  the  Clerk  of  the 
Council,  and  drafted  in  our  office. 

3701.  I suppose  that,  with  regard  to  an  Act 
with  all  those  provisions,  letters  requiring  in- 
formation frequently  come  up  from  the  country  ? 
— Every  post  brings  inquiries  from  one  local 
authority  or  another.  We  have  letters  from  local 
authorities  requiring  explanations  of  the  articles 
of  the  Orders  and  sections  of  the  Act ; we  have 
letters  from  the  inspectors  of  local  authorities, 
who  constantly  communicate  direct  with  us ; we 
have  letters  forwarding  memorials  to  be  presented 
to  the  Privy  Council ; wc  have  letters  from  all 
classes  of  persons  who  can  suggest  anything 
which  they  think  will  improve  the  condition  of 
animals  in  the  country,  either  as  regards  cure  or 
further  legislation. 

3702.  With  regard  to  the  Orders,  have  you 
anything  to  do  with  the  preparation  of  the  Orders 
in  Council? — As  a rule,  I receive  instructions 
hom  the  secretary  when  he  is  at  the  office. 
')  regard  to  any  Orders  in  Council,  which  are 
directed  by  the  Lords  of  the  Council  to  be 
drawn,  they  are,  as  a rule,  drafted,  by  the  clerk 
next  under  me,  with  my  assistance  and  advice  ; 
and  it  they  are  of  importance,  they  are  handed 
°] °ur  legal  adviser  for  revision,  but  they 
aie„^e9.uently  passed  without  such  revision. 

d703.  l ou  consider  yourself  responsible,  as 
regards  general  business,  for  the  duties  and  con- 
W every  clerk  ?— Yes. 

3/04.  And  you  are  also  responsible  for  all  the 
e urns  that  are  made  ? — I consider  myself  re- 
ponsible  for  the  whole  of  the  work  of  the  office, 
u , m subordination  to  the  Secretary  when  he  is 
present.  J 

A question  was  asked  by  the  Honourable 
nf  **or  Leicestershire,  with  regard  to  some 

0 58  letuinB  f°ot  and  mouth  disease  being 


discontinued  last  year.  Can  you  give  the  Com- 
mittee any  information  upon  that  point  ? — They 
were  discontinued  at  the  end  of  1871. 

3706.  Was  that  discontinuance  of  returns  fol- 
lowed by  a diminution  in  the  staff  of  clerks  ?— 
Before  that  discontinuance  wo  had  been  over- 
worked and  underhanded.  The  clerks  were  kept 
for  some  time  to  work  up  the  hackwork,  and 
then  sent  away.  We  dispensed,  I think,  with 
five  clerks. 

3707.  The  result  of  that  discontinuance  was  to 
get  rid  of  overwork,  and  also  five  clerks? — Yes  ; 
but  the  returns  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  were 
not  so  complicated  as  those  for  other  diseases, 
and  that  discontinuance  did  not  make  such  a 
very  great  diminution  of  the  work  of  the  office. 

3708.  You  have  informed  the  Committee  of 
your  general  work.  There  is  a great  (leal  of 
extra  work,  I suppose,  as  there  must  always  be 
in  a department  of  this  kind  ? — Yes. 

3709.  The  office  was  instructed  to  prepare  an 
explanation  of  the  Act  soon  after  it  was  passed, 
was  it  not  ? — It  was. 

3710.  This  “ Handbook,”  in  fact  ? — Yes. 

3711.  I think  that  fell  upon  you,  did  it  not  ? — 
The  secretary  prepared  the  skeleton  of  it ; but 
the.  compilation.  of  it  fell  upon  me,  assisted  by  the 
senior  first,  class  clerk. 

3712.  Then  we  had  to  issue  several  fresh 
Orders,  did  we  not? — Yes. 

3713.  And  it  was  thought  again  necessary  to 
issue  a description  of  those  Orders? — We  issued 
a second  edition  of  the  “ Handbook,”  which  I 
think  contained  the  amendments  in  the  law ; then, 
after  the  passing  of  the  Orders  of  1871  we  had  to 
publish  a new  series  of  the  “ Handbook.” 

3714.  The  explanation  of  the  Act,  I believe, 
you  found  to  be  rather  a tough  business  ? — Very 
much  so,  indeed ; hut  no  local  authority  or  other 
person  has  hitherto,  to  my  knowledge,  discovered  a 
mistake  in  the  " Handbook.” 

3715.  This  “ Handbook”  was  sent  round  to 
everybody,  was  it  not  ? — To  every  local  authority 
and  every  inspector;  about  4,000  copies  of  the  last 
“ Handbook  ” were  sent  out  during  last  year. 

3716.  Then,  again,  there  were  instructions 
issued  for  the  veterinary  inspectors  ? — I drew  the 
regulations  for  that. 

3717.  Then  in  addition  to  tills  regular  duty 
of  superintending  the  details  of  administration, 
whenever  the  secretary  is  absent  from  illness  or 
from  being  sent  off  on  official  work,  as  he  was  at 
Vienna,  or  taking,  so  far  as  he  has  been  able  to 
do,  the  customary  holiday,  you  are  responsible 
for  advising  the  Lord  President  and  myself  as  to 
matters  of  policy  ? — I am. 

3718.  I think  the  last  communication  with  the 
railway  companies,  with  regard  to  the  provision 
of  water,  was  made  when  Dr.  Williams  was  at 
Vienna  ? — It  was  when  he  was  absent  from  the 
office  on  service ; I am  not  sure  of  the  cause  ot 
his  absence,  but  the  correspondence  fell  upon  me  ; 
that  correspondence  is  not  contained  in  the  ac- 
count of  registered  letters  handed  in  by  the  Sec 
retary,  and  consisted  of  upwards  of  100  letters. 

3719.  You  found  that  the  railway  companies 
were  very  ready  to  co-operate  with  you,  not  only 
in  giving  provisions  for  the  water,  hut  also  in 
giving  information  as  to  how  it  could  be  sup- 
plied?—Quite  so;  it  was  a semi-official  commu- 
nication which  I addressed  to  them,  and  I.  found 
them  veiy  ready  to  meet  the  wishes  which  you 
desired  me  to  express. 

3720.  Will  you  just  tell  me,  with  regard  to  any 
paper  of  average  importance,  what  is  its  mode  of 
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treatment,  from  the  time  of  its  arrival  in  the 
office  till  it  is  disposed  of? — The  process  with  a 
paper  of  average  importance  is  as  follows  : on  its 
arrival  I open  and  read  it,  and  mark  it  off  at  its 
exact  period  of  arrival,  and  send  it  to  the  regis- 
tration room,  where  a clerk  fastens  it  in  a cover- 
ing paper,  endorses  upon  the  covering  paper  the 
subjects  to  which  it  alludes,  and  writes  a precis  of 
the  contents  of  it ; then  it  is  handed  over  to  another 
clerk,  who  enters  it  in  the  registration  book  and 
gives  it  the  official  stamp  and  number ; and  it.  is 
then  handed  to  a clei’k,  who  goes  over  it  again, 
and  sees  what  former  papers  it  has  reference  to, 
and  draws  those  former  papers  and  fastens  them  to 
it,  in  order  that  the  whole  history  of  the  subject 
may  be  seen  at  once,  and  he  then  returns  the 
paper  to  me  to  deal  with  as  requisite. 

3721.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  notion 
of  the  number  of  such  papers? — I think. the 
Secretary  handed  in  a return  of  letters  received 
which  was  compiled  in  the  office ; I do  not  re- 
member the  number,  over  5,000  per  annum,  I 
think. 

3722.  The  clerks  being  under  your  superin- 
tendence, will  you  state  to  the  Committee  what 
is  the  discipline  of  the  office  ? — Every  clerk  is 
under  my  supervision,  and  I carry  out  a very 
strict  discipline  in  regard  to  every  one  of  them. 

3723.  What  are  the  hours  of  work? — The 
recognised  hours  for  which  they  were  engaged 
are  from  eleven  to  five. 

3724.  That  is  six  hours  ? — Yes. 

3725.  That  is,  I believe,  the  general  length 
and  the  regular  hours  in  every  Government 
Office  ? — Those  which  I am  conversant  with  ; 
they  are  the  regular  hours  in  the  War  Office,  the 
Privy  Council,  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  I believe  others. 

3726.  Have  you  had  much  experience  of  over- 
time ? — The  fact  of  all  the  clerks  being  able  to 
leave  at  the  end  of  the  six  hours  has  been  the 
exception  during  my  experience,  which  is  now  of 
some  seven  years. 

3727.  Occasionally  you  have  had  a great  spurt 
of  work? — Occasionally  we  have  had  a great 
spurt  of  work  in  consequence  of  course  of  our 
being  overworked  and  under-handed.  It  has 
been  very  rarely  the  case  that  all  the  clerks  have 
been  able  to  leave  the  office  at  five  o’clock.  I 
have  known  cases  in  which  they  have  been 
constantly  at  the  office  till  twelve,  and  the 
messengers  have  been  detained  for  many  hours 
over  their  official  engagement  without  any  com- 
pensation whatever. 

3728.  Has  there  been  no  pay  for  overtime  ? — 
There  have  been  instances  in  which  overtime 
has  been  paid  for,  but  there  have  been  many 
instances  in  which  no  money  has  been  received 
for  it. 

3729.  There  have  been  some  payments  for 
overtime  in  the  department? — Yes. 

3730.  When  was  the  last  payment  made  for 
overtime  ?— After  the  last  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague  in  the  East  Biding,  all  the  clerks  who  had 
any  large  amount  of  overtime  were  paid  at  so 
much  an  hour  by  the  Treasury  for  it 

3731.  I was  obliged,  then,  to  inform  the  office 
that  I could  pay  no  attention  to  the  regular  six 
hours  ? — I believe  you  did ; that  has  been  very 
frequently  the  case. 

3732.  I suppose  that  six  hours  has  not  been 
your  maximum  work  generally?  — Tor  many 
months  during  the  time  I was  reduced  from  my 
position  as  chief  clerk,  I was  at  work  from  half- 
past  9 o’clock  in  the  morning  to  9 o’clock  at 


night,  and  then  taking  work  home  and  doino-  it 
there ; I have  been  at  work  on  one  occasion  from 
9 o’clock  in  the  morning  till  5 o’clock  in  the  after- 
noon of  the  next  day  without  any  intermission 
except  to  take  refreshment. 

3733.  As  you  are  acquainted  with  the  clerks 
and  as  it  is  your  business  to  be  responsible  for 
them,  I may  ask  have  you  reason  to  be  satisfied 
with  their  conduct? — I consider  it  only  an  act  of 
justice  to  be  allowed  to  speak  in  the  very  highest 
terms  generally  of  every  clerk  in  the  office,0  and 
particularly  of  those  who  are  most  near  to  myself 
in  position  and  responsibility.  There  are  three 
first  class  clerks  only,  Mr.  Tennant,  Mr.  Buck- 
nail  and  Mr.  Bussell ; I cannot  speak  too  strongly 
of  the  efficiency,  and  zeal,  and  loyalty  of  Mr. 
Tennant  who  has  worked  night  and  day  for 
months  at  a time  without  any  compensation  what- 
ever. The  second  clerk,  Mr.  Bucknall,  was  se- 
lected out  of  about  150 ; hejvas  appointed  by  the 
late  Vice-President,  Lord  Bobert  Montagu,  and 
he  has  woi'lced  in  the  same  manner  with  an 
enormous  amount  of  overtime.  Mr.  Bussell  was 
appointed  specially  to  take  charge  of  the  branch 
relating  to  the  transit  of  animals,  he  having  had 
much  experience  of  ship  and  rail,  and  he  is  a most 
efficient  officer.  There  is  another  officer  whom 
I should  like  to  mention,  namely,  Mr.  Orfeur, 
who  has  been  there  since  1866,  and  who  has 
been  for  years  past  the  confidential  clerk  of  the 
secretary,  private  secretary,  I might  say,  only 
that,  in  the  Civil  Seiwice,  infei’s  an  extra  salary 
‘which  Mr.  Orfeur  docs  not  receive ; he  has  filled 
a very  confidential  post,  and  has  woi’ked  night  and 
day,  sometimes  Sundays  included,  for  years. 

3734.  What  is  his  salary  ? — His  salary  rises  to 
230 1.  I think  he  has  arrived  at  his  maximum. 

3735.  The  Honourable  Member  for  Norfolk 
wished  to  have  some  information  with  regard  to 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  Office,  which  are 
not  on  our  Beturns, . because  they  merely  pass 
through  other  offices.  The  fix’st  was  postage ; 
have  you  made  inquiries  at  the  Post  Office  ?— 
Inquiry  has  been  made  at  the  Post  Office,  and  it 
was  found  that  no  separate  account  was  kept  for 
the  Veterinary  Department,  but  that  the  whole 
was  charged  to  the  Homo  Office,  of  which  the 
Veterinary  Department  was  at  first  a branch. 

3736.  Your  amount  is  included  in  the  Home 
Office?— Yes. 

3737.  The  Estimate  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment in  1864  was  2,4457.? — Yes,  including  this 
department. 

3738.  That  was  all  the  information  you  were 
able  to  obtain  with  regard  to  postage  ? — Yes. 

3739.  Now,  with  regard  to  legal  expenses,  you 
can  furnish  to  the  Committee,  I believe,  some  of 
the  payments  to  counsel  in  fees  for  services  in 
connection  with  the  Veterinary  Department  for 
the  years  1869,  1870,  1871,  and  1872? — Yes. 

3740.  In  1870,  what  was  the  amount? — The 
amount  waS  227  l.  11s. 

3741.  And  in  1871  >—£. 448  9 s.  6 d.,  and  in 
1872,  402  l 14  s.  6 d. 

3742 v And  in  1873  ? — The  estimated  amount 
for  the  quarter  ending  31st  March  1873,  is  247. 

3743.  In  1870,  it  was  only  part  of  the  year  I 
think  ? — In  1869,  which  was  a part  of  a year,  it 
was  171 1.  4 s. 

3744.  In  1871  and  1872,  it  was  a much  larger 
sum  ? — It  was  a much  huger  sum. 

3745.  That  was  in  consequence  of  the  difficulty 
in  preparing  the  long  and  complicated  Orders 
which  we  had  to  issue  ? — To  a certain  extent,  in 
consequence  of  the  general  Orders  in  1871  and 
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1872,  and  the  constant  references  from  the  local  county,  than  it  is  under  the  present  system?— 
authorities  upon  legal  points  which  ive  thought  it  Certainly  it  would  be  easier  for  our  department 
desirable  to  refer  to  our  legal  adviser.  to  deal  with  one  educated  man  in  a county  than 

3746.  Our  legal  expenses  have  been  almost  with  20  unintelligent  ones.  J 

entirely,  have  they  not,  owing  to  the  preparation  3757.  I suppose  the  Statistical  Department 
of  Orders,  and  the  solution  of  legal  questions  occupies  a good  many  junior  clerks  in  the  office  ? 
which  arise  either  from  the  administration  of  the  —It  occupies  18  out  of  the  whole  number  the 
Act,  or  of  the  Orders  ? — Yes.  whole  number  being  30  in  round  numbers 

3747.  And  we  have  found  by  experience,  that  3758.  Mr.  Dodson.']  Were  not  your  statistical 

it  is  most  necessary  to  have  good  legal  advice  in  labours  very  much  diminished  by  the  abandon- 
ee framing  of  the  Orders  ?— Yes,  we  have.  ment  of  the  returns  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 

3748.  With  regard  to  stationery,  has  the  de-  —Not  so  much  as  would  appear  upon  the  surface 

partment  communicated  with  the  Stationery  as  the  foot  and  mouth  returns  were  not  of  such 
Office  ? — The  Stationery  Office  has  been  applied  a complicated  class  as  the  returns  for  pleuro- 
to,  and  they  can  furnish  an  estimate  of  the  ex-  pneumonia ; they  were  much  more  simple, 
penses,  if  an  account  of  all  the  stationery,  print-  3759.  Latterly  the  returns  for  foot  and" mouth 
ing  books,  and  small  stores,  can  be  supplied  to  disease  were  reduced  to  a summary,  were  they 
them ; they  are  able  to  make  that  out,  and  we  not?— We  receive  no  returns  for  foot  and 
shall  be  able  to  do  that  iri  a short  time.  mouth  disease  now. 

3749.  I think  the  same  remark  can  be  applied  3760.  But  before  they  were  altogether  aban- 
to  the  expense  of  furnishing  the  office  by  the  doned,  they  were  reduced,  were  they  not  to  a 
Board  of  Works? — The  Board  of  Works  has  summary? — They  were. 

promised  to  send  us  in  an  account.  3761.  But  before  they  were  reduced  to  a 

3750.  Mr.  Barclay .]  Would  not  the  work  in  summary  when  you  had  the  full  returns,  were 
your  department  be  very  much  simplified  by  a not  the  statistical  labours  of  the  department  very 
reduction  of  the  number  of  local  authorties  ?— If  much  larger  ?— They  were  very  much  larger, 
the  local  authorities  were  reduced  in  number,  we  3762.  Were  they  double  ?— No ; they  were 
should  have  a smaller  amount  of  correspondence  so  much  larger  that  we  reduced  the  department 
I presume,  for  one  local  authority  would  write  by  five  clerks  in  consequence  of  their  beino-  re- 
one  letter  fewer  than  two ; but  I am  not  sure  moved. 

that  the  work  as  regards  returns  would  be  re-  3763.  I-Iow  many  clerks  have  you  en^ao-ed  on 
duced  much ; the  statistics  would  not  be  reduced  the  work  now?— In  the  financial  year  of°1871-72 
in  any  way.  _ we  had  three  first-class  clerks,  eight  temporary 

3/ol.  Sometimes  you  get  returns  from  each  of  clerks,  and  25  of  a lower  class  of  temporary 
the  inspectors,  numbering  about  1,600?— That  clerks  or  writers.  In  1872-73,  we  had  three 
13  . . . first-class  clerks,  eight  temporary  clerks,  15 

37o2.  And  assuming  instead  of  having  numerous  temporary  clerks  of  a lower  class,  and  five 
inspectors  in  each  county,  you  had  only  one  writers.  In  the  Estimate  for  1873-74,  there 
inspector  m each  county,  so  as  to  tabulate  the  are  three  first-class  clerks,  and  ei-dit  temporary 
statistics  in  the  first  place,  and  then  transmit  clerks  in  figures,  but  actually  only  seven,  for  a 
them  to  the  department,  do  you  not  think  that  vacancy  which  has  recently  occurred  has  not  yet 
would  simplify  the  work  very  materially  ?— From  been  filled  up,  and  17  temporary  clerks  of  a lower 
my  experience  of  the  figures  of  inspectors,  I description,  and  three  writers.  That  is  only  a 
should  say  that  that  would  increase  the  difficulty ; difference  in  figures  from  the  previous  year, 
the  returns  of  inspectors  are  very  inaccurate  but  not  in  fact,  for  in  consequence  of,  a Treasury 
generally,  and  the  correspondence  in  my  depart-  order  two  of  the  writers  who  had  been  originally 
ment  is  very  large  inconsequence  of  the  inac-  temporary  clerks,  and  had  been  reduced  to  writers, 
curacy  ofthe  inspectors.  . were  restored  to  their  position  as  temporary 

3753.  Do  you  think  it  would  complicate  the  clerks, 
system  to  have  only  50  or  60  inspectors  reporting  3764.  But  I understand  from  you  that  in  con- 
to  you,  instead  of  1,500  or  1,600  inspectors,  as-  sequence,  first,  of  the  curtailment  ofthe  returns 
at  present? — That  would  depend  upon  what,  class  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  next  to  the 
oi  inspectors  were  appointed.  If  a higher  class  abandonment  altogether  of  them,  you  were  en- 
ot  inspectors  were  appointed,  they  would  be  able  abled  to  reduce  your  staff  by  five  in  the  Statistical 
to  perform  the  duties  better.  Where  three  men  Department  ? — -Yes  ; but  I may  add  that  as  work 
reSn0TW5  0ne  COul<1  rePort  tiien  probably.  is  normal  or  abnormal  we  send  away  the  writers; 

3/54.  I suppose  a large  proportion  of  them  although  we  are  permitted  by  the  Treasury  to 

are  not  men  of  a high  class  ? — A very  large  pro-  . have  a certain  number  of  writers,  we  do  not 
portion  of  the  inspectors  of  the  local  authorities  always  require  them.  I sent  away  two  only  the 
are  police  constables ; and  I confess  as  an  old  other  day,  because  we  can  send  for  others  when 
police  magistrate,  that  I have  not  a high  idea  of  we  want  them. 

^X?UifenCe  ° ^ police  forc®-  3765.  The  foot  and  mouth  disease  being  the 

755.  Do  you  find  that  qualified  veterinary  disease  that  has  prevailed  most,  were  not  those 
surgeons  give  you  accurate  returns?— A great  returns  equal  in  number  to  the  returns  of  all  the 
y ol  them  do,  but  as  a rule  the  veterinary  other  diseases  put  together  ? — It  is  not  so  much 
burgeons  are  not  a very  intelligent  class  of  men;  in  the  number  of  returns  as  in  the  intricacy  of 
aIe  i1  guarantee  that  they  have  a certain  them ; the  pleuro-pneumonia  returns  would  be 
mnrp °*'  e“uc^0ni  but  some  of  them  much  greater,  inasmuch  as  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneu- 
37^6  aiA0t  -S‘  • monia,  declarations  are  returned  as  well  as  the 

• t"  w:ssuniinD  that  you. have  one  high  class  cases;  pleuro-pneumonia  being  governed  by 
W011I8  if l0r  eacT  C0u»tyovith  whom  alone  you  different  rules  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; the 
diffip  l+  a^6  v a^’  |eav^g  out  of  account  his  rules  |are  different,  therefore  the  returns  are 
it-  iio  i ^ m vE?  his  subordinates,  would  different,  and  much  simpler  in  the  case  of  foot 

ess  difficult  for  you  to  deal  with  each  and  mouth  disease. 
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Thursday,  24 th  April  18/3. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 


Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Bead. 
Mr.  Ridley. 


The  Eight  Honourable  WILLIAM  ED W AED  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  Thomas  Baldwin,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


Professor  3766.  Mr.  Monsell.']  What  office  do  you  bold 
T.  Baldwin,  in  Ireland  ? — I am  Superintendent  of  the  Model 

Farms  and  Agricultural  Schools  of  the  Board  of 

24  April  Education. 

1®73-  3767.  How  long  have  you  held  that  office  ? — I 

have  held  my  present  office  upwards  of  eight 
years. 

3768.  How  many  model  farms  are  there  ? — Of 
all  classes  of  schools,  there  are  about  200  at  the 
present  moment. 

3769.  They  are  scattered  all  over  the  country  ? 
— Yes,  they  are  scattered  all  over  the  country. 

3770.  And  it  is  your  business  to  go  about  and 
inspect  them,  and  therefore  you  are  brought  into 
contact  with  people  connected  with  farming 
throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland  ? — It  is. 

3771.  You  had  previously  been  lecturer  on 
agriculture  at  the  Glasnevin  Agricultural 
Schools  ? — I had  been. 

3772.  And  you  had  also  some  connection  with 
the  Royal  College  of  Agriculture  at  Cirencester  ? 

3773.  What  was  your  connection  with  that 
college  ? — I was  invited  to  lecture  there  for 
several  sessions ; I gave  it  up  on  receiving  my 
present  appointment. 

3774.  Have  you  paid  attention  to  the  subject 
of  cattle  diseases? — I have  been  compelled  to 
pay  attention  to  it,  inasmuch  as  I have  had  live 
stock,  the  property  of  the  Government,  to  the 
value  of  several  thousand  pounds,  under  my 
care. 

3775.  Do  you  attend  fairs  and  markets  ? — I do. 

3776..  And  are  brought  into  intercourse  with 

the  agricultural  classes  ? — I am. 

3777.  Were  not  you  appointed  by  Lord 
Kimberley.,  when  Lord  Lieutenant,  to  serve  upon 
the  Committee  in  Dublin  Castle  with  regard  to 
cattle  diseases?—  Yes,  I had  the  privilege  of 
serving  upon  that  Committee. 

3778.  The  diseases  that  you  have  paid  special 
attention  to,  and  that  you  are  going  to  speak 
about  now,  are  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes,  I have  paid  some  at- 
tention to  these  diseases. 

3779.  You  believe  that  those  diseases  are  in- 
fectious?—I believe  they  are  both  produced  by 
infection,  and  by  infection  only. 

3780.  Could  you  kindly  give  the  Committee 
an  outline  of  any  experiments  that  you  have  made 
upon  those  diseases? — Taking  foot  and  mouth 


disease  first,  I have  communicated  that  from 
diseased  to  healthy  animals  in  a variety  of  ways: 
by  inoculation;  through  the  medium  of  milk, 
through  the  medium  of  water,  and  through  the 
medium  of  my  own  clothes. 

3781.  How  did  you  communicate  the  disease 
through  water  ?— I took  buckets  which  diseased 
animals  had  been  using,  and  gave  them  to  healthy 
animals,  and  in  that  way  produced  the  disease. 

3782.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  the 
disease  is  ever  conveyed  by  streams  ? — I have. 

3783.  Will  you  state  what  has  happened  within 
your  own  experience  in  that  matter  ? P erhaps 
the  Committee  will  allow  me  to  say  this,  that  last 
year  I was  very  much  puzzled  when  the  disease 
broke  out  on  one  of  the  three  farms  attached  to 
the  Glasnevin  Institution.  For  various  purposes 
we  have  divided  the  land,  which  consists  of  200 
acres,  into  three  farms : 1st,  a spade-labour  farm 
for  cottiers ; 2nd,  a 25-acre  farm,,  which  is  managed 
with  the  ordinary  appliances  of  husbandry  ; and 
3rd,  the  large  farm  of  150  acres,  which  is  managed 
upon  what  may  be  called  high  farming  principles. 
Thirty  acres  of  the  large  farm  arc  under  permanent 
pasture  upon  the  one  side,  and.  25  acres  upon  the 
other.  On  one  of  those  sections  of  permanent 
grass  the  disease  broke  out,  and  inasmuch  as 
we  had  purchased  no  cattle  for  some  time  pre- 
viously, L was  unable  to  account  for  its  ap- 
pearance. Upon  examination,  I found  reason  to 
believe  that  it  was  conveyed  through  a little 
rivulet  which  supplied  our  cattle ; we  pump  the 
water  for  those  cattle,  and  are  compelled  to  do  so 
.(having  no  pond  of  our  own),  from  this  httle 
stream  ; and  going  backwards  about  300  yards,! 
came  into  what  are  called  “ dairy  ” lands,  locally 
called  the  Bishop’s  Lands,  and  upon  those  lands 
there  were  grazing  at  the  time  between  200  and 
300  cattle,  and  on  examining  them  I found  mat 
there  was  scarcely  one  of  them  free  from  too 
and  mouth  disease  ; the  pond  that  watered  those 
animals  overflowed  on  to  our  land,  and  the  water 
pumped  to  our  cattle.  That  suggested  to  me  a 
once  that  the  water  might  possibly  be  the  means 
of  communicating  the  disease.  I issued  a circular 
to  a number  of  stockowners,  and  to  some  of  my 
own  pupils.  I drew  their  attention  to  this  fact, 
and  I asked  them  to  follow  it  up ; and,  in  reply, 
got  a great  number  of  answers  from  persons  0 
careful  habits  of  observation,  to  the  effect  that  the 
disease  went  down  the  stream.  From  my  own 

observation. 
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observation,  and  I would  prefer  to  confine  myself 
to  what  has  happened  under  my  own  observation, 
I found  that  on  the  model  farm  at  Belfast  the 
disease  broke  out  last  summer ; no  disease  could 
have  been  imported,  because  we  had  not  pur- 
chased an  animal  for  a long  time,  and  in  going 
op  the  stream  a large  herd  of  cattle  was 
found  badly  affected  with  the  disease.  We 
have  a model  farm  upon  our  property  _ near 
Limerick,  and  we  have  never  had  the  disease 
upon  it,  whereas  the  adjoining  lands  of  Mr. 
Cooper,  of  Cooper’s  Hill,  were  a regular  hotbed 
of  disease  last  year ; he  takes  in  grazing  cattle, 
and  not  one  of  our  beasts  caught  it ; the  water 
that  supplies  our  beasts  rises  in  the  model  farm, 
i and  flows  down.  Coupling  all  those  facts,  I have 
no  doubt  that  die  disease  is  communicated  by- 
water,  and  in  running  streams. 

3784.  Have  you  tried  any  experiments  with 
regard  to  propagating  the  disease  by  water  ? — I 
have.  I have  referred  to  it  already.  I have 
taken  the  buckets,  for  instance,  that  have  been 
used  by  diseased  animals,  and  put  a little  water 
into  them,  and  conveyed  the  water  to  a healthy- 
animal,  and  it  generally  produced  the  disease. 

3785.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  How  far  was  the 
water  conveyed  ? — A very  short  distance. 

3786.  Mr.  Monxell]  Have  you  tried  any  suffi- 
cient number  of  experiments  to  make  any  reliable 
deduction  from  them  ? — I have  tried  the  experi- 
ment on  more  than  fifty  animals. 

3787.  And  in  every  instance  produced  the 
disease ? — No;  there  are  some  animals  which 
will  not  take  the  disease  at  all. 

3788.  In  what  proportion  have  you  produced 
the  disease  ? — As  I should  like  to  give  the  Com- 
mittee no  statement  that  would  not  be  quite 
accurate,  I cannot  give  the  figures  without 
reference  to  my  note-book  ; but  I should  say  that 
only  5 or  10  per  cent,  would  not  take  it. 

3789.  There  were  only  5 or  10  per  cent,  of 
the  animals  which  would  not  take  it  ? — Yes,  in  the 
experiments  made  by  me  ; my  books  would  tell 
the  precise  proportion. 

3790.  Do  you  suppose  the  disease  is  often  pro- 
pagated by  water? — I think  not  often. 

3791.  Chairman.']  In  all  those  cases  in  which 
the  disease  has  been  propagated  by  the  side  of  a 
stream,  it  was  tire  watering  place  for  cattle  ? — 
Yes,  the  water  supplying  the  cattle. 

3792.  Mr.  Monsell.]  Now,  with  regard  to 
clothes ; you  say  that  the  disease  is  propagated 
by  clothes  ? — I have  over  and  over  again  pro- 
pagated the  disease  in  that  way.  I propagated 
it  last  year  in  heifers.  In  experimenting  with 
clothes  and  porous  materials  of  any  kind,  you 
must  be  extremely  cautious.  You  must  get 
the  material  thoroughly  saturated  with  the  virus 
of  the  disease  ; if  you  take  your  coat  and 
merely  expose  it  to  a little  infection,  • the 
virus  becomes  destroyed  by  the  porous  nature 
of  the  clothes,  but  if  you  put  your  coat  into  tire 
mouth  of  the  animal,  as  I have  done  over  and 
over  again,  and  leave  it  there  a quarter  of  an 
hour,  until  it  becomes  saturated,  and  the  porous 
nature  of  the  material  loses  its  action  in  oxydiz- 

or  destroying  the  poison,  and  then  go  a short 
distance  with  your  coat,  you  will  communicate 
the  disease  to  healthy  animals.  I have  done  that 
myself. 

3793.  Have  you  ever  known  any  instance  of 
the  disease  being  propagated  by  that  form  of  in- 
jection which  clothes  might  ordinarily  take  from 
a diseased  animal  ? — Never,  in  my  experience. 


3794.  Therefore  it  comes  to  this,  that  you  may 
propagate  it  in  that  way,  but  that  it  is  not  so 
propagated  ordinarily  ? — I believe  that,  ordinarily 
speaking,  it  is  not  propagated  in  that  way.  I 
may  mention  a fact  in  my  experience  of  the  cattle 
plague,  when  sent  over  here,  which  bears  upon 
that  point. 

3795.  Chairman.]  Do  you  mean  the  rinder- 
pest?— Yes;  I have  known  a gentleman  to  have 
been  through  herds  known  to  have  been  infected, 
in  England,  and  to  have  gone  immediately 
through  herds  in  Ireland,  and  he  certainly  did 
not  communicate  the  disease  to  the  Irish  cattle. 

3796.  Mr.  Monsell.]  Is  it  not  a notorious  fact 
that  the  rinderpest  has  been  communicated  by 
clothes  ? — I do  not  deny  it ; but  I am  not  aware 
that  an  experiment  of  a careful  nature  has  been 
made  upon  that  subject. 

3797.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  How  long  an  interval 
elapsed  between  the  man  you  spoke  of  handling 
cattle  in  London  and  going  to  Ireland  ? — Three 
days. 

3798.  Mr.  Monsell.]  Have  you  had  any  menus 
of  forming  an  opinion  as  to  the  distance  that  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  is  conveyed  through  the 
air  ?— It  is  difficult  to  venture  a very  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  upon  a point  of  that  kind,  but, 
so  far  as  my  observation  has  gone,  I should  say 
it  is  conveyed  a very  short  distance. 

3799.  Can  you  adduce  any  facts  in  support  of 
that  view  ? — I can  adduce  this  fact,  which  oc- 
curred upon  the  Glasnevin  farm  last  year.  Ad- 
joining a field  on  the  large  farm  where  the  disease 
broke  out,  and  separated  from  it  by  the  approach 
to  the  building,  were  12  cattle  upon  the  25-acre 
farm,  and  not  one  of  those  12  cattle  got  the 
disease  from  the  large  farm ; and  the  remarkable 
part  of  it  is,  that  the  disease  broke  out  sud- 
denly, and  apparently  most  mysteriously,  in  the 
three  cattle  upon  the  5 4 -acre  farm,  which  were 
house-fed  upon  the  Belgian  system:  it  passed 
over  the  25-acre  farm,  and  suddenly  appeared  in 
the  midst  of  these  three  animals.  I was  very 
much  puzzled,  and  Mr.  Jenkins  w«jnt  over  on 
behalf  of  the  lloyal  Agricultural  Society  just  as 
it  broke  out,  and  the  suggestion  that  occurred  to 
me  was  this  ; and  I think  it  is  interesting  as  bear- 
ing upon  the  way  in  which  diseases  are  propa- 
gated, and  also  as  bearing  upon  the  sewage 
question.  A short  time  before  this  I observed 
that  the  sewage  which  was  applied  to  the  farm 
by  my  predecessor  upon  Mr.  Meclu’s  plan,  had 
passed  into  the  drains  as  it  went  upon  the  land. 
The  soil  had  become  so  saturated -with  the  organic 
matter  which  the  sewage  contained,  that  it  lost 
its  power  of  absorbing  this  matter.  When  the 
disease  passed  over  the  25-acre  farm,  a distance  of 
about  one-eighth  of  an  English  mile,  and  appeared 
in  the  midst  of  three  cows  in  the  5£-acre  farm, 
I called  to  my  recollection  the  circumstance  that 
the  sewage  passed  through  the  land ; and  I came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  this  sewage,  or  rather 
the  drainage  water,  passing  from  the  large  farm 
in  the  way  that  I spoke  of,  which  communicated 
the  disease  to  these  three  cows.  The  32  cattle 
upon  the  large  farm  were  diseased,  and*the  poison 
was  given  off  by  them  and  conveyed  in  the 
drainage  water  to  a little  pond  'used  by  these  three 
cattle.  I state  this,  of  course,  as  a matter  of 
opinion. 

3800.  But  I gather  from  your  answers,  that 
you  do  not  very  much  believe  in  the  propagation 
of  the  disease  through  the  air  ? — I do  not. 

3801.  If  foot  and  mouth  disease  be  capable  of 
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Professor  being  propagated  in  the  various  ways  suggested,. 

T.  Baldwin,  have  you  any  hope  that  we  can  ever  get  rid  of 

it? — l believe  it  is  quite  possible  to  get  rid 

24  April  of  it.  n r,  ..  „ 

1873.  3802.  Wliat  do  you  propose  ?—  Speaking  ol 

Ireland,  with  which  I am  of  course  best  ac- 
quainted, I should  close  all  fairs  and  markets  for 
the  sale  of  stove  stock  for  a period  sufficiently 
long  to  destroy  all  the  poison  of  the  disease  ; I 
believe  it  is  a short-lived  poison,  and  I believe 
that  six  weeks  or  two  months  would  be  a period 
sufficiently  long  for  that  purpose,  to  begin  with. 

3803.  At  what  period  of  the  year  could  that 
be  done  without  any  great  inconvenience  ? — Im- 
mediately after  the  great  May  fairs,  and  the 
great  sales  of  store  stock.  Supposing  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  adopt  my  view,  or  even  favour- 
ably entertain  it,  if  they  were  to  make  an  early 
intimation  to  stock  owners  upon  the  subject, 
and  enable  them  to  dispose  of  their  stock  in 
May  at  die  great  fairs,  then  no  practical  incon- 
venience would  arise.  Of  course,  there  would 
be  a little  inconvenience  here  and  there,  but 
there  would  be  no  national  loss,  because  the 
stock  is  in  the  country,  and  the  demand  for  it 
would  still  remain. 

3804.  Are  you  perfectly  satisfied  that  six 
weeks  would  be  sufficient  for  the  stamping  out 
of  the  disease? — I should  certainly  think  so,  as  a 
period  to  begin  with ; but  I would  say  it  was  better 
to  err  on  die  safe  side,  and  say  two  months.  In 
experimenting  upon  my  own  clothes,  I have  sus- 
pended them  for  varying  periods,  and  I have 
never  found  the  disease  communicated  by  my  own 
clothes,  no  matter  how  I saturated  them,  after 
a fortnight.  Speaking  from  that  experience,  I 
should  say  that  it  was  a short-lived  poison.  I 
would  recommend  closing  after  the  great  May 
fairs  during  June  and  July. 

3805.  Mr.  Clare  Read,  j You  think  that  from 
die  first  of  June  would  be  the  best  time? — I do; 
immediately  after  the  great  May  fairs. 

3806.  Mr.  Mon  sell.']  But  the  stoppage  of  fairs 
and  markets  would  not  prevent  the  disease  being 
transmitted  through  running  water? — That  is 
true ; but  the  amount  of  the  disease  propagated 
in  that  way  is  so  small  that  it  would  have  really 
no  effect.  And  besides  that,  there  arc  some 
odier  considerations  ; for  instance,  if  I am  right 
in  thinking  that  it  is  a short-lived  poison,  even 
supposing  that  the  disease  were  carried  to  some 
slight  extent  by  running  streams,  yet  I think 
that  six  weeks  would  go  far  to  kill  out  the 
disease  in  the  country. 

3807.  Would  you  interfere  with  the  trade  in 
fat  cattle  ? — I would  not.  I think  it  would  be 
unnecessary  to  interfere  with  the  trade  in  fat 
cattle. 

3808.  Why  do  you  think  it  would  be  unneces- 
sary to  interfere  with  that  trade? — Because  fat 
cattle  do  little  mischief.  They  gravitate  from  the 
farms  to  the  capitals  of  the  country ; the  disease, 
as  a rule,  goes  the  other  way ; it  goes  backwards, 
and  is  carried  by  store  stock.  I think  it  is  very 
seldom  that  you  find  fat  cattle  do  much  mischief 
in  carrying  the  poison  of  disease. 

3809.  1 ou  would  leave  the  trade  in  fat  cattle 
from  Ireland  free  ?— Yes,  I would,  subject  to 
certain  safeguards. 

3810.  You  believe  that  by  the  course  you  pro- 
pose the  foot  and  mouth  disease  could  be  stamped 
out  ? — I believe  it  could. 

3811.  Have  you  consulted  upon  this  matter 
much  with  any  persons  to  whose  opinions  you 


attach  weight  ? — I felt  it  my  duty,  having  formed 
that  opinion,  to  consult  large  stockowners  and 
landowners,  and  other  men  concerned  in  the 
matter,  and  they  all  agreed  that  that  system 
so  far  as  they  could  understand  it,  is  likely  to 
succeed.  They  say  that  some  little  difficulty 
will  be  raised ; that  people  will  not  be  very  much 
pleased,  to  start  with,  with  closing  fairs  aud 
markets  for  two  months ; but  if  you  could  get  rid 
of  so  great  an  evil  by  such  a remedy,  I have  no 
doubt  the  country  would  support  you  in  adopting 
such  measures. 

3812.  Even  if  you  did  get  rid  of  the  disease,  in 
that  way,  would  you  not  still  be  liable  to  re- 
import it  ? — That  is  true ; but  I would  deal  with 
every  animal  that  showed  the  disease  afterwards,* 
as  you  deal  now  with  cattle  plague.  I think  you 
can  have  no  half  measures  in  dealing  with  these 
infectious  cattle  diseases. 

3813.  "Would  you  compensate  the  owners?— I 
would  apply  the  poleaxe  and  compensate  the 
owners  so  as  to  make  it  their  interest  to  declare 
the  disease. 

3814.  You  think  that  measure  would  stamp 
out  the  disease  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

3815.  You  think  that  the  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  disease  would  reappear  would  be  very 
few  indeed? — Very  few  indeed. 

3816.  Assuming  that  the.  foot  and  mouth 
disease  should  die  out  in  Ireland,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, by  closing  all  the  fairs  and  markets  for 
a certain  period,  and  the  poleaxe  were  vigorously 
applied,  do  you  think  the  means  you  propose  of 
killing  every  infected  beast  would  afterwards 
involve  much  expense? — I should  say  the  cost 
would  be  very  little  indeed  ; our  experience 
with  the  cattle  plague,  I think,  is  quite  conclusive 
upon  that  point. 

3817.  Can  you  furnish  the  Committee  with  an 
estimate  of  the  loss  which  Ireland  suffers 
annually  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— Any 
estimate  that  I could  make  would  be,  at  the  most, 
approximate. 

3818.  Did  you  turn  your  attention  to  that 
subject?  — I did.  In  a paper  which  I read 
before  the  Statistical  Society  some  time  ago  I 
stated  that  the  annual  loss  by  prcventiblc  diseases 
of  all  kinds  was  equal  to  the  whole  of  the  local 
taxation  of  Ireland. 

3819.  How  much  is  that?  — Between 
2,000,000/.  and  3,000,000/. 

3820.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  That  is  what  it  aver- 
ages annually  ? — Yes;  in  1872  it  was,  I believe, 
more. 

3821.  Mr.  Monsell.]  How  did  you  arrive  at 
the  result  set  forth  m the  paper  you  read?— I 
issued  a circular  to  a number  of  my  own  stu- 
dents, and  to  persons  of  intelligence  and  cha- 
racter throughout  the  country;  and  then  my  own 
range  of  observation  is  very  considerable.  My 
office  brings  me  into  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
with  such  evidence  before  me  I came  to  that 
conclusion,  and  I see,  according  to  the  estimates 
made  by  a very  able  man  in  England,  Mr. 
Algernon  Clarke,  that,  relatively  speaking,  he 
makes  out  a higher  estimate  for  all  England. 

3822.  How  is  it  in  a disease,  like  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  which  rarely  causes  the  death  of 
animals,  such  a loss  is  produced? — In  store  stock 
there  is  loss  of  condition;  in  dairy  cows  there 
is  an  enormous  loss  of  condition,  and  there  is  a 
very  great  loss  of  milk,  and  you  predispose  the 
system  of  the  animal  to  other  diseases. 

3823.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  They  are  liable  to 

abortion, 
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abortion,  are  they,  not  ?— Cattle  are  liable  to  you  can  no  more  say  that  this  disease  has  ac-  Professor 
abortion,  and  even  in  sheep  it  has  occurred  to  a quircd  a home  in  Ireland  or  Great  Britain  than  T.  Baldwin. 
very  large  extent.  cattle  plague  or  Asiatic  cholera.  I do  not  think  

3824.  Mr.  Monsell.']  Can  you  lay  the  grounds  that  you  have  any  ground  whatever  for  assuming  24  APril 
of  your  estimate  before  the  Committee;  can  that  it  has  acquired  a home  here,  and  I think  it  1®73, 
you  inform  them  generally  of  the  mode  in  which  is  impossible  that  it  could  have  done  so. 

you  have  arrived  at  that  result  with  regard  to  3834.  It  has  been  suggested  by  one  or  two  wit- 
tlieloss;  you  can  afterwards  give  your  reasons  nesses  before  this  Committee  that  Irish  animals 
more  in  detail  ? — We  know  pretty  well  the  total  discovered  in  England  to  be  affected  with  disease 
value  of  the  cattle  in  Ireland,  and  from,  wide  should  bo  sent  back  to  Ireland ; how  do  you  think 
range  of  observation'  one  can  approximate  the  that  suggestion,  if  it  was  acted  upon,  would  work? 
per-ceutage  of  loss.  — To  begin  with,  I think  it  is  an  extremely 

3825.  There  is  very  little  mortality  in  foot  and  clumsy  mode  of  dealing  with  the  question ; and  in 

mouth  disease  ? — In  loot  and  mouth  disease  there  the  next  place,  I regard  it  as  inadequate ; and, 
is  very  little  indeed,  except  in  old  cows.  finally,  I think  it  would  be  found  to  prove  very 

3826.  It  is  the  loss  first  in  the  condition  of  vexatious  in  Ireland. 

the  beast,  and  then  the  loss  in  dairy  cows  by  their  3835.  Why  do  you  regard  it  as  inadequate? 

failing  in  milk? — Yes,  and  then  the  loss  in  Because,  in  the  first  place,  I hold  that  by  any 
calves.  It  has  been  suggested  by  the  honour-  system  of  inspection,  it  is  impossible  to  ascertain 
able  Member  for  Norfolk  that  there  is  abortion  the  existence  of  the  disease  in  a latent  state ; that 
produced,  and  you  are  liable  to  have  lung  is,  until  it  is  developed ; and  therefore  the  most 
disease  following  an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  that  you  can  do  by  that  process  is  to  send  back  a 
disease.  few  animals,  so  that  you  do  not  get  rid  of  the 

3827.  It  has  been  suggested  before  this  Com-  evil. 

mittee  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  generated  3836.  The  suggestion  was  that  all  the’  animals 
in  ships  crossing  the  Channel ; what  is  your  in  a cargo  should  be  sent  back  ? — That  appears 
opinion  on  that  subject? — I do  not  believe  it  can  to  be  a proposition  so  extraordinary,  considering 
by  possibility  be  generated  on  board  the  ships,  that  Ireland  is  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  that 
or  in  the  holds  of  the  ships.  I am  satisfied  it  will  not  be  entertained.  I think 

3828. — Will  you  give  your  reasons  for  that  it  would  be  such  a frightful  hardship  upon  the  men 
opinion  ? — In  the  first  place,  I believe  that  all  who  bought  sound  and  healthy  cattle  in  the  Irish  ' 
competent  witnesses  who  appear  before  the  Com-  fairs,andwhohadnomeansin  the  world  of  knowing 
mittee  will  agree  in  the  opinion  that  this  disease  that  the  seeds  of  the  disease  were  in  them,  that  I 

is  of  foreign  origin..  I should  hope  that  there  is  should  hope  that  public  opinion  would  not  support 
no  difference  of  opinion  amongst  competent  wit-  anybody  who  made  such  a proposition ; and  then 
nesses  upon  that  point.  I cannot,  see,  then,  how  if  you  were  to  deal  with  them  m that  exceptional 
it  could  arise  spontaneously  in  a ship.  way,  it  would,  I think,  aggravate  the  feeling  which 

3829.  But  when  cattle  are  overcrowded? — No  already  exists,  that  in  England  you  wish  to  deal 
doubt,  if  by  any  course  of  treatment  you  weaken  exceptionally  with  Ireland. 

the  constitution  of  your  cattle,  the  per-centage  of  3837.  What  do  you  think  would  be  the  feeling 
loss  is  thereby  increased,  but  that  is  a totally  among  farmers  in  Ireland,  if  so  stringent  a plan 
different  thing  from  generating  the  disease.  as  that  which  I have  mentioned  of  sending  back 

3830.  Is  there  not  a considerable  importation  the  cattle  were  to  be  adopted ; would  they 
of  cattle  to  Ireland  from  Spain? — Yes;  and  our  acquiesce  in  it,  and  would  they  co-operate  with 
experience  of  that  trade  seems  to  be  conclusive  you,  or  would  they  resent  it  ? — If  you  want  to 
upon  the  point.  We  import  largely  from  Spain  irritate  the  farmers,  who  are  a very  numerous’ 
and  Portugal.  I have  been  on  board  the  boats;  body  in  Ireland,  I should  say  that  you  could  not 
they  are  not  so  good  as  the  boats  which  cross  the  adopt  a more  practical  measure  ; it  would  fail, 

Channel,  yet  we  have  never  had  a case  of  foot  and  failing,  it  would  be  regarded  as  vexatious 
and  mouth  disease  imported  from  Spain  or  Por-  and  exceptional. 

tugal.  3838.  Upon  the  other  hand,  what  do  you  think 

3831.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  Nov  plouro-pneu-  the  feeling  of  the  farmers  of  Ireland  would  be 

moma? — Of  neither,  so  far  as  1 can  ascertain.  with  regard  to  the  plan  you  have  suggested  for 
, 3832.  Mr.  Monsell.']  You  say  that  this  disease  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; do  you 
is  of  foreign  origin;  but  has  it  not  now  taken  think  they  would  feel  aggrieved  by  it,  or  would 
sufficient  root  in  this  country  to  be  possibly  co-operate  with  the  Government  in  carrying  out 
generated  here  spontaneously  ? — Unfortunately  so  stringent  a measure  ? — I should  say  that  the 
it  has  taken  deep  root  in  the  country,  but  I do  not  enormous  loss  caused  by  the  foot  and  mouth 
see  any  connection  between  its  wide-spread  ex-  disease  in  Ireland  in  1872,  has  so  thoroughly 
lstence  in  the  country  and  its  arising  spon-  educated  the  Irish  stockowners  as  to  the  necessity 
taneously,  or  of  its  having  acquired  there  a of  something  being  done,  that  they  will  cordially 
“ome-  co-operate  with  you  in  any  practical  measure  of 

3833.  You  are  firmly  convinced  from  your  ex-  that  kind  which  really  does  not  become  vexa- 
periments  that  the  disease  does  not  arise  spon-  tious. 

taneously,  and  that  it  is  always  propagated  by  3839.  Have  you  arrived  at  any  definite  con- 
some  sort  of  infection;  and  it  is  upon  that  elusions  as  to  the  way  in  which pleuro-pneuinonia 
you  found  your  opinion  that,  if  you  once  stamp  * is  propagated  ? — The  only  definite  conclusion 
it  out,  and  then  adopt  vigorous  measures  with  which  l have  arrived  at  myself  with  regard  to 
regard  to  any  disease  which  should  be  imported,  pleuro-pneuinonia  is,  that  the  poison  of  the  disease 
you  would  be  able  to  stamp  it  out  altogether  ?—  is  eliminated  in  the  breath,  and  nowhere  else. 

Vimte  so ; but  I know  the  notion  prevails  that  it  3840.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
™ aeqaked  a home  in  the  British  Isles,  and  stances  of  that  ?—  Several  persons,  for  instance, 
tnat,  therefore,  it  is  almost  useless  to  try  to  deal  have  inoculated  with  the  matter  pressed  from  the 

os*  ^ wou^  respectfully  submit  that  lungs  of  diseased  animals  without  producing  the 

U disease. 
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disease.  1 have  done  that  myself  over  and  over 
acrain.  I have  also  inoculated  with  almost  all  the 
secretions,  including  the  discharges  from  the  eyes 
and  the  urine,  and  I have  never  yet  produced 
disease  in  the  lungs  of  animals  by  inoculation 
with  any  one  of  the  secretions,  but  I believe  that 
I have  produced  the  disease  in  this  way  : I have 
taken  pieces  of  porous  material,  such  as  bits  of 
sponge,  and  put  them  into  the  nostrils  of  dis- 
eased animals,  and  left  those  bits  there  for  some 
time  until  I had  reason  to  believe  that  the  pores 
were  thoroughly  saturated  with  the  virus  of  the 
disease,  and  then  those  bits  of  material  were 
taken  a very  short  distance  and  put  into  the 
nostrils  of  healthy  animals,  and  the  disease  did 
break  out  in  a very  large  per-centage  of  the 
cases  so  operated  upon. 

3841.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Was  that  a different 
herd,  although  a short  distance  away? — It  so 
happened  that  we  had  upon  the  Glasnevin 
farms  three  herds,  and  I conveyed  the  disease 
from  the  large  farm  to  the  25  acre  farm. 

I mentioned  this  circumstance  to  Professor 
Simonds,  of  the  Veterinary  College  here  a few 
years  ago,  and  he  has  operated  upon  one  animal, 

I believe,  and  has  published  the  result  in  the 
Journal  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of 
England.  In  this  animal,  he  says,  he  failed  to 
produce  the  disease,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  it 
is  not  enough  to  operate  upon  one  animal ; and 
that  a negative  result  upon  one  animal  is  worth 
very  little. 

3842.  Mr.  Mansell.']  Have  you  tried  many 
experiments  yourself  ? — I have. 

3843.  Upon  what  proportion  of  cases  did  it 
take  ? — About  50  per  cent. 

3844.  How  long  did  the  disease  take  to  de- 
velop itself? — The  shortest  period  was  17  days, 
and  the  longest  44. 

3845.  Do  you  think  that  those  two  numbers 
would  represent  the  limits  during  which  the  dis- 
ease is  incubated  ? — I could  not  venture  to  offer 
an  opinion  so  precise  as  that.  I should  say  that 
the  period  of  incubation  would  depend  a good 
deal  upon  the  constitution  of  the  animal. 

3846.  But  still,  so  far  as  your  experience  goes, 
it  is  something  between  17  and  44  days  ? — So  far 
as  my  experience  goes,  it  is. 

3847.  Are  all  cattle  equally  liable  to  the  dis- 
ease ? — No ; in  healthy  store  stock,  two  or  three 
years  old,  for  example,  in  good  condition,  you  will 
have  a much  less  per-centage  of  diseased  than  of 
dairy  cows ; you  would  get  a larger  per-centage 
of  disease  in  old  dairy  cows  than  m young  dairy 
cows.  If  you  take  vigorous  bulls,  the  per-cent- 
age is  very  little.  I have  never  known  this  dis- 
ease in  a young  vigorous  bull,  though  placed  in 
the  same  shed  with  diseased  animals. 

3848.  The  result  of  your  investigation  is  that 
tire  disease  is  always  produced  by  infection  ? — 
I have  no  doubt  that  the  disease  called  pleuro- 
pneumonia, which  I regard  as  a plague,  is  in- 
variably produced  by  infection. 

3849.  Has  pleuro-pneumonia  ever  broken  out 
among  any.  of  the  Spanish  cattle  imported  into 
Ireland  ? — No  ; and  I should  tell  the  Committee, 
in  relation  to  that  point,  that  I have  consulted 
Mr.  Cuff,  an  extensive  salesman  in  Dublin,  who  has 
had  for  years  the  sole  charge  of  those  cattle,  and 
he  has  mentioned  to  me  that  no  disease  has 
appeared  amongst  them  ; and  I have  seen  them 
myself  both  in  the  boats  and  on  landing. 

3850.  You  have  stated  that  the  cattle  are 
really  worse  cared  for  in  those  boats  than  in  the 


trans-Channel  boats  ? — The  boats  are  not  better 
and  the  voyage  is  longer. 

3851.  May  it  not  be  that  there  are  other  forms 
of  lung  disease  which  may  be  mistaken  for 
pleuro-pneumonia? — Yes;  I have  no  doubt  of 
that.  I pointed  it  out  years  ago,  and  it  is  now 
admitted  by  Professor  Ferguson  and  others.  I 
found  cases  arising  here  and  there,  but  it  does 
not  spread  from  herd  to  herd,  or  from  district  to 
district. 

3852.  Have  you  formed  any  kind  of  estimate 
with  reference  to  the  annual  loss  to  the  Irish 
farmers  resulting  from  pleuro-pneumonia? — At 
present  the  loss  is  not  so  great  as  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease.  I should  say  that  fully  12  per 
cent,  of  the  dairy  stock  of  Dublin  would  be 
the  minimum  loss  by  pleuro-pneumonia,  but  all 
over  the  country  the  loss  is  not  so  great ; cer- 
tainly it  was  not  so  great  in  1872  as  from  foot 
and  mouth  disease. 

3853.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  offer  as  to 
the  best  mode  of  dealing  with  pleuro-pneumonia? 

— I think  there  is  only  one  way  of  dealing  with 
pleuro-pneumonia ; that  is,  to  apply  the  poleaxe  to 
every  animal  that  is  diseased,  and  to  every  animal 
that  comes  within  the  range  of  infection.  The  ex- 
perience gained  in  Holland  and  the  experience 
which  w e got  in  our  working  out  of  the  cattle  plague, 
and  the  experience  which  you  got  in  England, 
and  in  the  two  outbreaks  of  cattle  plague  in 
Ireland,  for  instance,  which  I went  to  see  my- 
self, leave  no  doubt  whatever  upon  my  mind  on 
the  question. 

3854.  And  you  feel  no  doubt  that  just  as 
cattle  plague  was  stamped  out,  so  pleuro- 
pneumonia, by  these  equally  vigorous  measures, 
might  be  stamped  out? — Most  decidedly. 

3855.  What  would  you  do  with  the  carcases; 
would  you  allow  them  to  be  sold  ? — It  seems  a 
very  strong  measure  to  recommend,  particularly 
inasmuch  as  many  of  the  carcases  which  would 
come  within  the  range  of  infection  would  be 
sound  and  good,  and  even  the  carcases  of  diseased 
animals;  but  yet  it  is  as  important,  I think, 
regal’d  being  had  to  the  general  public,  to  destroy 
the  trade  in  diseased  meat,  as  it  is  in  diseased 
cattle,  and  therefore  I would  beg  very  respect- 
fully to  submit  to  the  Committee  that  the  right 
course  is  to  bury  every  one  of  them,  giving 
adequate  compensation  to  the  owners;  and! 
should  recommend,  as  an  essential  condition  of 
the  mode  of  dealing  with  either  of  those  two 
diseases,  that  you  must  deal  generously  with  the 
stockowner,  more  especially  in  a country  like 
Ireland,  which  deponds  now  for  its  main  source  of  ■ 
wealth  upon  its  agricultural  live  stock. 

3856.  And  why  do  you  propose  such  very 
strong  measures  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  not  for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  which  you 
say  causes  a greater  amount  of  annual  loss  ? — To 
begin  with,  pleuro-pneumonia  kills  a very  large 
per  -centage  of  the  animals  affected. 

3857.  What  per-centage  do  you  suppose  ?-~ 
Fully  60  per  cent. ; it  amounts  to  60  per  cent.,  I 
know,  in  my  own  experience,  when  you  get  the 
disease  into  a herd,  unless  you  take  extraordinary 
precautions  to  get  rid  of  it.  In  the  Dublin  dairies 
more  than  60  per  cent,  have  died  from  it. 

3858.  Chairman.']  You  think  that,  of  the  ani- 
mals attacked,  at  least  60  per  cent,  die  ? — I feel 
justified  in  saying  from  my  experience,  that  60 
per  cent,  of  them  would  die. 

3859.  Mr.  Mansell.']  Therefore  it  is  not 
amenable  to  treatment  ? — It  is  not  amenable  to 

treatment, 
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treatment,  like  foot  and  mouth  disease ; and  in 
the  next  place  the  period  of  incubation  is  so 
Ion",  and  the  disease  is  altogether  so  insidious  in 
its  character,  that  I venture  to  take  the  liberty 
of  urging  very  strongly  that  there  is  only  one 
way  of  dealing  with  it,  and  that  is  to  poleaxe 
every  beast  that  comes  under  the  influence  of  the 
disease. 

3860.  What  would  be  the  view  of  the  owner 
of  the  stock  ? — I think  the  view  of  the  owners  of 
the  stock  in  Ireland  and  elsewhere,  after  the 
experience  they  have  had,  would  be  this : that  if 
you  deal  with  them  generously,  giving  them 
adequate  compensation,  they  would  support  you. 

3861.  But  you  do  not  mean  giving  the  whole 
of  the  value  of  the  beast  that  is  killed,  do  you  ? — 
I do  not  see  why  you  should  not  give  the  whole 
of  the  value  of  the  beast,  because  I think  if  you 
want  to  succeed  you  must  be  generous  to  the 
stockowner.  I am,  perhaps,  an  independent 
witness  before  you  upon  that  point.  I have 
stock  to  the  value  of  several  thousands  of  pounds 
under  my  care,  and  I have  no  interest  in  it, 
except  that  which  a man  should  have  for  the 
benefit  of  his  pupils  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public.  I wish  to  make  as  much  opt  of  that  stock 
as  possible.  If  you  come  to  me  and  destroy 
those  cattle  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  why 
not  give  me  their  full  value. 

3862.  Do  you  think  that  doing  that  would  be 
the  way  to  make  owners  of  stock  very  careful  as 
to  whether  they  got  pleuro-pneumonia  or  not? — 
There  your  system  of  inspection  would  come  in; 
that  is  if  you  have  a system  of  inspection  at  all, 
it  would  there  become  useful. 

3863.  Would  it  be  wise  to  altogether  annihilate 
the  principle  of  self-interest  ? — No ; but  I think  it 
is  entirely  advisable  to  annihilate  the  principle  of 
what  is  called  the  local  authority ; in  this  case  you 
must  deal  with  the  disease  vigorously. 

3864.  But  the  principle  of  the  local  authority 
is  not  the  same  as  the  principle  of  self-interest. 
We  will  come  afterwards  to  the  question  of  local 
authorities,  hut  if  you  were  to  give  full  value  for 
every  animal  that  was  killed,  would  you  not 
entirely  relieve  the  mind  of  the  owner  of 
the  animal  of  any  anxiety  whether  he  got 
pleuro-pneumonia,  or  whether  he  did  not? — I 
can  only  put  it  in  this  way  as  representing  the 
stockowner:  if  I were  an  owner  of  stock,  and 
you  came  to  me  and  said, tf  I want  to  destroy  your 
stock  for  the  public  good,”  I hold,  as  a first  prin- 
ciple, if  you  want  to  destroy  them  for  the  public 
good,  you  should  pay  me  for  them.  I do  not  say 
that  a particular  parish  or  county  should  pay  me, 
but  I maintain  that  it  should  come  out  of  the 
general  taxation  of  the  country.  Everyman  who 
wants  to  have  good  milk,  and  cheap  meat  and 
butter,  is  interested  in  the  question. 

3865.  Could  you  adduce  any  facts  taken  from 
Irish  experience  to  show  that  the  disease  is 
always  generated  by  infection  ? — I can  mention 
two  very  leading  facts  which  appear  to  my  own 
mind  very  conclusive  upon  the  point,  and  it  is  for 
the  Committee  to  consider  what  weight  they  will 
attach  to  them.  The  first  fact  is  this,  that,  as 
a rule,  in  all  the  rearing  or  breeding  districts  of 
Ireland  there  is  no  pleuro-pneumonia.  I know 
districts  in  the  north-west,  and  in  the  west,  and 
m the  south-west,  and  in  the  north-east,  which 
are  quite  'free  from  the  disease ; districts  where, 
except  at  the  first  outbreak,  it  has  never 
appeared.  I believe  that  you  will  find  in  every 
country,  that  the  capital  is  the  head  centre, 

0.58. 


so  to  speak,  of  the  disease;  that  it  spreads  back- 
wards from  the  capital  to  the  provinces.  I 
know  it  is  so  in  Ireland.  Dublin  is  really  a 
hotbed  of  disease.  Our  Smithfield  Market,  as 
it  is  called,  for  dairy  cows  is  a hotbed  of  dis- 
ease ; every  one  who  buys  beasts  in  that  market 
knows  it  thoroughly  well.  I would  add  this  fact 
from  my  own  actual  experience,  that  of  the  total 
number  of  model  farms  under  my  superintendence, 
there  are  very  close  upon  20  managed  for  the 
public  account ; these  are  scattered  through  the 
tour  provinces,  and  in  the  eight  years  that  I have 
held  my  present  office,  I have  not  had  a single 
case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  upon  any  of  those 
farms  outside  the  Grlasnevin  Farm.  "VVe  have 
them  in  Belfast,  and  in  Cork  and  Limerick; 
two  of  them  are  very  close  to  your  own  property, 
and  we  have  never  had  a case  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia upon  them. 

3866.  But  in  the  case  of  Limerick,  surely, 
although  there  may  not  have  been  pleuro-pneu- 
monia upon  your  two  agricultural  farms,  there 
has  been  a great  deal  of  pleuro-pneumonia  all 
around  them  ? — I think  that  proves  my  case,  be- 
cause we  do  not  go  into  the  ordinary  cattle  trade. 
It  exists  in  Limerick  very  largely. 

3867.  And  is  very  widely  spread  over  the 
country? — It  is  very  widely  spread  over  the 
country.  I think  that  is  evidence  rather  bearing 
out  my  view  of  the  case. 

3868.  Have  you  had  any  experience  of  inocula- 
tion as  a means  of  getting  rid  of  the  disease  ? — At 
Glasnevin  I have  tried  it  over  and  over  again, 
and,  so  far  as  I can  judge,  it  is  perfectly  useless. 

3869.  But  you  are  aware  that  some  of  the 
best  authorities  in  Ireland  and  elsewhere  have 
reported  that  it  has  succeeded  in  their  hands,  are 
you  not  ? — I am  aware  that  Professor  Ferguson, 
reported  in  an  address  to  the  Scottish  Chamber 
of  Agriculture,  has  given  a qualified  support 
to  the  system,  but  only  a qualified  support,  and 
certainly  his  support  is  not  based  upon  his  own 
experience.  I should  like  to  add,  that  I have 
examined  all  the  so-called  successful  examples  of 
inoculation  as  a means  of  dealing  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  Ireland.  I visited  one  of  the  dis- 
tricts, where  it  has  been  most  extensively  tried, 
about  the  town  of  Tipperary,  where  pleuro- 
pneumonia prevailed  to  a very  great  extent.  I 
visited  Lord  Besborough’s,  where  it  was  tried. 

I visited  several  other  places,  but  it  appeared  to 
me  that  in  none  of  those  cases  were  the  condi- 
tions for  a successful  experiment  observed ; and 
for  this  reason,  that  no  herd  was  operated  u]>on 
until  the  animals  had  been  exposed  to  the  infec- 
tion. 

3870.  I asked  you  merely  whether  you  con- 
sidered that  any  means  short  of  what  you  suggest 
would  be.  sufficient  for  dealing  with  this  disease  ? 
— I do  not. 

3871.  You  do  not  consider  the  present  regula- 
tions for  preventing  the  spread  of  infectious  dis- 
ease adequate  to  the  wants  of  the  case  ? — Cer- 
tainly not. 

3872.  You  are  acquainted  with  the  English 
system,  I presume? — Very  imperfectly. 

3873.  Do  you  approve  of  the  localised  system, 
or  of  the  centralised  system;  which  do  you  consi- 
der to  be  the  one  most  efficacious,  the  system  of 
dealing  with  the  disease  by  local  authorities,  as 
is  the  case  in  England,  or  by  the  central  autho- 
rity, - as  is  the  case  . in  Ireland  ? — I feel  almost 
unwilling  to  express  an  opinion  upon  that  ques- 
tion; but  it  appears  to  me  that  the  results  before 
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Professor  you  are  very  interesting  upon  that  point.  I take 
T.  Baldwin,  it  that  the  localised  system  has  utterly  failed  in 

. England.  I think  that  we  have  been  in  that 

24  April  respect  better  off  in  Ireland. 
l873-  3874.  Are  you  aware  that  complaints,  have 

been  made  from  time  to  time  of  the  restrictions 
imposed  upon  the  Irish  cattle  trade  by  the  Irish 
Government? — I am  aware  that  complaints  have 
been  made,  but  I still  think  you  would  never 
have  heard  of  those  complaints  if  you  had  intro- 
duced a system  of  stamping  out  the  disease,  giving 
at  the  same  time  what  I call  adequate  compen- 
sation to  the  stock  owners.  You  will  have 
grumbling  and  growling  until  you  do  that. 

3875.  But  do  you  think  that  the  grumbling 
and  growling,  as  you  call  it,  has  been  very  much 
confined  to  the  stock  owners  in  Dublin,  or  has 
it  generally  prevailed  throughout  the  country  ?— 
Naturally  enough,  a few  wealthy  men  in  Dublin 
who  are  largely  interested  in  the  question,  take 
it  up  very  warmly,  but  I should  certainly  say, 
speaking  from  my  own  observation,  that. they  do 
not  represent  necessarily  the  public  opinion. 

3876.  Do  you  think  that  the  arrangements  of 
the  Irish  Yetinary  Department  are  satisfactory  ? 
— I should  say  the  department  is  working  pretty 
well.  1 know  this  much,  that  having  seen  what 
has  been  done  from  the  time  of  Lord  Kimberley 
down  to  the  present,  the  Irish  Executive  has 
shown  great  energy  and  wisdom  in  dealing  with 
the  question. 

3877.  Has  the  Irish  Executive  had  a sufficient 
staff  at  its  disposal  ? — The  staff  at  its  disposal,  1 
think,  is  utterly  inadequate  to  carry  out  the 
object  that  it  has  had  before  it ; but  I think  my- 
self that  that  object  is  not  the  right  object.  I 
think  they  began  at  the  wrong  end.  If  I were 
to  believe  in  inspection,  which  I do  not,  I should 
be  compelled  to  say  that  the  Irish  system  was 
starved  out  by  the  Treasury. 

3878.  You  say  you  do  not  believe  in  inspec- 
tion, do  you  mean  that  it  is  useless  to  have  in- 
spectors ; take  the  case  of  Ballinasloe,  do  you 
consider  that  having  the  cattle  inspected,  and  the 
diseased  cattle  picked  out  and  removed,  does  no 
good  at  all  ? — 1 should  not  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  it  does  no  good,  but  having  been  in  the 
fair  of  Ballinasloe  myself  during  the  whole 
time,  and  paid  some  attention  to  the  subject,  I 
would  venture  to  express  this  opinion,  that  if  the 
whole  of  the  veterinary  surgeons  in  Ireland  were 
in  Ballinasloe  they  would  really  not  meet  the 
difficulties  of  the  case,  because  they  could  not 
discover  the  great  evil,  which  is,  that  while  a 
number  of  the  beasts,  of  course,  come  diseased  to 
the  fair,  the  great  source  of  evil  is  the  vast 
number  of  animals  which  come  to  the  fair  with 
the  seeds  of  disease  in  them,  and  how  could  any 
system  of  inspection  discover  that. 

3879.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  to 
the  Committee  for  rendering  the  system  more 
effectual  ? — I am  unwilling  to  make  any  sugges- 
tions. I think  you  must  begin  at  the  beginning ; 
in  my  judgment  you  must  kill  out  the  disease 
and  keep  it  out ; all  you  would  require  then  is  a 
central  authority  to  deal  with  the  disease  when  it 
appears,  and  I think  you  will  want  a very  small 
staff  indeed  for  that  purpose  then. 

3880.  The  result  of  your  evidence  is  this,  that 
no  system  would  be  effectual  except  the  very 
stringent  system  which  you  have  recommended ; 
you  believe  that  that  would  be  effectual,  and 
might  be  carried  out  at  a very  small  cost  ? — I 
think  it  could  be  carried  out  at  a very  small  cost. 


and  I believe  that  no  other  system  will  succeed. 

I think  this  proof  might  be  adduced  in  support 
of  that  view,  that  the  Irish  Executive  is  really 
thoroughly  in  earnest.  I do  not  think  that  you 
can  have  a man  more  thoroughly  imbued  with 
the  importance  of  dealing  vigorously  with  this 
disease  than  Lord  Spencer.  I do  not  think  that 
you  can  got  a man  of  greater  natural  ability  to 
govern  the  Veterinary  Department  than  the  man 
who  is  at  the  head  of  it.  I do  not  believe  you  can 
get  a more  efficient  body  for  the  purpose  than  the 
Irish  constabulary  ; and  yet,  in  the  face  of  those 
three  facts,  -we  have  had  some  15,000  centres  of 
infection  reported  upon  by  the  department  in 
1872.  I should  be  disposed  to  say  that  there  were 
fully  20,000  centres  of  infection  in  1872.  I believe 
the  Irish  is  a far  better  system  than  the  English 
system,  as  a whole,  but  yet  you  have  before  you 
the  broad  result. 

3881.  Under  that  system,  worked  as  efficiently 
as  possible,  there  lias  been  a loss,  as  far  as  you 
can  calculate,  of  about  three  millions  last  year  ? 
— I believe  that  in  1872  there  was  a loss  of  be- 
tween two  and  three  millions  from  all  preventable 
diseases. 

3882.  You  do  not  consider  that  even  if  there 
were  a much  larger  sum  of  money  spent  than  is 
now  spent  in  inspection,  the  result  would  be  very 
different  from  that  which  it  has  been  ? — I think 
any  addition  to  the  staff  would  not  cure  the 
evil. 

3883.  Chairman.']  You  have  been  eight  years 
manager  of  these  farms,  I believe? — I have  been 
so  for  eight  years. 

3884.  Have  you  had  any  sheep-pox  amongst 
the  sheep  ? — Never. 

3885.  You  have  had  no  practical  experience 
of  sheep-pox,  I believe? — Sheep-pox  has  not 
been  in  Ireland. 

3886.  You  have  had  pleuro-pneumonia  upon 
your  farm  at  Glasnevin,  have  you  not?— Yes, 
repeatedly. 

3887.  When  pleuro-pneumonia  breaks  out  in 
a herd,  I suppose  the  danger  is  very  great  of  the 
whole  herd  catching  it? — The  danger  is  very 
great  indeed. 

3888.  And  you  say  that  of  those  animals  which 
do  catch  it,  60  per  cent,  die  ? — Sixty  per  cent, 
would  die. 

3889.  Therefore,  if  a farmer  has  the  misfor- 
tune to  have  pleuro-pneumonia  in  his  herd,  he 
may  he  almost  certain  that  they  will  entail  upon 
him  very  great  loss? — Very  heavy  loss  indeed. 

3890.  If  all  the  animals  are  ordered  to  be 
slaughtered,  and  the  full  value  is  paid  for  those 
animals,  although  you  may  say  it  is  solely  for  the 
public  good  that  that  money  is  paid,  is  it  not  also 
enormously  to  the  private  advantage  of  the  owner 
of  the  herd  ? — It  is  to  his  advantage,  certainly. 

3891.  But  is  it  not  to  his  advantage  in  this 
way  : that  supposing  he  had  a herd  of  a hundred 
beasts,  the  strong  Iprob ability  was  that  all  would 
catch  it,  and  that  60  per  cent,  would  die,  and 
instead  of  having  that  very  great  loss,  he  would 
be  able  to  sell  them  all  at  their  full  value  ?— I 
think  that  if  any  skilful  stockowner  who  breeds 
his  own  animals,  and  merely  buys  in  a few  beasts 
occasionally,  were  to  isolate  his  purchased 
animals,  and  keep  them  away  from  his  own  stock, 
he  would  certainly  confine  the  disease  to  those 
animals ; and  then  if  you  come  in  and  kill  all  the 
animals  which  are  not  liable  to  the  disease,  yoa 
are  hound  to  give  him  ample  compensation. 

3892.  But  your  suggestion  was  to  kill  those 
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which  were  diseased  and  those  which  have  been 
in  contact  with  them  ? — But  in  a small  farm,  such 
as  Grlasnevin,  you  would  be  quite  safe  in  saying 
that  the  whole  farm  would  he  an  infected  farm. 

3893.  And  in  that  case  you  would  be  paying 
the  farmer  for  animals  which  probably  would 
have  entailed  great  loss  upon  him.  If  you  con- 
sider the  question  of  pleuro  pneumonia  appearing 
upon  such  a farm  as  Grlasnevin,  the  strong  pro- 
bability is  that  all  the  animals  upon  the  farm 
would  catch  the  disease,  and  that  such  a large 
proportion  would  die,  that  if  the  State  comes  in 
and  pays  full  value  for  all  those  animals,  it  is  very 
much  to  the  private  advantage  of  the  owner  of 
the  farm  ? — I make  a distinction  between  the  man 
who  really  adopts  an  efficient  system  of  disinfec- 
tion and  isolation,  and  an  ordinary  stockowner, 
and  I illustrate  my  case  by  saying  that  it  is  a 
(rreat  hardship  upon  the  first  man  to  be  compelled 
to  give  up  to  you  all  his  animals,  if  he  does  not 
believe  there  is  danger,  if  he  adopts  isolation  and 
disinfection. 

3894.  But  I understand  you  to  say,  that  upon 
your  farm  the  danger  of  its  spreading  would  be 
very  great  ? — I say  so  still. 

3895.  Then  in  so  far  as  that  danger  exists, 
surely  the  owner  of  such  a farm  is  a great  gainer 
by  the  State  coming  in  and  paying  the  full  value 
of  those  animals? — That  is  to  say,  he  is  a gainer 
to  die  extent  that  you  would  pay  him  for  the 
proportion  of  beasts  that  would  die ; to  that 
extent  he  is  a gainer. 

3896.  I also  understand  you  to  say,  that  the 
whole  of  the  animals  would  be  in  great  danger  of 
catching  the  infection,  and  that  60  per  cent,  of 
those  that  caught  it  would  die  ? — They  are  all  in 
danger  of  taking  the  infection,  unless  the  owner 
adopts  a very  strict  mode  of  isolation. 

3897.  I do  not  suppose  that  you  would  sug- 
gest that  the  animals  should  be  slaughtered 
which  had  not  come  in  contact  with  diseased 
animals  ? — I do  not  see  any  necessity  for 
slaughtering  any,  except  those  that  have  come 
within  the  range  of  infection. 

3898.  That  is  to  say,  that  you  do  not  slaughter 
any  except  those  that  have  come  in  contact,  and 
there  is  a very  large  chance  of  those  animals 
catching  it ; that  would  be  a very  great  public 
good,  and  also  very  much  to  the  private  advan- 
tage oi  the  owner? — Yes;  but  I desire  that,  in 
whatever  measure  you  propose,  you  should  have 
the  cordial  co-operation  of  the  stock-owner. 

3899.  You  think  that  the  cordial  co-operation 
of  the  stockowner  would  be  obtained  by  his  being 
able  to  find  a market  by  State  purchase  for  his 
dangerous  or  diseased  animals  equal  to  what  he 
would  have  had  if  there  had  been  no  disease  ? — 
I should  say  certainly,  unless  you  give  them 
something  very  close  to  it,  they  would  be 
tempted,  as  they  have  been  tempted  even  in 
cases  of  cattle  plague,  to  conceal  the  existence  of 
the  disease. 

3900.  Now',  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  you  do  not  propose  to  slaughter  animals 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Not  in 
me  first  instance ; not  till  I kill  out  the  disease. 

3901.  You  thought  that  six  weeks  would  be 
sufficient-  to  stamp  out  the  disease? — I said  a 
period^  of  six  weeks  or  two  months  to  begin  with. 

3902.  You  propose  the  stoppage  of  all  fairs? 

st~ck^10^0Se  stol1PaSe  fairs  for  store 

3903.  You  would  not  stop  fairs  for  fat  stock  ? 

^o,  I made  that  distinction. 

0.58. 


3904.  Would  you  take  no  steps  except  the  professor 
stopping  of  fairs ; would  you  leave  the  private  y.  Baldwin. 

sale  of  store  stock  without  any  restriction  ? — I " . 

should  say  it  was  difficult  to  interfere  with  pri-  24  April 
vate  sale,  but  I would  certainly  advocate  stopping  lS73- 
all  movement  of  store  stock. 

3905.  That  is  a very  different  suggestion  from 
the  stopping  of  fairs  and  markets  ?— In  Ireland 
it  means  practically  the  same. 

3906.  That  is  because  they  go  to  fairs  and 
markets  for  the  sale  of  animals ; but  supposing 
there  were  no  fairs  and  markets  to  go  to,  woulcl 
it  not  be  necessary  to  stop  the  movement,  in 
order  to  carry  out  that  object  ? — My  suggestion 
implied  that. 

3907.  Your  suggestion  therefore  involves  not 
only  that  all  fairs  and  markets  should  be  stopped, 
but  also  all  movement? — Yes,  of  store  stock. 

3908.  How  long  is  an  animal  generally  ill 
which  is  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease ; I 
refer  to  attacks  which  would  leave  the  animal 
still  contagious  ? — About  a week. 

3909.  Not  more?  — Not  more,  in  ordinary 
cases. 

3910.  Your  notion  would  he  that  these  six 
weeks  would  give  time  for  all  the  diseased 
animals  to  be  cured  or  to  die,  and  that  the  steps 
that  you  would  take  would  prevent  any  move- 
ment ? — I should  hope  so. 

3911.  How  would  you  propose  to  work  such  a 
system  in  Ireland;  the  fairs,  I can  understand, 
would  be  at  once  stopped  by  order;  how  would  you 
stop  the  movement? — Through  the  constabulary. 

3912.  Would  you  imply  that  no  person  was  to 
be  allowed  to  move  cattle  without  a license  ? — 

Without’ a license;  and  if  a man  was  found 
moving  his  cattle  without  a license,  I would 
impose  a penalty  so  high  that  he  would  be  very 
unlikely  to  do  it  again. 

3913.  And  you  feel  confident,  from  your  expe- 
rience, that  six  weeks  of  that  kind  of  regulation 
would  be  sufficient? — I should  be  very  strongly 
inclined  to  say  that  six  weeks  would  do  it.  I do 
not  say  that  positively. 

3914.  During  the  prevalence  of  cattle  plague 
in  Ireland  there  was  restriction  of  movement, 
was  there  not,  in  the  cattle-plague  district? — 

There  was. 

3915.  That  was  carried  out  by  the  constabu- 
lary ? — It  was  carried  out  by  the  constabulary, 
and  it  had  a marvellous  effect  in  stopping  the 
spread  of  disease. 

3916.  Of  what  disease? — Boot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  pleuro-pneumonia  also. 

3917.  How  long  have  you  had  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  badly  in  Ireland  now  ? — It  has 
been  in  Ireland  since  it  was  introduced  some 
30  years  ago. 

3918.  But  it  has  been  much  worse  lately,  has 
it  not? — It  was  worse  in  Ireland  in  1872  than  I 
have  ever  known  it 

3919.  There  seems  to  have  been  an  impression 
upon  the  miuds  of  some  of  the  witnesses  that  the 
disease  had  completely  died  out  in  Ireland,  and 
was  reimported  during  the  last  three  or  four 
years?— 1 should  be  very  much  inclined  to  say 
that  at  one  time  we  had  very  little  of  it,  or  pos- 
sibly none  at  all ; but  it  came  in  in  some  Lan- 
cashire calves. 

3920.  Will  you  just  tell  mo  what  are  the 
present  regulations  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  breaking  out;  can  you  give  me  the  last 
case  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  broko  out 
upon  either  of  your  farms ; what  was  it  your  duty 

u 3 t0 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


158 


MINUTES  01?  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEF0EE  THE 


Professor  to  do  in  consequence  of  any  regulation?— My 
T.  Baldwin,  first  duty  is  to  report  it  to  the  nearest  police 

station;  the  police  are  bound  to  report  it  to  the 

24  April  Veterinary  Department  in  Dublin  Castle.  I 
1873.  could  not  move  my  cattle  without  a license  for 
any  purpose  after  that. 

3921.  Does  that  apply  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ?— Yes. 

3922.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  you  could 
not  move  the  animal  away  from  land  in  your 
occupation  ? — I could  move  an  animal  from  farm 
to  farm. 

3923.  Could  you  move  him  across  a high  road  ? 
— In  my  own  experience  a case  of  that  kind  has 
not  occurred ; the  letter  of  the  law  certainly  is 
against  it. 

3924.  Of  course  I understand  that  working 
very  well  with  your  farm,  because  you  would 
know  as  well  as  the  veterinary  surgeon  would 
that  the  disease  had  broken  out,  and  you  would 
no  doubt  at  once  comply  with  the  law  ; but  sup- 
posing that  the  farmer  has  not  the  knowledge  to 
at  once  detect  disease,  what  happens  ? — Foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  really  so  unraistakeable  a 
disease  that  he  could  not  fail  to  perceive  it.  I 
should  say  that  the  smallest  fanner  in  the 
country  ought  to  know  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
as  the  symptoms  are  so  very  plain.  There  are, 
of  course,  some  other  diseases  that  he  might  con- 
found with  it. 

3925.  He  might  know  the  disease,  but  he 
would  not  be  willing  to  subject  himself  to  the 
inconvenience  of  reporting  it? — I would  compel 
him  to  do  so. 

3926.  But  I am  asking  about  the  present 
regulations ; supposing  foot  and  mouth  disease 
breaks  out  in  your  neighbourhood,  and  the 
fanner  does  not  wish  to  say  anything  about  it, 
what  steps  are  taken  by  the  State  to  find  out  if 
the  disease  does  exist? — I have  no  doubt  that 
the  Committee  would  get  much  better  informa- 
tion as  to  the  operation  of  the  department  from 
the  gentleman  who  is  at  the  head  of  it.  I have 
only  concerned  myself  with  it  as  dealing  with 
stock,  but  I know  that  any  man  who  does  not 
obey  the  regulations  is  liable  to  be  brought 
before  the  magistrates  and  fined,  and  I am  sorry 
to  say  that  some  of  the  Irish  magistrates  have 
not  acted  very  rigorously  when  such  cases  have 
been  brought  before  them,  which  I think  is  a 
great  misfortune. 

3927-  But,  adopting  your  suggestion,  which  is 
first  getting  rid  of  the  disease  and  then  keeping 
it  out,  what  kind  of  inspection  do  you  look  for- 
ward to  after  the  six  weeks  or  two  months  have 
elapsed,  supposing  you  have  succeeded  in  getting 
rid  of  the  disease? — Any  appearance  of  the 
disease  is  immediately  reported  to  the  central 
authority,  and  they  send  down  an  inspector  to 
the  spot,  and  if  he  finds  any  disease  he  imme- 
diately applies  the  poleaxe,  and  buries  the 
carcase. 

3928.  But  supposing  these  measures  have  not 
succeeded  in  extirpating  the  disease,  so  that  it 
still  might  recur,  although  if  proper  steps  were 
taken  it  would  very  soon  be  got  rid  of,  I want  to 
know  in  what  way  you  look  forward  to  its  re- 
currence being  reported  and  the  proper  steps 
being  taken  for  its  suppression  ? — The  same  steps 
that  are  now  taken  to  report  it. 

3929.  But  supposing  that  a farmer  does  not 
choose  to  report  it,  there  would  be  great  danger 
of  its  coming  up  again,  would  there  not  ? — Hot  if 
you  impose  a heavy  fine,  and  instead  of  bringing 


him  before  a local  magistrate,  bring  him  before  a 
paid  magistrate.  I hold  that  these  things  should 
not  be  dealt  with  by  the  local  authority.0  I object 
to  the  thing  being  dealt  with  by  local  magis- 
trates. ^ 

3930.  I want  to  know  what  would  be  your 
mode  of  dealing  with  it  afterwards  ; your  former 
suggestion  is  that  he  should  be  obliged  to  report 
it’  to  the  stipendiary  magistrates  ? — To  the  con- 
stabulary under  an  authority  which  would  effec- 
tually deal  with  it. 

3931.  You  think  that  ordering  the  former  to 
report,  and  fining  him  if  lie  did  not  report,  would 
be  sufficient,  and  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  have  a veterinary  surgeon  travelling  over  the 
country  to  find  out  if  there  was  disease  existing? 
— I think  so. 

3932.  Do  you  think  the  police  can  be  relied 
upon  for  finding  out  the  disease  ? — I think  the 
farmers  themselves  can  be  relied  upon  much 
better  than  the  police  if  you  make  it  their  interest. 
I think  the  police  have  done  their  work  very 
fairly. 

3933.  Pleuro-pneumonia  is  in  some  respects 
more  important  to  stamp  out. than  foot  andmouth 
disease  ? — I think  it  is. 

3934.  But  pleuro-pneumonia  is  more  difficult 
to  detect,  is  it  not,  on  account  of  its  long  period 
of  incubation  ? — It  is. 

3935.  And  other  diseases  being  so  much  more 
like  it  ? — Yes. 

3936.  Do  you  think  that  you  could  rely  upon 
the  farmers  and  the  police  in  the  matter,  and  that 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  have  a veterinary 
inspection  ? — I do  not  say  that  you  could  work 
any  scheme  without  veterinary  surgeons,  or  com- 
petent men  to  deal  with  the  disease  ; but  what  I 
submit  upon  that  point  is  this,  that  the  number  of 
centres  of  pleuro-pneumouia  at  the  present  time 
in  Ireland  is  really  so  limited,  that  I think  you 
could  deal  with  the  disease  with  a very  small 
staff. 

3937.  You  have  had  the  disease  there  all  the 
time  that  you  have  had.  to  do  with  the  manage- 
ment of  cattle,  have  you  not? — It  has  always 
been  in  Dublin.  In  1870-71  we  were  free  from 
the  disease ; latterly  it  has  been  brought  in  by  a 
few  cattle  which  had  been  purchased. 

3938.  Mr.  MonsclL]  Purchased  where?— At 
different  fairs.  I shall  be  glad,  if  it  would  interest 
the  Committee,  to  give  them'  a return  of  the 
progress  of  the  disease.  At  the  present  moment 
at  Glasncvin  wo  have  had  a good  deal  of  it,  andit 
has  been  confined  so  far  to  the  purchased  cattle. 

3939.  Chairman.']  What  stock  has  it  occurred 
amongst? — cattle  pui’chased  at  different  fairs 
from  time  to  time. 

3940.  When  you  said  home-bred,  you  meant 
bred  upon  the  farm,  1 presume? — I meant  stock 
bred  on  the  farm. 

3941.  You  do  not  mean  Irish  bred?  — ho, 
certainly  not ; bred  upon  the  farm. 

3942.  As  regards  the  loss  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  upon  what  principle  have  you  estimated 
it? — We  know,  as  I said  before,  pretty  well  the 
aggregate  value  of  the  live  stock  and  sheep  m 
Ireland,  and  everybody  will  estimate,  of  course, 
that  a certain  per-centage  is  lost. 

3943.  Do  you  mean  dead?— No,  lost ; because, 

as  a rule,  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  does  no 
kill.  . . 

3944.  Upon  what  principle  do  you  estimae 
the  loss  ? — Upon  the  idea  that  a certain  per* 
centage  of  the  property  is  destroyed  annually- 
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3945.  Upon  what  principle  do  you  estimate 
the  per-centage? — As  I stated  before,  I put 
myself  in  communication  with-  the  most  com- 
petent authorities  in  different  parts  of  the  country 
to  find  out  what  the  average  loss  in  each  district  is. 

3946.  Mr.  Dodson.]  By  destruction  of  pro- 
perty, do  you  mean  loss  of  life  only,  or  loss  of 
condition  ? — Destruction  of  property. 

3947.  Chairman.]  Will  you  describe  the 
answer  from  one  of  those  correspondents  so  as  to 
o-ive  the  Committee  an  idea  of  how  your  corre- 
spondent arrives  at  the  loss  ? — Take  a man  living 
in  Meath.  He  knows  a district  containing 
20,000  cattle ; he  lives  by  cattle,  and  he  goes  to 
fairs  and  markets,  and  he  tells  you  that  there  is 
an  annual  loss  of  8 per  cent,  ordinarily.  I dare 
say  you  saw  the  report  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Hereford  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  the  president 
of  it  detailing  the  amount  of  loss  there. 

3948.  Do  you  mean  by  the  8 per  cent,  that 
the  animals  have  sold  for  8 per  cent,  less  value  ? 
—Ho,  the  owner  may  lose  8 per  cent,  without 
selling  an  animal  at  all ; he  may  lose  upon  the 
condition  of  the  beast,  and  he  may  lose  8 per 
cent,  of  the  crops  in  getting  that  condition  up 
again.  Perhaps  I can  explain  the  matter  a little 
better  in  this  way : A man  has  40  head  of  store 
cattle,  and  the  disease  appears  and  runs  through 
the  whole  lot ; the  loss  will  probably  be  from  30s. 
to  2 l.  a head,  and  it  is  a matter  of  easy  calcu- 
lation then  what  the  per-centage  is. 

3949.  I want  to  know  how  you  arrive  at  the 
certainty  of  this  loss  of  30  s.  a head  ? — You 
cannot  arrive  at  it  as  you  would  work  out  an 
equation  or  a problem  in  mathematics  ; it  is  an 
approximation  at  the  best. 

3950.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  if  you  were  to 
sell  them  to-day  there  would  be  that  amount  of 
loss? — In  that  case  the  loss  would  be  consider- 
ably more,  but  an  intelligent  practical  man  knows 
the  condition  of  cattle  when  the  disease  happens 
and  the  condition  in  which  the  disease  left  the 
animal,  and  he  would  say  to  himself  that  it 
would  take  30  s.  worth  of  food  more  to  restore  the 
animal  to  his  previous  condition  than  would  be 
necessary  otherwise.  Then,  taking  dairy  cattle, 
there  is  the  loss  of  milk  besides  loss  of  condition. 
I have  never  had  an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  among  dairy  stock  in  Glasnevin,  without 
incurring  a loss  of  8 l.  per  head. 

3951.  What  is  the  worst  attack  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  that  you  have  had  upon  your  own 
iarm  which  has  caused  the  greatest  loss  of  pro- 
perty ? — When  it  appeared  among  a herd  of  dairy 


3952.  Can  you  refer  to  the  case  in  which  the 
property  of  which  you  have  charge  has  suffered 
the  greatest  loss? — In  all  my  experience,  I should 
iRftd.fi-  ProPerty  suffered  the  greatest  loss  in 
io64-65.  The  loss  was  very  great  last  year. 

39o3.  Upon  this  farm,  what  would  be  the 
number  of  cattle  which  you  would  have  ? — The 
cat.Ue  amongst  which  the  disease  appeared  were 
^ ^ appeared  in  25  of  them. 

3954.  You  take  stock  every  year,  I believe  ? — 
4 es,  everjr  year. 

3955.  Gould  you  give  the  Committee  the 
alancesheet  of  the  year  in  which  you  made  this 

u>ss.  \Y  hat  I want  to  see,  is  your  own  state- 
ment oi  profit  and  loss  for  that  year ; the  actual 
»•  ^uich  has  resulted  from  the  foot  and  mouth 
WW?  B‘10U^  ke  very  happy  to  furnish  you 
_ A Vhe  balance  sheet  of  the  farm,  hut  that  will 
t throw  any  light  upon  the  subject. 


3956.  Why  not? -Because,  before  I could  Professor 
work  out  the  balance  sheet  of  last  year  to  show  T.  Baldwin . 

that,  I must  get  the  valuation  of  the  stock  before  

the  disease  appeared,  and  when  the  disease  left  24  April 
them.  1873, 

3957.  But  surely,  if  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
caused  you  a certain  positive  loss,  you  -would  be 
able,  in  your  balance-sheet,  to  show  how  that 
loss  has  been  incurred  ? — It  is  impossible  to 
do  so. 

3958.  You  say  that  the  actual  loss  from  foot 
and  mouth  disease  is  3,000,000  /.  for  last  year  to 
Ireland?— That  is  from  all  preventible  diseases. 

3959.  IIow  much  of  that  would  you  attribute 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I should  certainly 
say  that  last  year  it  amounted  to  1,500,000  l. 

3960.  When  you  say  1,500,000  1 for  last  year 
owing  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  do  you  mean 
that  if  there  had  been  no  foot  and  mouth  disease 
there  would  have  been  1,500,000  Z.  more  money 
iu  the  pockets  of  the  Irish  people  ? — There  would 
have  been  1,500,000 1.  more  property  in  their 
possession,  but  not  more  money. 

3961.  That  is  to  say,  their  property  would  he 
worth  1,500,000  Z.  more  ? — I am  very  clear  indeed 
upon  that  point ; tliere  would  be  the  loss  of  con- 
dition, the  loss  of  milk,  and  the  loss  of  calves,  and 
the  loss  of  cattle.  The  loss  of  condition  in  sheep, 
dmd  the  loss  of  lambs,  in  consequence  of  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  sheep. 

3962.  Do  you  mean,  we  will  say,  that  on  the 
1st  of  March,  in  1873,  the  value  of  the  cattle  iu 
Ireland  was  1,500,000  l.  less  than  it  would  have 
been  if  there  had  been  no  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 

* — Hot  at  all.  The  best  way  I can  put  it  to  you 
is  this : that  there  has  been  a destruction  of  pro- 
perty of  the  landed  gentry  and  tenant  farmers, 
caused  by  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  to  the 
extent  of  ] ,500,000  Z. 

3963.  Do  you  imaginet  hat  of  this  1,500,000  Z., 
part  would  be  that  the  stock  would  be  worth  less 
at  the  time  it  was  taken,  and  part  would  be  that 
more  food  had  been  obliged  to  be  put  into  the 
animals  than  would  otherwise  have  been  neces- 
sary ? — It  may  happen  that  animals  affected  with 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  month  of  June 
would  be  more  valuable  in  the  month  of  January 
next  than  if  no  foot  and  mouth  disease  had  ap- 
peared, and  yet  I would  have  lost.  Supposing 
you  are  a manufacturer  of  linen,  and  your  linen 
becomes  damp,  or  that  your  property  in  linen 
is  destroyed  in  that  way,  surely  you  suffer  a 
loss. 

3964.  Undoubtedly  I suffer  a loss  if  I have  to 
sell  at  a loss  ? — In  either  case,  surely  you  lose. 

Supposing  it  was  burnt 

3965.  Supposing  it  is  burnt,  it  is  gone  ? — Part 
of  my  property  in  cattle  is  burnt  up  by  foot  and 
mouth  disease. 

3966.  I want  you  to  tell  me  the  way  in  which 
you  think  this  loss  has  been  made  up  ; 1,500,000  Z., 
you  say,  has  been  lost  by  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  a year,  part  of  it  would  be  represented  by  the 
stock  being  at  the  end  of  the  year  of  less  value 
than  at  the  beginning? — Yes. 

3967.  How  would  the  rest  of  the  loss  be  re- 
presented ? — It  would  be  that,  in  consequence  of 
this  disease,  this  wildfire,  as  I may  call  it,  con- 
suming my  property,  I am  unable  to  convert  my 
hay  and  roots  into  so  much  meat,  or  milk,  or 
butter,  as  I otherwise  oould. 

3968.  That  is  to  say,  that  your  sales  have  been 
interfered  with? — Yes;  and  my  expenses  may 
have  been  increased. 

u 4 3969.  Then 
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Professor  3969.  Then  another  component  of  the  loss 
T.  Baldwin,  would  be  that  you  have  made  less  sales?— JNo, 

for  I do  not  think  that  the  question  of  sales  con- 

.24  April  cerns  it.  I speak  of  the  loss  simply  as  a destruc- 
1^73-  tion  of  property.  I have  a rick  of  hay,  and  it  i 
give  it  to  healthy  cattle  it  is  worth  so  much  more 
than  if  I give  it  to  unhealthy  cattle. 

3970.  Mr.  Monsell.']  Supposing  the  condition 
which  had  been  put  upon  an  animal  by  the  1st 
of  May  by  feeding  amounted  to  30  s.,  and  the 
animal  lost  the  whole  of  that  30  s.  worth  of  fced- 
ing  by  foot  and  mouth  disease,  you  would  have 
to  put  the  whole  of  the  30  s.  upon  it  again ; that 
is  what  you  mean? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

3971.  Chairman. ] And  you  have  not  been 
able  to  sell  during  the  time? — Yes;  and  I do  not 
get  that  profit  from  my  crops. 

3972.  There  i3  the  fact  that  you  have  not  sold 
during  the  time,  and  that  you  wished  to  sell  ? — 
Yes,  and  that  my  receipts  are  not  so  large. 

3973.  Now,  I think  with  this  description  you 

could  give  us  a balance-sheet  which  would  work 
out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  apply  it  to 
these  three  items? — X could  make  an  estimate 
of  it.  . 

3974.  Will  you  kindly  do  it  in  the  farm  m 
which  you  have  had  the  largest  loss ; we  should 
be  glad  to  see  it  ? — I will  do  so. 

3975.  With  regard  to  the  passage  from  Ireland 
to  England,  you  are  clearly  of  opinion  that  the 
disease  was  not  generated  on  board  ship  ? — I am 
clearly  of  that  opinion. 

3976.  But  do  you  think  that  the  disease  is 
caught  on  board  ship  at  all  ? — If  you  once  get  a 
diseased  lot  of  cattle  on  board  a ship,  it  is  pos- 
sible that  the  poison  may  get  into  the  wood,  and 
remain  there  a short  time,  and  infect  a clean  lot 

. coming  afterwards. 

3977.  You  have  not  experience  enough  to  say 
with  regard  to  that? — No;  nobody  has,  I should 
say. 

3978.  Have  you  bred  animals  for  the  English 
markets  much? — Not  specially  for  the  English 
market ; they  find  their  way  to  all  places. 

3979-  Now,  with  regard  to  the  experiments 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  what  number  of  animals 
did  you  experiment  upon  with  cotton-wool  satu- 
rated with  the  virus  of  pleuro-pneumonia? — 1 have 
operated  on  23. 

3980.  At  the  same  time  you  could  give  the 
number  that  took  the  disease? — Of  these,  12  took 
the  disease. 

3981.  And  also  the  respective  periods  after 
which  the  disease  appeared  ? — It  raised  from  17 
to  44  days. 

3982.  And  also  a map  of  the  farm,  showing  its 
various  parts  ? — I have  a map  {same  handed  in). 

3983.  Were  the  experiments  performed  during 
one  season? — During  several  seasons. 

3984.  W as  there  disease  upon  the  farm  at  the 
time  they  were  performed  ? — There  was. 

3985.  In  every  case? — Yes. 

3986.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Have  you  had  any 
special  education  as  a veterinary  surgeon? — No, 
never  in  respect  of  studying  at  a veterinary 
college. 

3987.  Where  did  you  acquire  your  veterinary 
knowledge? — I suppose  that  I acquired  it  very 
much  as  you  have  acquired  yourself  a general 
knowledge  of  cattle  diseases,  by  careful  study. 
I do  not  profess  to  be  a veterinary  surgeon. 

3988.  But  you  have  a certain  scientific  know- 
ledge as  well  as  a practical  knowledge  of  the 
diseases  of  animals  ? — A little,  but  not  very  much. 


I may  say  that  having  a large  number  of  y0Un„ 
men  as  students  under  my  charge,  I have  been 
compelled,  in  justice  to  them,  to  pay  a little  more 
attention  to  this  subject  than  I otherwise  mio-ht  • 
that  is  all  I can  say. 

3989.  But  you  have  a certain  knowledge  of 
these  diseases  which  you  speak  of,  not  only  0f 
the  practical  course  which  they  take,  but  also  of 
their  pathology  ? — A little,  just  acquired  in  the 
way  I speak  of 

3990.  You  are  quite  positive  of  the  fact  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not  arise  spon- 
taneously in  Ireland  ? — I am  quite  clear  upon  that 
point. 

3991.  And  that  it  is  of  foreign  importation?— 
I am  also  quite  clear  upon  that  point. 

3992.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  the  disease  could 
be  extended  to  other  animals  except  cattle, 
sheep,  pigs,  and  goats0 — And  rabbits  and  hares. 

3993.  iiave  you  ever  seen  cases  of  that?— I 
have. 

3994.  And  dogs? — I have  not  seen  a case  in 
dogs,  but  I have  seen  a case  of  it  in  hares  and 
rabbits ; that  is  to  say,  I have  seen  what  would  justify 
me  in  saying  that  it  was  the  disease,  but  to  pigs 
I have  communicated  the  disease  over  and  over 
again  through  milk. 

3995.  And  fowls  ? — I have  never  seen  a case 
in  fowls. 

3996.  I understand  you  to  say  that  some 
sewage  water,  which  had  flowed  from  a shed 
where  some  diseased  cattle  were,  had  percolated 
through  some  drains,  and  had  been  used  for  some 
other  cattle,  and  you  think  that  that  communi- 
cated the  disease  ? — I believe  it  did.  It  was 
not  in  a shed  but  in  a field,  to  which  liquid 
manure  had  been  applied  upon  the  principle 
advocated  some  time  ago  by  Mr.  Mechi;  the 
ground  from  constant  use  lost  its  power  of  ab- 
sorbing the  fecal  matter,  and  the  sewage  went 
from  the  land  as  it  went,  -upon  it.  When  you 
pass  the  poison  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  through 
ordinary  land,  as  you  know  better  than  I do, 
everybody  admits  that  the  power  of  the  poison  is 
likely  to  be  destroyed,  but  in  this  case  the  porosity 
of  the  soil  having  been  destroyed  by  constant  use, 
it  lost  that  power,  and  the  poison  passed  through 
the  soil  into  the  place  where  the  cattle  drank. 

3997.  You  think  that  very  frequently  the  dis- 
ease is  communicated  by  means  of  streams?— I 
qualified  that  opinion  by  saying  that  I think  it 
is  not  very  often.  1 have  no  doubt  of  the  dis- 
ease being  communicated  by  water,  but  I would 
not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  it  was  communicated 
very  often.  I should  say  that  when  it  gets  to  big 
streams  that  it  is  so  diluted  that  it  would  not  he 
conveyed  by  them. 

3998.  You  said  that  it  happens  more  frequently 
when  it  flows  down  than  up  a stream  ; is  it  ever 
carried  up  a stream  ? — I have  not  known  it  to 
travel  up  a stream. 

3999.  I think  in  the  Veterinary  Keportof  last 
year  for  Ireland,  it  is  said  that  in  the  months  ot 
May  and  June  1871,  foot  and  mouth  disease  was 
entirely  absent  from  Ireland;  have  you  any 
reason  to  believe  that  that  is  a correct  statement. 
— I have  no  doubt  they  believe  it,  but  I certainly 
do  not  believe  it. 

4000.  You  think  that  the  disease  might  have 
existed  and  not  been  brought  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  Veterinary  Department? — Quite  so. 

4001.  At  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  m Ire- 
land, was  the  whole  of  the  country  under  the 
cattle  plague  regulations  that  no  stock  should 
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move  at  all,  or  only  a certain  portion  of  it  ? — It 
■was  under  regulations  so  far,  that  you  could  not 
import;  and  when  once  the  cattle  plague  ap- 
peared, as  it  did  appear,  in  county  Meath  and 
county  Down,  those  spots  were  dealt  with  as 
vigorously  as  possible,  and  the  disease  stamped 
out  at  once. 

4002.  But  the  whole  of  the  cattle  plague  regu- 
lations, such  as  we  had  in  England,  whereby  no 
stock  could  move  for  a period,  certainly,  of  more 
than  three  months,  did  not  apply  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland  ? — No. 

4003.  Would  you  think  it  probable,  that  as 
we  had  these  regulations  in  England  for  a period, 
certainly,  of  three  months,  and,  I think,  they  ex- 
tended to  six  months,  wc  should  have  got  rid 
of  the  disease  in  England  (luring  that  time  ? — 
You  got  rid  of  it  largely,  certainly. 

4004.  But  as  we  have  no  record  of  it,  at  least 
for  one  year,  do  you  think  it  possible  that  it 
might  have  been  entirely  got  rid  of  by  those 
means? — I think  it  is  quite  possible  to-liave  got 
rid  of  it  by  those  means. 

4005.  W as  the  outbreak  of  1872  in  Ireland  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  an  exceptional  one  in  its 
nature  or  extent,  or  in  what  respect  ? — In  regard 
to  its  prevalence. 

4006.  Do  you  know  whether  Spain  is  always 
or  generally  free  from  foot  and  mouth  disease 
and  pleuro-pneumonia? — It  has  been  generally 
free,  more  especially  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

4007.  How  many  animals,  as  a rule,  would 
escape  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  how  many  would 
escape  foot  and  mouth  disease  if  one  animal  only 
was  affected  in  a herd  ? — That  depends  very  much 
upon  the  herd.  In  the  case  of  stock  bred  and 
reared  upon  the  farm,  and  properly  treated,  as  in 
the  case  of  Glasnevin,  you  are  liable  to  have  a 
very  small  pcr-centage  of  the  animals  affected 
with  pleuro-pnuemonia  ; whereas  you  are  liable 
in  the  case  of  animals  bred  by  small  farmers  and 
purchased  from  them,  or  from  jobbers  in  the  fairs, 
to  have  the  disease  more  extensively.  It  may 
happen,  as  it  is  happening  now  at  Glasnevin,  that 
every  one  of  these  cattle  will  get  pleuro-pneu- 
monia. With  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
I find  that  your  home-bred  stock  are  not  so  likely 
to  escape  the  disease.  I find  very  little  difference, 
practically  speaking,  even  between  your  own 
home-bred  stock  and  purchased  stock. 

4008.  Do  you  believe  that  high-bred  pedigree 
stock  are  more  liable  to  disease  than  other  cattle  ? 
— I believe  less  so. 

4009.  Then  the  opinion  we  have  heard  ad- 
vanced here  is  not  your  opinion? — I am  only 
giving  my  experience. 

4010.  Do  you  apply  that  answer  to  all  dis- 
eases ?— -No ; only  to  pleuro-pneumonia. 

4011.  Not  to  foot  and  mouth  disease? — No,  I 
made  that  distinction  between  the  two.  I made 
the  remark  that  in  pleuro-pneumonia  the  per- 
centage affected  of  your  own  home-bred  stock  is 
much  less  than  of  your  purchased  cattle ; whereas 
the  per-centage  is  about  the  same  with  regard  to 
toot  and  mouth  disease. 

4012.  But  if  your  home-bred  stock  were  taken 
a long  journey,  and  sent  across  the  Irish  Channel 
'n  a badly- ventilated  ship,  and  deprived  of  food 
and  water  for  a very  considerable  tune,  I suppose 
they  would  be  just  as  liable  to  take  foot  and 
mouth  disease  as  other  cattle? — They  would  not 
oe  as  liable,  I should  say. 

^°o^58^eCaUSe  suPer*or  strength  of  their 


constitutions  ? — I think  there  is  more  vital  energy 
in  them. 

4014.  But  if  there  happened  to  be  one  animal 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  on  board  the 
ship,  and  the  other  auimals  had  for  a period  of 
12  hours  to  breathe  the  same  air,  there  would  be 
a very  considerable  number,  I presume,  of  those 
animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia;  whereas, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  they  happened  to  be  in  a 
field  they  might  have  a chance  of  escape? — 
Where  animals  are  crowded  together,  and  where 
the  breath  is  so  confined,  the  breath  being  to  my 
belief  the  great  source  of  infection,  I believe  that 
in  the  transit  of  animals  across  the  Channel  you 
are  liable  to  have  a very  largo  proportion  of 
animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  if  the 
poison  be  there. 

4015.  I am  supposing  that  there  was  one  and 
only  one  animal  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia 
in  a lot  of  200  or  300  ? — I have  no  doubt  upon 
that  point. 

4016.  Would  you  think  that  that  was  the 
reason  why  so  many  cattle  coming  to  Norfolk 
are  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — I should 
say  not  the  primary  cause ; it  may  be  a cause. 
I admit  frankly  that  there  is  a great  deal  of 
disease  in  Ireland.  The  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment return  shows  we  had  15,000'centres  of  infec- 
tion of  foot  and  mouth  disease  last  year  is  con- 
clusive upon  that  point.  I admit  that  Dublin  is 
a hot-bed  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

4017.  I am  now  speaking  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  this  is  a well-known  fact,  that  the  Irish  cattle 
which  comes  to  Norwich  I-lUi  are  more  liable  lo 
pleuro-pneumonia  than  the  cattle  that  come  by 
rail,  we  will  say  from  Yorkshire  or  Westmore- 
land ; do  you  think  that  the  long  voyage  and  the 
longer  extent  of  journey  has  anything  to  do  with 
increasing  the  number  of  cases  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia?— I should  certainly  say  that  it  is  an 
aggravating  cause;  it  predisposes  the  animals 
(to  speak  more  correctly)  to  take  the  disease. 

4018.  I suppose  that  remark  would  apply  to 
all  animals  which  had  a long  sea  voyage  ? — Yes, 
it  would. 

403  9.  Your  experiments  in  endeavouring  to 
induce  animals  to  take  pleuro-pneumonia  resulted 
in  this,  that  you  found,  after  you  had  experi- 
mented upon  them,  that  from  17  to  44  days  was 
the  period  of  incubation?— Yes,  it  varied. 

4020.  Then,  when  our  Act  of  Parliament  says 
that  a place  shall  be  declared  infected  for  pleuro- 
pneumonia only  28  (lays,  it  is  quite  possible  that 
that  may  not  be  long  enough  ? — Quite  possible. 

4021. -  And,  however  the  local  authority  may 
try  to  carry  out  the  Act,  and  may  do  it  thoroughly 
well,  and  yet  at  the  same  time  not  stop  the  spread 
of  pleuro-pneumonia? — That  is  so,  in  my  judg- 
ment. 

4022.  I understood  you  to  say  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia is  communicated  almost  entirely  by 
the  breath;  when  a bullock  is  dead,  is  there  any 
fear  of  that  dead  bullock  conveying  the  disease  ? 
— I think  not. 

4023.  Then  why  would  you  have  the  carcase 
buried  and  destroyed  ? — I expected  that  question, 
and  I would  answer  it  by  saying  that  I should 
like  to  err  upon  the  safe  side ; we  are  dealing 
with  two  diseases  which  involve  a frightful  loss, 
pleuro-pneumonia  is  so  subtle  a disease,  and  I 
desire  respectfully  to  say  to  the  Committee  that 
any  opinion  I express  upon  the  nature  of  the 
disease  I put  forward  with  very  great  diffidence ; 
it  is  the  most  extraordinary  disease  that  I have 
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had  any  experience  of;  it  baffles  all  your  know- 
ledge, and  in  a disease  of  that  , kind,  which  is  so 
difficult  to  deal  with  and  to  understand,  1 say 
that  it  is  far  better  to  err  upon  the  safe  side. 

4024.  But  if  it  be  true  that  the  moment  an 
animal  is  dead  the  risk  of  contagion. is  almost 
entirely  destroyed,  would  it  not  be  possible  to  get 
rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia  by  simply  slaughtering 
animals  that  were  actually  diseased,  and  not 
necessarily  killing  those  with  which  they  were 
herded?— No,  I think  not.  I do  not  think  that 
follows  at  all,  because,  as  long  as  you  are  liable 
to  have  the  disease  communicated,  the  danger 
exists.  The  animal  which  had  the  disease  before 
you  slaughtered  it  might  have  done  the  mischief; 
it  might  have  communicated  the  disease  to 
others. 

4025.  But  I suppose,  during  the  .time  ol  in- 

cubation, they  do  not  spread  the  disease ; it  is 
only  when  the  disease  has  developed  that  the 
animals  spread  the  disease? — If  you  could  pre- 
cisely gauge  the  point  at  which  the  disease  does 
become  poisonous  that  would  be  true,  but  you 
cannot  do  so.  . ... 

4026.  But  when  the  animal  is  dead,  if  there  is 
no  fear  of  contagion,  and  you  isolated  the  herd, 
say  for  a period  of  two  months,  killing  all  the 
animals  as  they  fell  down  with  the  disease,  do 
you  think  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  in  order 
to  get  rid  of  this  disease,  to  kill  all  those  which 
have  been  herded  with  the  animals  affected  ?— I 
can  only  repeat  the  opinion  I express,  and  I give 
it  with  very  great  diffidence  ; I believe  that  the 
pleuro-pneumonia  poison  is  in  the  breath,  but  1 
will  not  say  with  the  same  confidence  that  the 
poison  ceases  to  be  generated  with  the  death  of 
the  animal ; I believe  it  does. 

4027.  And  you  also  strengthen  that  belief  with 
this  fact,  that,  you  have  not  been  able  to  com- 
municate the  disease  except  by  the  breath  ? — 
That  is  very  true;  but  in  legislating  you  re- 
quire more  information  than  that.  I think  that 
one  mistake  of  the  Act,  as  it.  exists,  is,  that  it  is 
based  upon  impirical  data  and  not  really  accurate 
data. 

4028.  If  it  were  really  once  stamped  out,  and 
then  if  it  were  re-imported,  you  would  kill  all 
the  rest  of  the  animals  ? — Yes,  I would  just  do 
as  you  propose  to  do,  and  I think  very  properly, 

. with  slieep-pox. 

4029.  You  think  that  no  inspection  or  quaran- 
tine of  foreign  animals  would  be  a safeguard 
against  introducing  disease  ? — I think  that 
quarantine  would  fie  ruinous  to  the  Irish  trade. 

4030.  I am  supposing  we  have  entirely  got 
rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth 
disease  from  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  I 
ask,  -would  any  amount  of  quarantine  prevent 
the  re-importing  of  disease  ?—  No,  certainly  not. 

-4031.  "What  would  you  do  with  regard  to 
foreign  stock ; would  you  have  all  the  fat  stock 
killed  at  the  ports  at  which  they  are  landed  ? — I 
have  considered  the  subject  more  as  it  concerns 
the  interests  of  Ireland  than  as  it  concerns  the 
interest  of  England. 

4032.  But  do  you  not  introduce  foreign  sheep 
into  Ireland  as  well  as  Spanish  cattle? — We  have 
had  some  calves  from  Holland  and  some  sheep 
from  other  countries,  but  our  chief  trade  in  im- 
porting is  in  cattle  from  the  Peninsula. 

4033.  Are  the  calves  that  are  sent  to  Ireland 
all  killed  ?— They  are  all  veal  calves,  as  they  are 
called. 

4034.  But,  take  the  case  of  London,  where 
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the  foreign ' cattle  come  into  the  Metropolitan 
Market  and  are  allowed  to  go  all  over  the  king, 
dom  after  a certain  amount  of-  inspection,  except 
those  coming  from  the  scheduled  counties-  if 
that  were  to  continue  should  we  have  any  sort  of 
guarantee  against  the  re-introduction  of  those 
diseases  from  abroad  ? — As  yon  are  pressing  me 
upon  this  point  I should  say,  speaking  as  regards 
England,  that  this  Committee  and  Parliament 
owe  it  to  the  agricultural,  interest  of  England 
to  encourage  the  importation  of  dead  meat.  I 
think  if  you  do  that  you  will  meet  every  end 
which  can  be  desired. 

4035.  Do  you  mean  by  encouraging  the  im- 
portation of  dead  meat,  killing  the  animals  upon 
this  or  the  other  side  ? — I should  prefer  killing 
them  upon  the  other  side. 

4036.  Do  you  think  that  could  be  practically 
adopted  ? — I find  two  companies  getting  up 
already  in  London.  I am  not  competent  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  the  subject,  but  still,  while  1 
have  been  in  London  I have  been  paying  some 
attention  to  it,  and  I think  the  processes  which 
are  likely  to  he  introduced  must  succeed  ; I think, 
they  are  sound  in  principle. 

4037.  Chairman.']  When  you  say  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  encourage  the  importation  of 
dead  meat,  how  would  you  encourage  it?— A 
very  strong  measure  of  encouraging  it  would  be 
to  prohibit  the  importation  of  live  fat  stock  from 
abroad. 

4038.  Mr.  Clara  Read.]  You  think  that  if  it 
were  possible  to  kill  the  stock  upon  the  Continent 
and  send  the  carcases  here,  there  would  be  hardly 
any  danger  of  infection  ? — That  would  put  an  end 
to  the  whole  thing,  in  my  judgment. 

4039.  If  it  were  possible  to  kill  the  cattle  upon 
tho  other  side  of  the  water  and  import  the  dead 
meat,  it  would  save  a considerable  amount  of 
actual  loss  of  food  and  also  suffering  to  the  cattle? 
— I believe,  all  tilings  considered,  it  is  the  only 
enlightened  system  by  which  you  can  still  supply 
the  English  market  with  beef  and  mutton,  and  at 
the  same  time  protect  yourselves  from  the  fearful 
loss  which  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle 
plague  is  likely  to  entail  upon  you.  I see  no 
other  practical  solution  of  the  difficulty. 

4040.  With  regal'd  to  compensation,  do  you 
not  think  that  in  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  if 
the  compensation  was  two-thirds  of  the  value  of 
the  diseased  animals,  and  the  full  value  of  those 
that  were  herded  with  them,  that  would  be  suffi- 
cient?— I should  say  it  would  he  a great  satis- 
faction. The  Eight  Honourable  Chairman  must 
not  misunderstand  me ; all  I want  is  that  you 
should  carry  with  you  the  co-operation  of  . the 
agricultural  interest,  and  if  by  paying  us  a fair 
price  you  can  effect  a large  object  it  is  worth 
while  doing  it. 

4041.  The  Bight  Honourable  Chairman  rather 
put  it  that  your  plan  would  be  giving  a.  small 
bribe  to  a farmer  ; would  it  be  a matter  ol  justice 
that  he  should  be  paid  two-thirds  of  the  value  of 
diseased  animals,  and  the  full  value  of  those  that 
were  herded  with  them  ? — I am  quite  sure  that 
would  meet  the  ends  of  the  case.  .The  fanners 
would  be  satisfied  with  reasonable  justice  in  the 
ease. 

4042.  Chairman.]  In  what  way  do  you  con- 
sider that  would  be  justice  ? — In.the  first  place,  it 
is  no  injustice  to  anybody.  I think  that  the  tax- 
payer is  bound  to  come  in  to  the  rescue  of  the 
stockowner.  As  I said  before,  he  is  interests 
in  having  cheap  and  good  meat. 

4043.  but 
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4043.  But  clo  you  not  admit  that  if  he  was  to 
<ret  two-tliirds  of  the  value  of  an  animal  that  was 
affected  with  the  disease,  and  the  whole  value  of 
those  that  were  herded  with  it,  he  would  get 
from  the  State  much  more  money  than  he  would 
be  able  to  get  himself  by  either  selling  in  the 
market  or  by  taking  the  chance  of  the  disease 
running  out? — I think  he  would. 

4044.  Then  how  do  you  consider  that  his 

etting  more  money  than  he  would  otherwise 

ave  got  is  due  to  him  in  justice  ?— I think  that 

if  you  come  to  me  and  ask  me  to  slaughter  a lot 
of  beasts  upon  which,  in  my  judgment,  I could 
protect  myself,  you  owe  it  to  me  to  pay  me 
every  shilling  of  the  value  of  the  beasts  that  are 
only  supposed  to  be  within  the  range  of  infec- 
tion. 

4045.  But  does  not  justice  require  that  you 
should  only  pay  to  the  farmer  what  he  would 
lose  if  you  did  not  pay  him  ? — That  is  so. 

4046.  Then,  if  you  pay  him  more  than  he 
would  lose,  how  would  that  be  doing  justice  ? — I 
should  like  to  encourage  every  stockowner  to  be- 
come as  enlightened  as  possible  in  dealing  with 
his  stock. 

4047.  But  that  is  basing  it  upon  expediency, 
not  upon  justice? — I cannot  go  further  than 
that. 

4048.  Mr.  C 'hire  Read.]  But  a forced  6ale  of 
cattle  would  be  like  dealing  with  a railway. 
When  you  take  land  for  a railway  you  are  forced 
to  give  more  than  it  is  worth?— Much  more  than 
it  is  worth. 

4049.  Do  you  think  that  unjust  to  the  public? 
—I  think  not. 

4050.  Do  you  not  think  that  in  the  case  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  the  salvage  of  animals  which 
you  would  slaughter  would  be  at  least  one- 
fourth?— I will  tell  you  what  is  done  in  some 
of  the  dairies.  What  happens  there  is  this : 
when  they  have  discovered  the  disease  they 
have  arrangements  with  the  butcher,  and  they 
get  more  than  50  per  cent,  of  the  value  of 
the  beast;  and  if  the  property  were  my  own,  and 
I did  as  many  a dairyman  in  Dublin  does,  I 
could  get  two-thirds  of  the  value  of  every  dairy 
cow  affected,  having  them  in  good  condition.  I 
think  justice  requires  that  I should  be  adequately 
paid  for  those  cattle. 

4051.  Chairman.’]  You  think  that  the  animals 
which  are  affected  with  the  disease  would  really 
be  able  to  fetch  in  the  market  two-thirds  of  their 
previous  value  ? — Yes,  I could  get  that,  if  I had 
the  management  of  the  stock  under  me  for  my 
own  use. 

4052.  Mr.  Clare  Read..]  Supposing  I had  a 
tat  bullock  which  was  affected  with  the  disease, 
and  I discovered  it  in  the  first  instance,  should 
I not  get  nine-tenths  of  the  value  of  that  bul- 
lock? I should  certainly  say  that  you  ought  to 
get  m that  case  the  full  value,  because  you  can 
send  it  to  London. 

, cannot  send  it  to  London,  but  I can 

toff  it  upon  the  farm  ? — I mean  that  you  can  kill 
farm,  and  send  it  in  a dead  state. 

4054.  You  think  that  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
me,ut  °f  Ireland,  as  at  present  constituted,  has 
not  a sufficient  staff? — I think  it  has  quite  an 
inadequate  staff  to  carry  out  the  object  which  it 
object  ie  ^ ^ ^ not  aPProve  of  that 

4055.  Have  you  any  idea  what  it  costs  the 
•~~It  would  be  quoting  from  memory. 

4056.  What  are  the  expenses  of  the  Veteri- 


nary Department  of  Dublin  ?— The  Parliamen- 
tary Papers  oudit  to  give  it. 

4057.  In  Ireland  it  is  all  done  by  the  Imperial 
Government  rather  than  by  the  local  govern- 
ment, is  it  not? — Yes. 

4058.  Have  you  any  faith  at  all  in  applying 
the  system  of  local  authority  in  Ireland ; would 
the  local  authority  be  worse  than  in  England,  or 
better?— I should  say,  in  dealing  with  a question 
of  this  kind,  it  is  bad  everywhere ; I can  give  an 
instance  of  that;  you  entrusted  the  State  gaol  in 
Dublin  to  a local  body,  and  the  result  was  that 
Mr.  James  Stephens,  the  Fenian  Head  Centre, 
disappeared  from  it ; I should  be  very  sorry  to 
see  that  done  with  cattle  diseases. 

4059.  How  was  the  compensation  for  cattle 
plague  paid  in  Ireland  ? — It  was  paid  out  of  a 
public  rate  levied  on  the  union ; there  was  first 
of  all  a rate,  called  a rate-in-aid  ; a small  sum  of 
money  was  subscribed,  but  only  a fraction  of  it 
was  expended. 

_ 4060.  You  have  stated  that  there  was  a vast 
difference  in  the  amouut  of  disease  between  the 
breeding  and  the  feeding  counties  of  Ireland ; 
that  would  be  the  case,  I suppose,  everywhere  ? 
—It  is  the  case  in  every  contry  in  which  infec- 
tious diseases  exist. 

4061.  And  therefore  you  would  not  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  we  in  Norfolk,  who  buy  almost 
all  our  stock,  have  a greater  proportion  of  disease 
than  any  other  county  in  England  ? — Not  at  all ; 
I should  be  quite  prepared  to  hear  that. 

4062.  And  you  do  not  think  that  it  is  the 
fault  of  the  local  authorities  in  England  that  we 
have  the  disease,  notwithstanding  the  operation 
of  this  Act  ? — I have  seen  the  report,  and  it  ap- 
pears to  mo  to  be  admitted  upon  all  liauds  that 
the  system  has  broken  down. 

4063.  At  the  same  time  it  must  be  much  more 
difficult  for  the  local  authority  to  administer  the 
Act  in  a thoroughly  grazing  county  than  in  a 
breeding  county,  where  no  stock  comes  in  ? — It 
is  much  more  so. 

4064.  And  the  regulations  which  might  pro- 
duce favourable  results  in  a breeding  county 
would  have  no  effect  in  a grazing  district  ? — That 
is  so. 

4065.  I think  you  said  your  cows  lost  you, 
when  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  8 l. 
per  cow? — I estimate  the  loss  of  my  property 
from  loss  of  condition,  loss  of  milk,  and  loss  of 
cows  from  abortion  at  that  amount. 

4066.  Is  it  very  frequently  the  case  that  abor- 
tion results  from  foot  and  mouth  disease? — Yes. 

4067.  With  sheep  as  well  as  with  cattle? — 
Yes,  with  sheep  as  well  as  with  cattle.  In  quali- 
fication of  the  answer  I gave  to  a previous  ques- 
tion which  was  put  to  me  by  you,  I would  say 
that  I have  never  known  foot  and  mouth  disease 
to  affect  sheep  so  severely  as  last  year. 

4068.  Did  you  observe  the  disease  in  the 
mouth? — 1 did. 

4069.  Did  you  ever  observe  it  there  before  ? — 
As  a matter  of  fact  I never  did,  but  perhaps  it  was 
because  I did  not  pay  sufficient  attention  to  it, 
but  I saw  it  in  hundreds  of  cases  in  1872. 

4070.  Therefore,  in  that  particular  instance, 
you  considered  the  disease  more  severe? — Yes, 
but  not  as  it  affected  cattle. 

4071.  Have  you  had  cases  of  a recurrence  of 
the  disease  in  the  same  beast? — I have  had  it 
three  times  in  a beast  successively  in  1872. 

4072.  Have  you  known  that  more  than  once  ? 

x 2 —Yes, 
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Professor  — Yes,  I have  had  it  recurring  twice  in  the  same 
T.  Baldwin,  beasts  in  1868  or  1869. 

4073.  How  much  do  you  put  down,  as  a rule, 

24.  April  as  the  loss  of  milk  ? — More  than  one-half. 

1873.  4074.  It  has  been  stated  in  evidence  that  the 

loss  to  the  farmer  who  did  not  sell  the  milk  was 
. very  trifling  •,  would  you  be  of  that  opinion  ? - 
Not  at  all;  it  is  impossible  that  it  could  be 
trifling. 

4075.  Do  you  sell  the  milk? — A good  ileal  ot 
it.  _ 

407  6 . "YVkat  do  y ou  make  of  it  ? — Sixteen  pence 
a gallon. 

4077.  Upon  the  farm,  or  delivered  in  Dublin  t 
— Delivered  in  Dublin. 

4078.  Mr.  Pell.']  "What  is  the  size  of  the 
gallon;  is  it  a barn  gallon,  or  what? — Four 
imperial  quarts. 

4079.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  The  Eight  Honour- 
able Chairman  wishes  to  know  how  you  make' 
out,  at  sixteen  pence  a gallon,  a loss  of  8 l.  ? — 
While  the  animal  is  diseased  there  is  a complete 


and  he  tells  the  whole  story  in  the  journal  of 
that  society. 

4091.  I suppose  the  rest  of  the  cattle  which 
had  been  herded  with  those  diseased  animals 
went  all  over  the  country  ? — Yes,  they  went  all 
over  the  country,  but  independently  of  the  ani- 
mals which  were  isolated  by  the  veterinary 
inspector,  I saw  and  examined  several  sheep  and 
cattle  which  had  the  disease,  and  I may  mention 
further  that  the  disease  among  the  sheep  prevailed 
in  the  fair  to  such  a frightful  extent,  that  I had 
some  sheep  to  buy,  and  I bought  them  upon  a 
neighbouring  farm,  which  I knew  had  a clean  bill 
of  health,  rather  than  buy  them  at  the  fair. 

4092.  Did  you  upon  removing  them  home  catch 

the  disease  ? — I am  sorry  to  say  I did  from  the 
trucks. 

4093.  You  believe  the  trucks  were  not  clean? 
— I think  so. 

4094.  Is  there  not  an  order  in  Ireland  for  the 
disinfection  of  trucks  ? — There  is  an  order  of 
May  1871, 1 think,  but  it  could  not  be  carried 


loss  of  the  milk ; an  animal  will  never  come  up  out. 

to  the  full  milking  property  again.  4095.  Why  not? — 'How  could  you  disinfect 

4080.  Not  until  after  she  has  calved  again  ? — the  trucks  at  Ballinasloe  ; I stood  therefor  hours 

Not  in  the  same  season.  looking  bn,  anil  all  that  I could  say  was  they 

4081.  Do  they  not  frequently  lose  a quarter  of  could  not  do  it,  they  came  so  rapidly  to  clear  off 

the  udder  ’—They  do ; sometimes  one  quarter  is  the  number  of  sheep  and  cattle  that  were  there, 
permanently  lost.  that  it  would  be  simply  impossible. 

4082.  How  much  milk  will  your  good  cows  4096.  Would  it  not  be  possible  to  have  the  dis- 
give  in  a day  ? — The  average  of  the  Glasnevin  infection  done  elsewhere,  and  have  the  trucks 
dairy  cows  is  about  620  gallons  of  milk  in  a year,  come  up  clean  after  the  cattle  had  been  delivered, 

4083.  It  is  the  general  opinion  that,  although  instead  of  in  the  dirty  state  in  which  I have  seen 
•this  loss  of  milk  and  of  meat  falls  first  upon  the  them  ? — In  order  to  do  that  they  would  require 
farmer,  in  the  end  it  falls  upon  the  community  ? such  an  enormously  increased  number  of  trucks, 
— I think  it  must;  it  falls  first  upon  the  farmer,  that  the  dividend  of  the  company  would  suffer 
It  must  fall  upon  the  community  ultimately,  as  seriously. 

far  as  I can  judge.  4097.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  landing 

4084.  And  although  the  agricultural  commu-  places  and  lairs  round  Dublin  ? — Yes. 

nity  may  reap  some  advantage  from  the  increased  4098.  What  state  are  they  in  ? — In  a very  in- 
prices, the  individual  farmer,  who  has  had  the  different  state. 

loss  is  not  the  individual  who  gains  all  that  com-  4099.  Is  there  any  attempt  made  to  cleanse  and 
pensation? — I should  say  the  individual  farmer  disinfect  them  ? — None. 

must  get  a very  small  proportion  of  it  indeed,  4100.  Is  there  any  order  to  disinfect  them?— 
and  I should  doubt  very  much  whether  the  agri-  I do  not  believe  that  it  could  be  carried  out  any 
cultural  classes  receive  tire  increased  prices;  more  than  at  Ballinasloe,  and  to  speak  candidly  I 
certainly  not  the  increased  prices  of  milk  and  do  not  believe  in  that  60rt  of  disinfection, 
butter  equivalent  to  the  loss  which  they  sustain.  4101.  I am  trying  to  find  out  whether  your 

4085.  Then  there  is  the  fear  of  this  disease,  central  authority  does  its  duty  very  much  better 
which  disarranges  the  farmer’s  plans,  and  must  than  our  local  authorities  ? — Yes,  I think  it  does 
interfere  with  the  management  of  a farm? — Yes.  its  work  a great  better  than  your  local  authori- 
In  illustration  of  that  view  I may  state  this,  ties. 

that  my  own  district  is  surrounded  by  disease  at  4102.  But  in  those  cases  that  you  have  men- 
Glasnevin,  and  we  are  so  fearful  of  getting  the  tioned,  it  does  not  seem  to  do  so  ? — Unfortunately 
disease  that  we  do  not  make  as  much  of  the  land  as  in  everything  else,  a strong  pressure  was 
as  we  should.  brought  upon  the  Government,  and  No.  14  of 

4086.  Sometimes  the  whole  of  the  grass  is  the  orders  was  cancelled  within  a month  after  it 
given  away?  — We  go  more  into  sheep.  At  was  issued. 

Glasnevin  the  rent  is  67.  15  s.,  and  it  is  extremely  4103.  What  was  the  nature  of  that  order  ?— It 
difficult  to  make  that  out  of  sheep.  was  an  order  with  regard  to  the  cleansing  of 

408.7.  You  were  at  Ballinasloe  fair  in  1872, 1 trucks, 
believe? — Yes,  I was.  4104.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Did  I understand,  that  in 

4088.  Did  you  observe  any  animals  then  order  to  extirpate  foot  and  mouth  disease,  yon 

affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I saw  would  stop  all  movement  of  store  stock  without 
several.  a license?  — I would  go  further  than  that;  I 

4089.  What  was  the  process  of  inspection  would  stop  them  under  all  conditions.  I should 

there ; were  those  animals  taken  out  and  de-  be  afraid  almost,  that  the  license  would  not  he 
tained? — No;  there  was  only  one  Government  sufficient.  I would  impose  a very  heavy  fine 
inspector,  and  what  use ' is  one  Government  in-  upon  anybody  who  moved  them  without  a 
spector  in  a great  fair  like  Ballinasloe.  license. 

4090.  What  did  he  do? — I believe  he  dis-  4105.  Would  you  allow  them  to  be  moved  with 
covered  one  or  two  animals,  and  they  were  iso-  a license,  or  not  at  all?' — I would  allow  them  to 
lated  for  a short  time.  I happened  to  be  with  be  moved  with  a license,  but  that  is  only  with 
Mr.  Jenkins,  of  the  Eoyal  Agricultural  Society,  reference  to  fat  stock. 

5 4106.  But 
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4106.  But  my  question  applied  to  store  stock? 
—Unconditionally,  I would  stop  tlie  movement  of 
store  stock  for  six  weeks  or  two  months. 

4107.  You  are  speaking  of  Ireland  ? — Yes,  I 
am  speaking  of  Ireland. 

4108.  Would  the  public  opinion  of  the  farmers 
be  so  far  favourable  to  that,  that  those  restrictions 
could  be  enforced  ? — I believe  the  feeling  of 
everybody  would  be  favourable  to  it,  except  that 
of  the  class  which  is  more  numerous  than  I like 
to  see  it,  the  class  of  jobbers ; very  many  small 
farmers  in  Ireland  are  becoming  jobbers  to  the 
crreat  neglect  and  injury  of  their  fanning  and 
business,  and  if  my  proposal  had  no  effect  but 
to  check  this  class  of  men,  it  would  do  some 
good. 

4109.  But  if  you  had  not  the  help  of  that  class, 
would  it  be  possible  to  do  much  good  ? — I should 
say  that  class  represents  a very  small  portion  of 
the  public  opinion  in  Ireland ; the  great  bulk  of 
the  farmers  I think  would  support  you ; perhaps 
not  in  that  particular  measure,  but  in  any 
measure  which  would  rid  them,  of  the  disease. 

4110.  Chairman.']  I understand  you  to  say 
that  a great  proportion  of  the  farmers,  that  is, 
the  owners  of  cattle,  are  jobbers  now? — More 
than  I like  to  see ; but  not  a very  large  number. 

4111.  Mr.  Dodson.]  I understood  you  to  say 
that  a large  number  of  small  farmers  were 
jobbers,  and  that  they  were  increasing  in 
number?  — I said  there  was  a greater  number 
than  I should  like  to  see. 

4112.  Did  you  not  say  that  there  was  a larger 
number  of  small  farmers  becoming  jobbers? — I 
said  that  there  was  a larger  number  than  I should 
like  to  see. 

4113.  You  stated  that  you  would  allow  fat 
stock  to  be  moved  with  a license  ? — I should 
like  the  trade  to  be  as  free  as  possible.  I should 
say  the  license  would  be  no  inconvenience,  and  I 
would  not  allow  the  cattle  to  be  moved  without  a 
license. 

4114.  How  do  you  propose  that  that  license 
should  be  obtained  ? — From  the  nearest  police 
station. 

4115.  Is  it  no  inconvenience  for  a man  who 
wants  to  move  his  cattle  to  have  to  obtain  a 
license? — It  is  some  inconvenience,  but  it  is  so 
small  that  I should  say.  nobody  would  feel  it. 

4116.  Have  you  had  any  practical  experience 
of  moving  cattle  under  a system  of  licenses  in 
Ireland  ? — I have  ; and  I did  not  find  it  any  in- 
convenience. I would  apply  to  the  nearest 
police  station  and  get  my  license. 

4117. - How  long  has  that  system  been  in 
force  ? — It  has  been  in  force  a long  time ; I can- 
not fix  the  date. 

4118.  Chairman.]  It  has  been  in  force  in  the 
case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  being  in  a herd  ? — 
Yes. 

4119.  Mr.  Dodson.]  But  not  generally  through- 
out the  country  ? — It  does  not  come  into  force 
until  your  herd  is  affected. 

4120.  But  under  your  proposition  it  would  be 
general  ? — It  would. 

4121.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  For  a fixed  period  ? — 
h or  a fixed  period. 

4122.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Can  you  distinguish  suff- 
iciently between  store  stock  and  fat  stock  to 
carry  out  those  regulations? — The  distinction 
between  them  would  be  very  simple  indeed.  If 
a man  said,  I will  sell  my  stock  as  fat  stock,  I 
■would  brand  it,  and  it  would  be  known  to  be  fat 
stock. 

.0.58. 


4123.  And,  therefore,  he  would  have  to  apply 
for  a license,  and  to  have  his  animals  branded  l — 
Yes;  and  that  the  brand  would  receive  favour  in 
Ireland  ; I am  happy  to  quote  the  authority  of 
one  of -the  most  influential  agricultural  societies, 
the  Royal  Dublin  Society.  Amongst  their 
papers  you  will  find  a recommendation  to  that 
effect ; they  are  a very  influential  body,  repre- 
senting a large  section  of  the  agricultural  interests 
in  Ireland. 

4124.  You  think  that  public  opinion  would  be 
sufficiently  favourable  to  this  system  of  licensing 
and  branding,  to  enable  it  to  be  carried  out  ? — I 
do. 

4125.  This  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Dublin  Society  is,  that  in  order  to  distinguish 
store  cattle  from  those  destined  for  slaughter,  the 
latter  should  be  marked  by  the  owner  with  a dis- 
tinctive and  authorised  brand,  then  the  authority 
which  issued  the  license  would  have  to  see  that  the 
brand  was  affixed? — Spmebody  would  have  to 
see  it  done,  and  the  Royal  Dublin  Society  mean 
that  otherwise  it  would  be  useless. 

4126.  With  regard  to  the  foreign  trade,  you 
said  that  you  would,  as  far  as  possible,  substitute 
a dead-meat  trade  for  the  trade  in  fat  stock; 
what  would  you  do  in  the  case  of  foreign  store 
stock  ? — Will  you  allow  me  to  repeat,  that  not 
having  studied  the  question  as  concerns  the  in- 
terests of  England,  I am  very  unwilling  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  upon  that  point ; but  it  does 
appear  to  me  that  it  is  only  a question  of  time 
when  you  will  insist  upon  the  introduction  into 
England  of  meat  from  the  Continent  as  dead 
meat.  I should  say  now,  that  most  people  would 
agree  in  that  opinion.  And  going  so  far  as  this 
with  regard  to  the  store  stock  trade,  I do  not  see 
any  reason  at  all  why  you  should  not  prohibit 
the  importation  of  store  stock  altogether. 

4127.  You  say  that  you  do  not  import  into 
Ireland  foreign  store  stock  ? — As  a rule,  the  cattle 
from  the  Peninsula  are  fat  stock. 

4128.  Therefore  you  have  not  had  occasion  to 
consider  that  question  ? — But  you  asked  me  as 
regards  England. 

4129.  You  told  the  Committee  that  the  poison 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  carried,  as  you 
have  found  by  your  experience,  down  streams  ? 
— I expressed  that  opinion. 

4130.  Is  it  carried  also  by  the  wind  ? — I think 
not 

4131.  You  have  not  been  able  to  trace  that? 
— I stated  one  or  two  facts  which  appeared  to  me 
to  negative  that  belief. 

4132.  I understood  you  to  say,  as  regards  the 
loss  of  milk  and  butter  caused  by  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  the  agriculturist  did  not  recoup  himself' 
for  that  loss  by  the  increased  price  of  milk  and 
butter  ? — -I  think  it  is  quite  clear  that  he  cannot 
recoup  himself’  for  the  loss.  Take  the  Glasnevin 
farm.  I think  I am  quite  within  the  bounds  of 
the  facts  of  the  case  when  I say  that  on  that 
farm,  which  is  managed  simply  for  the  public 
account,  the  loss  last  year  upon  178  statute 
acres  of  land,  in  consequence  of  the  outbreak  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  being  threatened 
with  pi  euro-pneumonia,  amounted  to  fully  500 1. ; 
and  I do  not  see  any  possible  way  by  which  the 
farm  could  recoup  itself  in  the  increased  price. 
There  was  no  increase  in  the  price  of  milk  to . 
begin  with. 

4133.  That  is  the  point  I wanted  to  come  to. 
I can  quite  understand  that  the  individual  farmer 
or  the  individual  farm  does  not  recoup  itself;  but 

x 3 ' . taking 
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Professor  taking  the  agricultural  interest  as  a class,  does  or 
T.  Baldwin,  does  not  the  higher  price  of  milk  and  butter  make 

up  to  them  for  the  loss? — I should  certainly  say 

24  April  not.  1 ti0  not  find  any  rise  in  the  price  of  milk  and 
1873.  butter,  for  instance,  which  would  at  all  justify 
me  in  saying  that  the  farmer  is  recouped.  There 
is  an  increase,  of  course,  arising  from  other 
causes,  and  some  small  portion,  no  doubt,  of  the 
price  of  store  stock  will  be  due,  and  must  be  due, 
to  the  destruction  of  the  property  in  the  stock  ; 
and  so  far  the  agricultural  classes  will,  in  time, 
he  recouped,  at  all  events,  to  some  extent.  But 
what  I want  to  convey  to  the  Committee  is,  that 
the  loss  caused  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
pleuro-pneunionia  is  a loss  for  which  the  agricul- 
tural interest  is  recouped  only  to  a very  small 
extent. 

4134.  Do  you  say  the  same  with  regard  to 
meat  ? — I do  say  the  same  with  regard  to  meat, 
but  not  to  the  same  extent.  I should  say  they 
are  recouped  a great  deal  more  in  the  case  of 
meat  than  in  the  case  of  milk. 

4135.  Why  is  that?  — The  first  instance  in 
which  I think  the  destruction  of  live  stock  caused 
by  any  of  those  plagues  had  a marked  cftcct  upon 
increasing  the  price  of  stock,  was  after  the  cattle 
plague ; and  I think  that  that  taught  the  farmers 
of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  that  the  price 
of  stock  rose  in  consequence  of  the  loss  of  property 
caused  by  infectious  diseases.  I believe  that  the 
cattle  plague  has  educated  the  agricultural  classes 
to  some  extent  to  get  back,  as  it  were,  from  the 
general  public  some  portion  of  the  loss ; but  I 
say  that  they  do  not  get  back  the  whole  of  the 
loss,  and  it  is  impossible  from  the  nature  of  the 
case  that  they  can;  because,  if  the  individual 
does  not  get  it  after  all,  how  can  the  bulk  of  the 
agrilculturists  get  it?  The  bulk  of  the  com- 
munity is  made  up  of  individual  farmers.  I 
cannot  recoup  myself;  my  neighbour  cannot 
recoup  himself;  and  when  individuals  cannot 
recoup  themselves,  I cannot  understand  how  the 
agrilcultural  body  can  recoup  itself. 

4136.  If  the  agriculturists  as  a body  do  not 
recover  by  the  correspondingly  increased  price  of 
the  remaining  animals,  or  of  the  remaining  milk 
and  butter  for  the  loss  which  has  been  sustained, 
how  does  the  public  lose  ? — I do  not  say  the 
public  lose  in  that  respect ; somebody  must  lose 
when  property  is  destroyed  ; but  the  public  loses 
in  being  supplied  with  bad  meat,  and  being  sup- 
plied with  bad  milk  ; for  instance,  several  dairy- 
men send  the  milk  of  their  diseased  cows  into 
Dublin,  and  from  the  effects  it  produces  in  calves 
and  pigs,  I should  be  disposed  to  say  that  it 
certainly  must  produce  injurious  results  in  human 
beings. 

4137.  But  I understood  you  to  say  that  it  was 
worth  while  for  the  public  to  pay  full  compensa- 
tion for  the  animals  which  were  slaughtered, 
because  the  public  suffered  so  much  from  the  loss 
by  diseases  in  the  increase  of  the  price,  partiou- 
lai’ly  of  meat? — It  is,  in  my  judgment,  the 
interest  of  the  public  to  give  adequate  compen- 
sation in  the  way  suggested. 

4138.  Now  I understand  you  to  say  that  the 
agriculturists  do  not  get  that  increased  price? 
— I think  there  is  a distinction  there,  which 
is  this,  that  it  is  the  interest  of  the  consumer 
that  the  price  of  beef  and  mutton  should  be 
as  low  as  possible ; he  owes  it  to  himself  there- 
fore to  adopt  any  and  every  means  which  will 
work  out  that  end.  Now,  if  property  in  live  stock 
is  decreased,  as  it  is  decreased  by  these  destruc- 


tive diseases,  I have  no  doubt  that  in  the  course 
cf  time,  when  the  agricultural  classes  become  as 
sharp  as  the  commercial  classes  are,  they  will 
ultimately  recoup  themselves  for  the  whole  of  the 
loss  they  have  sustained ; and  I am  very  sorry 
that  they  have  not  shown  sufficient  intellio-ence 
and  readiness  to  take  advantage  of  the  situation 
to  recoup  themselves  adequately. 

4139.  You  think  that  up  to  the  present  time 

they  have  not  recouped  themselves,  and  that 
therefore  the  public  has  not  had  to  pay  so  much 
as  they  otherwise  would  ? — I should  say  that  so 
far  up  to  the  present,  the  public  has  been  the 
gainer,  except  that  they  have  been  using  had 
milk,  and  eating  bad  meat. 

4140.  But  the  loss  of  animals  does  not  make 
the  remaining  beef  in  the  country  worse  ? — But 
you  get,  as  I have  mentioned  already,  a very 
considerable  quantity  of  bad  beef  under  the  pre- 
sent. regulations ; my  proposition  would  put  an 
end  to  the  trade  in  bad  meat  as  well  as  to  the 
trade  in  diseased  animals. 

4141.  Am  I to  understand  you  to  mean  this, 
that  it  would  he  worth  while  for  the  public  to  he 
at  the  expense  of  giving  full  compensation  for 
animals  slaughtered  now  in  order  to  prevent  a 
possible  rise  in  price  hereafter  from  which  they 
would  suffer? — And  to  protect  themselves  from 
the  consumption  of  bad  milk  and  had  meat  now. 

4142.  Mr.  Ridley. You  have  referred  to  Mr. 
Jenkins’s  report  to  the  Iioyal  Agricultural 
Society ; you  are  probably  acquainted  with  the 
regulations  which  Mr.  Jenkins  says  he  would 
like  to  see  imposed,  with  regard  to  the  Irish  trade 
especially  ? — Yea,  I have  read  them. 

4143.  Do  you  generally  agree  with  the  recom- 
mendations which  ho  makes? — I should  prefer 
that  you  will  ask  me  about  any  one  in  particular, 
because,  taking  them  as  a whole,  I do  not  quite 
agree  with  them. 

4144.  Do  you  agree  with  the  recommendation 
that  all  Irish  cattle  tube  sent  across  the  Channel 
should  be  inspected  at  the  port  of  embarkation? 
— I think  that  proposition  would  not  cure  the  evil 

4145.  Why  do  you  think  so? — Because,  if  you 
get  Professor  Siiuonds  or  Professor  Brown  to 
examine  the  animals  at  the  ports,  they  will  tell 
you  that  they  cannot  discover  the  animals  in 
which  the  seeds  of  disease  exist,  and  which  are 
just  the  animals  which  it  is  most  necessary  to 
deal  with. 

4146.  After  what  time  do  you  think  that  the 
seeds  are  developed  ? — In  foot  and  mouth  disease 
I have  known  them  to  be  developed  in  36 
hours. 

4147.  Supposing  the  disease  to  be  acquired  at 
Ballinasloe  fair,  and  the  animals  to  he  sent  to 
Dublin  for  shipment,  would  not,  in  general,  a 
sufficient  time  elapse  to  enable  the  disease  to  de- 
clare itself  ?■ — I have  known  it  to  take  five  days 
to  develope  itself.  As  a rule,  it  is  only  a small 
fraction  of  the  diseased  beasts  which  are  sent  to 
fairs  and  markets,  but  animals  in  contact  with 
diseased  animals  are  sent  to  fairs  and  markets, 
and  it  is  in  that  way  that  the  mischief  is  done. 

4148.  Prom  Mr.  Jenkins’s  description  of  Bai- 
linasloe  fair,  to  which  you  accompanied  him,  it 
appears  most  likely  that  all  beasts  at  the  fair 
were  more  or  less  exposed  to  the  danger  of  infec- 
tion ? — I know  there  was  a great  deal  of  disease 
in  the  fair  at  Ballinasloe.  I want  to  tell  toe 
Committee  the  whole  story,  as  far  as  I know  it. 

4149.  Do  you  agree  with  Mr.  Jenkins  that  11 
would  he  possible  to  trace  the  spread  of  foot  an 
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mouth  disease  in  Ireland  as  radiating  from  that 
fair  in  October  last  ?— It  would  be  possible,  but 
it  would  be  a Herculean  labour,  I should  think. 

4150.  It  was  spread  from  that  fair,  you  think? 

Yes;  a neighbour  of  mine  lost  50  sheep  from 

that  fair.  I have  known  many  instances  of  sheep 
leaving  the  fair  at  Ballinasloe,  and  dying  on  the 
way  home. 

4151.  But  you  think  that  it  would  not  be 
worth  while  to  inspect  cattle  in  Ireland  at  the 
ports  of  embarkation  ? — I think  it  would  be  com- 
paratively useless. 

4152.  What  do  you  think  of  inspection  upon 
arrival  here  ? — I think  that  it,  too,  would  be  com- 
paratively useless  as  a means  of  preventing  the 
spread  of  disease. 

4153.  Would  you  take  any  steps  whatever? — 
My  proposition  is  this;  I would  kill  out  the 
disease  to  begin  with,  and  having  killed  it  out,  I 
would  keep  it  out. 

4154.  But  supposing  the  agricultural  interest 
Dot  to  be  quite  willing  to  stamp  out  the  disease 
in  this  manner,  do  you  not  think  that  the  graziers 
in  Ireland  and  the  dealers  in  England  would  prefer 
as  an  alternative  scheme  some  sort  of  inspection, 
even  if  they  paid  a little  for  it,  which  would'give 
them  a security  against  the  introduction  of  disease? 
— I should  think  the  only  scheme  which  would 
give  them  security  would  be  this,  and  it  is  a 
scheme  which  you  would  be  supported  in  by 
English  as  well  as  Irish  stockowners.  Give 
Ireland  a clean  bill  of  health ; the  English  buyer 
would  have  no  further  uneasiness,  aud  you  would 
give  the  Irish  stockowner  the  full  market  value 
of  his  beasts. 

4155.  Do  you  think  that  would  be  generally 
agreed  to  in  Ireland.  You  say  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  exists  in  Ireland  now  ? — I do. 

4156.  Would  the  Irish  graziers  generally 
agree  to  the  entire  stoppage  of  the  trade  for  the 
stamping  out  of  the  disease,  which  would  take 
two  or  three  months  ? — I believe  the  great 
majority  of  them  would. 

4157.  In  preference  to  some  sort  of  inspection, 
either  at  the  ports  of  embarkation  or  debarka- 
tion ?■ — I do  not  think  they  place  much  faith  in 
inspection,  and  I believe  that  very  few  of  the 
inspectors  themselves  place  much  faith  in  it. 

4158.  Do  you  agree  with  Mr.  Jenkins  with 
regard  to  the  importance  of  disinfecting  railway 
trucks? — I agree  with  him.  We  agreed  at  Bal- 
linasloe, that  nobody  could  disinfect  the  trucks 
at  Ballinasloe,  but  I say  that  it  is  desirable  to 
disinfect  the  trucks  when  you  can ; it  is  a sound 
system  as  far  as  it  goes. 

4159.  When  you  say  the  central  authority  in 
Ireland  carries  out  the  regulations  better  than 
the  local  authorities  in  England,  you  would  pro- 
bably agree  with  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society 
that  the  authorities  have  entirely  failed  to  com- 
pel the  disinfection  of  trucks  ? — I think  a pres- 
sure was  put  upon  the  Government  which  was 
too  strong  for  them  to  resist,  and  the  order  was 
withdrawn. 

4160.  You  were  not  aware  that  in  England 
there  are  local  authorities  which  do  at  their  own 
expense,  appoint  an  inspector  to  see  that  the 
proper  disinfection  of  the  railway  trucks  is 
carried  out? — I have  heard  of  it,  and  1 believe 
it  is  a very  proper  tiling  to  do.  I believe  it  so 
thoroughly  that  more  than  once  whenl  bought  stock 
at  fairs  and  markets  I have  taken  with  me  some 
carbolic  acid  and  disinfected  my  own  trucks.  I 

0.58 


believe  it  is  the  proper  thing  to  do,  aud  so  far 
I am  quite  iu  unison  with  Mr.  Jenkins. 

4161.  There  is  an  order  at  present  in  Ireland 
compelling  the  railway  companies  to  disinfect  the 
trucks,  is  there  not? — Yes,  that  is  so;  it  was 
suspended  up  to  a certain  point,  I think,  at.  the 
end  of  last  year.  At  the  present  moment  it  is 
not  suspended,  but  it  is  not  put  into  execution. 

4162.  That  would  not  be  a good  instance  to 
show  that  thq  central  authorities  in  Ireland  have 
carried  out  the  regulations  better  than  the  local 
authorities  in  England  ? — I will  explain  to  you 
that  I do  not  approve  of  many  of  the  things 
which  are  said  and  done  by  the  central  authority; 
for  instance,  they  represented  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  did  not  prevail  extensively  at  Ballinasloe; 
whereas  I saw  the  disease  myself,  and  therefore 
I take  a contrary  view  of  it ; but  what  I do  say, 
in  justice  to  the  central  authority  in  Dublin,  is 
that  when  a pressure  is  brought  to  bear  by  certain 
strong  interests  upon  the  Government,  and  the 
Government  yields,  the  central  authority  is  then 
relieved  of  the  responsibility. 

4163.  Then  you  think  they  are  not  supported 
by  public  opinion  ? — -I  think  not.  I think  you 
will  find  that  in  the  last  12  months  there  has 
been  a large  amount  of  education  given  to  the 
Irish  public  upon  the  question  of  infection. 

4164.  Do  you  not  think  that  some  of  the 
orders  having  been  originally  too  strict  have 
been  in  some  degree  the  cause  of  that;  I refer 
especially  to  Clause  13,  which  is  known  as  the 
Foot  and  Mouth  Order  of  1870,  which  is  referred 
to  in  the  R-eport  ? — I do  not  remember  the  num- 
ber of  the  Order. 

4165.  Will  you  look  at  that  ( handing  a copy 
of  the  Report  to  the  Witness') ; it  is  an  order  which 
compels  the  slaughter  of  all  annuals  which  have 
been  in  contact  with  animals  which  have  been 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease? — Con- 
sidering the  want  of  education  amongst  the  agri- 
cultural classes  upon  this  question  of  infection,  I 
would  say  that  this  order  was  in  advance  of  its 
time ; but  I hold  that  it  is  not  a bit  too  far  advanced 
for  the  necessities  of  the  case,  but  quite  beyond 
the  appreciation  of  the  Irish  agricultural  classes, 
of  the  necessity  of  dealing  with  infectious  diseases 
in  a rigid  manner. 

4166.  As  a matter  of  fact  it  has  been  a com- 
plete dead  letter? — Yes,  and  in  so  far  it  is  un- 
fortunate. 

4167.  Is  it  not  to  the  detriment  of  the  carry- 
ing out  of  other  regulations  ? — I do  not  see  that. 

I think  you  can  never  suffer  from  the  promul- 
gation of  an  order  or  a rale  which  is  really  sound 
in  principle.  You  may  not  be  able  to  realise  it 
for  the  time  being ; it  is,  of  course,  in  advance  of 
the  time.  The  two  regulations  in  this  passage 
of  the  report  appear  to  me  to  amount  to  this,  that 
to  be  consistent  they  ought  to  have  closed 
Ballinasloe  fair,  and  consequently,  taking  these 
two  orders  as  they  stand,  I do  not  approve  of 
them. 

4168.  Although  you  would  approve  of  them 
in  the  abstract  ? — I think  it  amounts  to  this,  that 
the  orders  which  would  render  it  necessary  to 
close  Ballinasloe  fair  were,  like  many  clauses,  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  loosely  drawn.  . I think 
that  is  as  much  as  you  can  say  against  that 
clause. 

4169.  Can  you  give  me  any  idea  of  what  is 
the  proportion  of  fat  stock  which  comes  from 
Ireland  ? — I think  it  supplies,  as  far  as  I recol- 
lect, about  27  per  cent,  of  the  total  meat  supply 
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Professor  of  England,  according  to  the  return  of  the 
T.  Baldwin.  Veterinary  Department.  _ 

4170.  I wanted  to  know  the  proportion  which 

24  April  -j-lie  fat  stock  from  Ireland  hears  to  the  store  stock  ? 

1 873*  — I could  not  answer  that  question  from  memory. 

4171. '  Mr.  J.  Bright.']  I think,  in  the  be- 
o-inning  of  your  examination,  you  assumed  that 
those  diseases  about  which  you  have  been  ques- 
tioned were  of  foreign  origin? — Yes,  I assumed 
that. 

4172.  Ifou  believe  that  that  is  so? — Yes,  I do. 

4173.  What  makes  you  believe  that?— There 
are  several  reasons  which  force  that  opinion  upon 
me.  I think  it  is  a matter  of  historical  certainty  ‘ 
that  one  of  them  was  imported  into  the  county  of 
Waterford  by  Dutch  cattle. 

4174.  Which  two  diseases  are  you  referring 
to? — I have  been  almost  confining  myself  to 
pleuro-pneumcnia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease. 
In  the  next  place  both  have  been  imported,  ! 
believe;  they  did  not  appear  before  a'  certain 
period,  and  they  are  capable  of  being  stamped 
out  or  dealt  with.  The  regulations  imposed  in 
England  at  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  imme- 
diately reduced  the  amount  cf  the  disease  in 
England,  and  they  were  gradually  reducing  it, 
and  they  would  ultimately  have  killed  it  out. 

4175.  But  would  not  the  same  means  kill  the 
disease  out  in  every  country? — Yes;  but  there 
is  this  difficulty,  that  each  of  those  great  plagues 
has  its  own  home  or  centre. 

4176.  But  I thought  you  were  arguing  that  as 
it  could  be  stamped  out,  that  was  a proof  that 
it  was  of  foreign  origin  ? — That  was  one  of  the 
reasons. 

4177.  Could  not  you  stamp  it  out  in  every 
country  by  the  same  means? — Not  in  its  native 
home. 

4178.  How  is  that? — Reasoning  from  analogy, 
I should  say,  with  reference  to  cattle  plague, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  that  has  a home ; it  comes 
by  certain  well-marked  lines  to  England,  as  docs 
Asiatic  cholera.  Wc  know  pretty  well  with 
regard  to  small-pox  in  sheep,  that  that  is  an  im- 
ported disease ; wc  can  trace  pretty  well  the 
lines  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia spread. 

4179.  Did  you  say  that  it  was  historically 
known  that  one  of  those  diseases  was  imported 
into  Waterford? — Yes. 

4180.  From  what  record  do  you  gather  that? 
— Perhaps  I had.  better  say  to  you  that  it  is  not  a 
matter  which  you  can  prove  like  the  great  truths  in 
history,  but  we  know  this  much,  that  that  disease 
did  prevail  in  the  Low  Countries  at  the  time 
that  an  enterprising  citizen  of  Waterford  im- 
ported some  Dutch  cattle,  and  we  know  also  that 
immediately  after  the  introduction  of  those  ani- 
mals in  1839  the  disease  did  appear. 

4181.  And  what  have  you  to  say  with  regard 
to  the  other  disease  V — With  regard  to  the  other 
disease,  the  case  is  not  so  clear,  possibly,  but  I 
would  submit  to  the  Committee  that  after  all  it 
is  strong  evidence  upon  a point  of  that  kind  when 
you  get  all  able  men  who  devote  their  lives  to 
the  study  of  that  disease  agreeing  in  one  opinion 
that  it  is  a disease  of  foreign  origin. 

4182.  Are  the  Irish  cattle  subject  to  any 
disease  which  is  not  of  foreign  origin? — Yes, 
they  are  liable  to  a great  variety  of  local  diseases. 
They  get  diseases  the  same  as  human  beings  get 
diseases. 

4183.  So  that  there  are  some  diseases  which 
are  not  of  foreign  origin  ? — There  are  several. 


4184.  If  the  diseases  are  of  foreign  origin,  at 
all  events,  Ireland  seems,  to  be  very  favourable 
to  their  acceptance ; I think  you  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  were  20,000  centres  of  one  of 
those  diseases  ? — I should  say  that  it  was  inevit- 
able in  a country  like  Ireland  which  has,  say 
4,000,000  cattle  distributed  amongst,  say,  400  000 
farmers  who  send  their  cattle  to  small  fairs  and 
markets.  They  have  a great  many  more  of  those 
fairs  and  markets  .than  the  interest  of  the  country 
requires ; you  have  in  that  way  a peculiar  trade 
in  cattle.  A country  so  circumstanced  must  be 
liable  to  a very  large  proportion  of  disease. 

4185.  Do  not  you  think  that  it  would  be  worth 
while  sometimes  to  look  at  the  causes  of  disease 
as  well  as  at  the  disease  itself? — I quite  agree 
with  that. 

4186.  You  speak  of  Asiatic  cholera,  and  I 
think  you  said  that  those  diseases  should  be 
treated  like  Asiatic  cholera,  and  be  regarded  as 
diseases  which  we  might  get  rid  of;  how  did  we 
get  rid  of  Asiatic  cholera  ? — We  are  liable  at  any 
time  to  an  importation  of  Asiatic  cholera,  and  we 
adopt  precautions,  not  as  good  as  they  ought  to 
he,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  it  when  it 
comes. 

4187.  What  kind  of  precautions  do  you  refer 
to  ? — Sanitary  precautions. 

4188.  When  yon  propose  to  shut  up  every  fair 
and  market  in  Ireland,  and  to  prevent  every  kind 
of  locomotion  in  Ireland,  do  you  touch  a single 
cause  which  may  originate  or  prolong  those 
disease  ? — I certainly  touch  the  disease  itself. 

4189.  But  do  you  touch  a single  cause  of  it? 
— There  arc  no  causes  in  Ireland  to  generatefoot 
and  mouth  disease. 

4190.  You  assume  that;  but  at,  least  you  will 
admit  that  there  are  causes  which  keep  it  alive 
when  it  gets  there  ? — May  I respectfully  submit 
to  you  this  consideration : it  is  not  proof,  but, 
perhaps,  it  would  have  some  influence  with  you, 
that  1 could  take  you  to  some  parts  of  Ireland 
where  the  cattle  are  worse  treated  than  any 
where  else  in  Ireland,  and  yet  there  has  never 
been  a case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  there. 

4191.  Mr.  Clare  Head.]  Where,  the  animals 
are  exposed  to  the  greatest  hardships  ?— -Where 
they  are  exposed  to  the  greatest,  hardships,  and 
to  the  worst  treatment  in  every  possible  form. 
I do  not  say  that  is  proof,  but  it  is  a considera- 
tion which  may  influence  the  Committee. 

4192.  Mr.  J.  Bright.]  Still,  do  you  not 
think  it  is  a good  thing  that  we  should  look  to 
the  causes  of  the  disease  instead  of  to  this  pecu- 
liar, and  I think  very  unsatisfactory,  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  disease  itself? — I should  say 
that  it  would  be  a most  desirable  tiling  for  a 
great  body  like  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society, 
or  the  Agricultural  Society  of  Scotland,  possibly, 
to  set  on  1'oOt  an  elaborate  system  of  investiga- 
tions to  search  this  matter  out. 

4193.  Is  not  one  of  the  first  and  best  uieans  01 
getting  rid  of  the  disease,  to  give  the  fanners  a 
strong  interest  in  repressing  it  ? — It  is.  desirable 
to  give  the  farmers  a strong  interest  in  getting 
rid  of  it ; but  in  dealing  with  a disease  like  foo 
and  mouth  disease,  the  course  of  which  we  can 
trace  almost  as  plainly  as  we  can  trace  the  course 
of  rivers  and  roads,  and  which  does  not  arise  m 
those  parts  of  Ireland  where  it  ought  to  anse, 
were  it  capable  of  arising  spontaneously  at  > 
we  should  kill  it  out  effectually. 

4194.  But  if  you  were  to  make  it  more  pron  - 
able  for  the  farmer  when  he  has  disease  am0D°. 
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his  stock  than  when  he  has  not,  that  would  not 
make  the  farmer  particularly  interested  in  getting 
rid  of  the  disease ; you  would  put  the  farmer  in 
the  position  in  which  Mr.  Pliinsoll  says  some  of 
the  shipowners  are,  namely,  that  he  would  rather 
have  the  disease  and  lose  his  stock,  and  get  a 
profit,  just  as  the  shipowner  would  make  a profit 
by  sinking  his  ship  ?— But  my  proposition  during 
the  two  months  would  be  to  see  that  no  man  did 
get  more  than  the  proper  value  for  his  animals ; 
that  could  not  possibly  arise.  _ 

4195.  You  would  wish  to  kill  the  cattle  affected 
with  plcuro-pueumonia  as  you  would  the  cattle 
affected  with  rinderpest  ? — I believe  that  ought 
to  be  done. 

4196.  Would  you  also  kill  those  in  contact 
with  them,  or  only  those  attacked? — Those  in 
contact  with  them. 

4197.  You  would  kill  both  ?— I would. 

4198.  But  not  in  the  case  of  animals  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease? — No. 

4199.  With  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  animals,  I think  I understood  you  to  say  that 
in  your  experience  in  1872,  it  was  extremely 
bad? — It  prevailed  more  in  1872  than  I have 
ever  known  it. 

4200.  How  is  it  now  ? — It  is  not  so  bad  as  it 
has  been,  but  it  is,  I am  afraid,  bad  enough. 

4201.  A few  years  ago,  did  you  not  say,  that 
the  disease  had  almost  disappeared? — The  num- 
ber of  reported  eases  or  centres  was  very  small 
indeed.  I did  not  say  that  it  had  disappeared  ; I 
believe  it  had  not  disappeared. 

4202.  We  have  had  periods  when  it  has  been 
extremely  bad,  and  periods  when  it  almost  dis- 
appeared, and  then  a period  when  it  has  been  ex- 
tremely bad  again  ? — Yes. 

4203.  I think  you  will  agree  with  me  that  that 
shows  that  there  are  some  very  powerful  causes 
operating  upon  those  diseases  which  an  Act  of 
Parliament  could  not  touch  at  all  ? — Yes,  there 
is  no  doubt  that  there  are  modifying  causes  which 
no  Act  of  Parliament  could  touch. 

4204.  And  most  powerful  causes?  — Yes, 
powerful  climatic  causes. 

4205.  You  have  stated  to  the  Committee  that 
you  thought  we  ought  to  encourage  the  trade  in 
dead  meat  ?— -I  stated  that  with  regard  to  Eng- 
land I was  extremely  diffident  in  offering  an 
opinion,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  you  could  meet 
the  wants  of  the  English  consumers  by  the  im- 
portation of  meat  in  a dead  state,  and  thus  relieve 
the  stockowner  of  the  loss  from  disease. 

4206.  Perhaps  I was  mistaken  ; I thought  you 
said  that  most  people  would  come  round  to  that 
opinion  ?— - What  I stated  was,  that  most  people 
are  of  opinion,  that  takiug  the  two  interests  into 
account,  ultimately  the  trade  would  take  that 
direction.^  I am  glad  to  say  it  is  already  com- 
mencing in  Irelana  voluntarily. 

4207.  You  are  aware  that  there  are  a good 
many  people  who  live  in  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire ? — I am  aware  of  that. 

4208.  Do  you  think  that  that  opinion  would 
make  much  progress  there,  that  it  would  he 
better  not  to  have  live  meat  introduced  from 
foreign  countries?  — Yes,  I think  the  people  in 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  would  be  very  glad  to 
nave  the  meat  introduced  if  they  could  get  sound 

4209.  How  is  that  to  be  done  in  the  summer 
nne . —I  have  been  in  some  of  the  very  large 
breweries  this  week,  and  they  appear  to  me  to 

--nderful  control  over  the  temperature  by 


refrigerators,  and  I presume  that  in  ships  some- 
thing of  the  same  kind  could  be  adopted  ; I do 
not  say  what  could  be  done,  but  I am  sanguine  in 
saying,  that  what  has  been  done  elsewhere,  would 
be  equally  successful  by  and  bye  when  applied  to 
the  cattle  trade. 

4210..  You  mean  that  by  some  invention  of 
science  it;  would  some  day  be  practicable  for  us 
to  do  this  ? — That  is  what  I mean  to  convey. 

4211.  But  you  do  not  mean  to  say  now  that  it 
would  be  practicable  to  do  it  ? — I do  not  mean 
to  say  that  we  could  now  bring  in  meat  in  the 
summer  time  in  a perfectly  sound  state. 

4212.  You  spoke  of  the  number  of  Irish 
farmers  who  were  jobbers,  and  you  stated  that 
you  did  not.  like  there  being  so  many  of  them,  as 
I understood.  I do  not  know  really  what  that 
means;  what  is  the  Irish  farmer  who  is  a jobber? 
— An  Irish  small  farmer  who  is  a jobber  is  a man 
who  rents  from  five  to  30  acres  of  ground,  and  he 
goes  to  every  small  fair  and  buys  a beast  here 
and  a beast  there,  and  sells  at  a profit  to  larger 
jobbers ; and  I have  no  doubt  he  would  be  much 
better  employed  at  home,  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases,  industriously  upon  his  farm,  avoiding 
the  drink  and  the  loss  of  time  which  now  occurs. 

4213.  If  he  were"  here,  do  you  not  think  he 
would  ask  you  if  he  did  not  understand  his  own 
interests  better  than  you  could? — So  would  a 
highway  robber.  There  are  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  too  many  of  this  class.  They  are  not  pro- 
ducers of  wealth,  but  are  mere  distributors  of  it, 
and  they  are  not  necessary  to  Ireland. 

4214.  But  you  do  not  make  a general  attack 
upon  distributors,  do  you  ? — Not  when  they  are 
necessary. 

4215.  Who  is  to  say  when  they  are  necessary 
or  otherwise  ? — I think  that  if  Parliament  were 
to  legislate  upon  the  subject,  they  would  be  the 
best  judges  of  it. 

4216.  Do  you  think  that  Parliament  should 
say  whether  there  should  be  jobbers,  and  how 
many  there  should  be?- — No,  I do  not  say  so. 

4217.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  worth  while 
to  put  a license  on  them  ? — Mr.  Jenkins  made 
that  suggestion,  and  it  i's  a suggestion  which  I 
think  ought  to  he  at  once  adopted. 

4218.  My  opinion  would  be  that  the  more 
freedom  there  was  in  Ireland  the  better,  but  you 
do  not  appear  to  think  so  ? — I have  not  said  a word 
about  free  trade,  hut  what  I would  wish  to  do 
would  be  to  adopt  some  means  to  prevent  the 
frightful  loss  arising  from  those  two  diseases. 

4219.  With  regard  to  the  possibility  of  intro- 
ducing dead  meat  only  into  England,  that  is, 
shipping  it  as  dead  meat  instead  of  live  cattle  ; 
do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  to  try  the  ex- 
periment with  Ireland  ? — 1 think  that  if  you  in- 
sisted upon  receiving  dead  meat  from  Scotland, 
or  Liverpool,  or  Peterborough,  you  ought  to 
insist  upon  its  coming  from  Ireland. 

4220.  Would  you  insist  upon  its  coming  dead 
from  anywhere  ? — I did  not  say  it  was  desirable 
to  do  it ; and  Ireland!  is  the  last  countiy  in  the 
world  that  I should  like  to  see  you  try  an  expe- 
riment upon  which  was  not  sure  of  succeeding. 

4221.  Mr.  O' Conor. ~\  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that 
almost  every  small  farmer  in  the  west  of  Ireland 
is  more  or  less  of  a jobber? — Both  in  the  west 
and  in  the  north. 

4222.  Therefore  the  proposition  which  you 
make,  and  which  you  say  would  interfere  very 
seriously  with  the  jobbers,  would  interfere  with 
nearly  every  farmer  in  Ireland? — They  are  not 


Professor 
T.  Baldwin. 

•24.  April 
1873. 
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Professor  all  jobbers;  not  half  of  them;  nor  a quarter  of  little  of  it  remaining  in  Ireland,  and  that  then 
T.  Baldwin.  your  plans  were  [brought  before  the  farmers,  do 

~ 7 ..  4223.  But  they  would  all  more  or  less  come  you  think  they  would  be  as  ready  to  accept  it  as 

HlR7‘  under  the  description  you  would  give  of  a jobber,  they  are  at  the  present  moment?— It  appears  to 
namely,  a man  who  buys  at  a fair  and  sells  shortly  me  that  my  scheme,  if  it  were  put  into  practice 
afterwards  at  a profit?" — There  is  a larger  num-  would  not  cause  the  loss  of  a shilling  to  any  of 
her  of  them  in  Ireland  than  is  necessary,  but  the  landed  gentry  or  to  any  of  the  bond  fifa 
that  they  form  the  bulk  of  the  small  farmers  I farmers ; it  would  only  interfere  with  the  jobbing 
am  not  at  all  prepavedto  admit.  cl“s®*  _ , . . . t , 

4224.  But  supposing  that  they  do  form  a very  4238.  l)o  you  think  that  the  closing  of  fairs 
considerable  proportion  of  the  population,  would  and  markets  for  six  weeks  would  not  cause  an 
that  alter  your  opinion  with  regard  to  the  pro-  injury  to  any  one  except  the  jobbers?—!  do  not 
priety  of  making  these  regulations  ?— No ; I be-  think  it  would  cause  a loss  to  any  man’s  balance 
lieve  at  the  end  of  the  year  their  balance  sheet  sheet. 

would  he  quite  as  good  if  they  remained  at  home  4239.  I presume  the  whole  of  your  calcu- 
working  at  their  farms.  lations  are  founded  upon  the  supposition  that 

4225?  Your  proposition  is  that  all  fairs  and  mar-  you  would  find  the  feeling  of  the  country 
kets,  and  the  movement  of  store  cattle,  are  to  be  sufficient  to  enable  you  to  carry  out  those  regu- 
proliibited  for  six  weeks?  — All  movement  of  lations? — Any  scheme  which  does  not  receive 
store  cattle.  the  cordial  co-operation  of  the  people  must  fail. 

4226.  At  the  end  of  that  time  you  would  4240.  If  you  found  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 

expect  to  have  stamped  out  foot  and  mouth  fanners,  and  the  small  farmers  who  do  not  come 
disease  ?— I should  hope  so.  under  the  concrete  term  of  jobbers,  were  greatly 

4227.  Supposing  it  were  found  out  that  a con-  opposed  to  you,  would  you  reconsider  your 

siderably  larger  time  were  required,  would  that  proposition? — Yes,  I should;  but  I think  you 
make  any  alteration  in  your  ideas?— Not  pro-  would  find  that  the  jobbing  class  to  which  I 
vided  the  stock  owner  could  get  sufficient  no-  refer  do  not  influence  public  opinion  to  a con- 
^ice>  siderable  extent.  One  advantage  of  my  scheme 

4228.  You  would  continue  the  restriction  until  would  he  that  it  would  serve  the  interest,  to  a 
yon  had  stamped  out  the  disease?— If  I found  great  extent,  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  stock 
that  I was  reducing  the  disease  rapidly,  you  owners. 

would  support  me  in  saying  that  the  restrictions  4241.  You  do  not  consider  that  anything  short 
ouo-ht  to  he  continued.  of  destroying  the  cattle  after  your  first  measures 

4229.  What  would  you  consider  sufficient? — had  been  carried  out  would  be  of  any  use?— I 
Simply  the  total  disappearance  of  the  disease  am  quite  clear  upon  that  point. 

from  the  country.  4242.  I think  you  stated  that  you  are  aware 

4230.  Are  you  aware  that  sometimes  within  of  hares  and  rabbits  being  affected  with  foot  and 
the  last  few  years  it  has  been  stated  that  the  mouth  disease  ? — I have  seen  hares  and  rabbits 
disease  has  totally  disappeared? — I have  heard  it  affected,  I believe,  with  the  disease,  but  that  is 
stated,  hut  it  has  not  been  the  fact;  because  I a point  upon  which  I should  defer  to  the  judg- 
had  it  myself  at  the  time  that  it.  was  stated  that  mont  of  professional  men. 

it  had  disappeared  from  the  country.  4243.  Supposing  that  hares,  and  rabbits  were 

4231.  Supposing  it  was  stated  by  scientific  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  would  they 
men  to  have  disappeared,  although  there  were  a not  spread  tlic  disease  amongst  cattle  ?— I\o, 
few  cases  in  the  country ; if  the  restrictions  were  because  the  poison  would  be  as  short  lived  in  the 
taken  off,  would  you  not  then  he  in  the  same  one  as  in  the  other. 

position  as  you  were  in  some  years  ago? — The  4244.  You  would  kill  the  cattle,  but  you  could 

second  part  of  my  remedy  would  then  apply.  not  kill  the  hares  and  rabbits  in  the  same  way? 

4232.  Assuming  that  the  disease  had  reap-  — -But  I am  assuming  that  you  stamped  out  the 
peared,  you  would  at  once  slaughter  any  animal  disease. 

that  had  it? — I would.  4245.  But  supposing  that  you  did  not  quite 

4233.  Do  you  think  that  such  a proposition  as  stamp  it  out,  then  you  say,  if  I meet  with  a case 

that  would  be  tolerated  by  the  farmers  in  I would  kill  the  animal;  hut  if  you  met  with 
Ireland  ? — I should  say  that  the  loss  sustained  hares  or  rabbits  you  could  not  keep  out  the  in- 
in  Ireland  in  1872  was  so  great  that  it  is  a fcction? — I think  that  you  would  find  that  the 
proposition  that  would  receive  very  general  fa-  amount  of  infection  caused  by  hares  and  rabbits 
vour,  if  you  give  adequate  compensation.  is  so  small,  that  you  may  leave  it  out  of  the 

4234.  As  a general  rule,  I believe  that  cattle  calculation.  _ ,. 

and  sheep  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  4246.  Is  there  any  other  country  in  the  worn 
recover? — Yes ; but  still  the  destruction  of  pro-  which  has  been  successful  in  stamping  out  the 
perty  which  I have  mentioned  remains.  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — At  the  present  nionien 

4235.  Your  opinion  now  is  that,  although  pro.-  I cannot  answer  that  question  satisfactorily,  bu 
viously  to  1872  such  a restriction  would  not  have  I can  say  one  thing,  that  my  plan  at  all  even 
been  acceptable,  it  would  now  be  acceptable  has  not  been  tried  anywhere. 

after  the  outbreak  of  last  year? — Yes,  I think  4247.  You  stated  that  Dublin  was  wnat  yon 
so.  called  a hotbed  of  disease ; do  you  tlunk  it 

4236.  Supposing  the  suffering  and  the  loss  worse  than  most  large  towns? — It  ia  muC 

wei'e  to  become  considerably  less,  do  you  think  worse.  1 . . 

that  that  feeling  would  continue? — 1 think  it  4248.  It  was  stated  that  the  London  clain 
would  grow,  because  it  would  be  proof  positive,  were  hotbeds  of  disease  ? — Yes  ; I have  foun  i 

4237.  Supposing  that  your  plan  has  not  been  so.  . . • 

put  into  operation,  and  that  not  having  done  4249.  Do  yoii  consider  that  the  Dubhn  “air 
anything  at  all,  foot  and  mouth  disease  dies  out,  arc  worse  than  the  London  dailies?  I bey 
as  it  died  out  some  years  ago.  and  there  is  very  much  about  the  same.  _ 

° 4250.  I presume 
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4250.  I presume  it  may  be  taken  as  a fact,  that 
there  is  a great  (leal  of  disease  in  the  dairies  in 
all  large  towns?— I would  not  have  you  take  it 
as  a fact  that  pleuro-pneumonia  pi'evails  in  very 
large  towns  in  Ireland  ; there  are  some  which  are 
free  from  it. 

4251.  Mr.  Pell.]  Did  you  ever  try  the  expe- 
riment of  communicating  foot  and  mouth  disease 
to  hares  and  rabbits  by  artificial  means  ? — 
Never. 

4252.  How  did  you  come  to  the  knowledge  of 
it  ? — Professor  P erguson  mentioned  it  to  me,  and 
on  a point  of  that  kind  I should  defer  to  his 
opinion. 

4253.  Do  you  know  whether  the  experiment 
has  been  tried  to  convey  the  infection  from  cattle 
or  sheep  to  hares  or  rabbits  ? — No,  I do  not  know 
that. 

4254.  You  told  the  Committee  that  the  Spanish 
vessels  brought  cattle  to  Ireland  ? — I did. 

4255.  You  have  been  on  board  those  vessels  ? 
— Yes. 

4256.  We  have  heard  that  they  have  been 
fitted  up  specially  for  the  purpose,  with  barriers 
to  pen  the  cattle  up  in?  — Yes,  but  I have  not 
seen  any  cattle  better  brought  over  than  on  board 
the  steamer  I came  over  in  the  other  day,  for  the 
purpose  to  see  how  it  was  managed. 

4257.  Where  was  that  ? — From  Dublin  to 
Holyhead.  I looked  at  the  ship  simply  as  it 
affected  what  I will  call  the  propagation  of  the 
disease. 

4258.  But  confining  yourself  to  the  comfort  of 
the  cattle  on  board,  do  you  still  think  that  the 
arrangements  upon  the  Irish  boats  are  as  favour- 
able to  the  comfort  of  the  animals  as  they  arc  on 
board  the  Spanish  boats  ? — I should  say,  so  far  as 
influencing  the  spread  of  the  disease  goes,  they 
are  equally  comfortable. 

4259.  But  I mean  with  regard  to  the  discom- 
fort and  pain  the  cattle  might  meet  with  on 
board  ? — It  is  not  so  large  a trade,  to  begin  with ; 
it  is  done  by  a private  firm,  and  I must  say  that 
they  do  conduct  the  Spanish  trade  very  care- 
fully. 

4260.  Do  you  think  the  Dublin  people  keep 
their  lairs  in  good  condition  at  the  North  Wall ! 

hi  o,  it  is  not  so  good  as  it  should  be. 

4261.  In  fact,  there  are  places  called  lairs 
winch  are  so  only  in  name,  the  animals  being 
hept  m by  barrels,  and  so  on  ? — That  is  true. 

4262.  There  is  a very  large  amount  of  animals 
winch  pass  through  those  so-called  lairs  at  the 
iN  orth  Wall  weekly  ? — Yes,  that  is  so ; but  it  is 
necessary  to  bear  in  mind  that  that  cannot  gene- 
rate disease. 

4263.  I am  dealing  only  with  the  comfort  of 
he  cattle? — But  the  object  of  the  Committee  is 

the  disease  comes  into  England. 

. 4-64.  If  you  submit  animals  to  a great  deal  of 

scomfort  it  is  not  unlikely  to  extend  the  dis- 
no++iJ  1S  ^ ^ have  never  in  all  my  life  seen 
e so  badly  treated  as  they  are  in  the  parts  of 
Ireland  which  are  freest  from  disease. 

- 5.  You  admit  that  the  arrangements  for 
cattle  on  the  North  Wall  are  not 
?-They  might  be  better. 

I ,-  ?*  -*s  there  any  system  of  artificial  venti- 

f be>'oud  Just  a wind  sail,  or  any  substitute 
\ °°  board  those  vessels  ? — The  ventilation  is 
very  bad  indeed. 

Tou  have  g°t 110  fans  or  anything  of  that 

w 6 HOt  seen  an7- 

y°u  seen  any  tried  ? — I have  gone 


repeatedly  into  the  boats,  more  particularly  after 
what  I heard  from  Mr.  J eukius,  and  I came  over 
by  a cattle  boat  the  other  day,  and  the  cattle  did 
not  seem  to  suffer  very  much  upon  that  journey, 
certainly. 

4269.  What  was  the  temperature? — It  was 
not  so  bad  as  it  would  be  in  the  summer. 

4.270.  Have  you  heard  of  any  attempt  to  try 
an  artificial  ventilator  ? — There  has  been  such  an 
experiment  made. 

4271.  How  long  have  you  been  at  Glasnevin? 
— About  20  years. 

4272.  In  that  20  years  there  has  been  a great 
variation  in  the  intensity  of  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease in  Ireland,  has  there  not  ? — A great  deal. 

# 4273.  Sometimes  falling  to  very  small  dimen- 
sions, and  at  other  times  rising  ? — It  has  varied  a 
great  deal. 

4274.  I suppose  15  years  ago  there  was  no 
legislation  at  ail  upon  the  subject  applicable  to 
it  ? — I should  be  deceiving-  the  Committee  if  I 
were  not  to  tell  them  that  there  was  disease  in 
1858. 

4275.  But  was  there  any  restriction  in  the 
movement  of  cattle  in  1858  ? — Not  that  I am 
aware  of. 

4276.  Now,  at  all  events  in  1872,  a great  deal 
of  attention  has  been  given  to  the  matter,  and  an 
attempt  has  been  made  in  Parliament  to  check 
it  ? — An  attempt  lias  been  made. 

4277 . In  Ireland  through  the  instrumentality  of 
the  central  authority,  and  in  England  through 
the  local  authority  ? — Yes. 

4278.  I believe  it  has  entirely  failed  in  Ireland 
in  its  object  ? — What  I wish  to  convey  to  you  is, 
that  it  has  (lone  rather  better  there  than  in  Eng- 
land ; in  England  it  has  failed,  in  Ireland  it  has 
broken  down. 

4279.  The  results  to  the  community  are  the 
same ; there  has  been  as  much  loss  in  the  one 
country  as  in  the  other.  I think  we  may  admit, 
may  we  not,  that  the  two  systems  have  practically 
broken  down?— They  have  practically  broken 
down. 

4280.  Chairman.]  Do  you  consider  that  the 
regulations  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  Ireland  have  had  any  perceptible  effect  in 
checking  the  disease  ? — I think  they  have  had, 
and  must  have  had  a perceptible  effect. 

4281.  You  say  that,  notwithstanding  that  in 
spite  of  those  regulations,  there  were  15,000 
centres  of  disease  ? — So  I see  from  the  returns. 

4282.  Mr.  Pell.]  And  you  also  said  that  if 
there  was  any  decline  in  1871,  it  was  not  owing 
so  much  to  the  legislative  provisions  as  to  the 
character  of  the  animal  ? — No ; what  I said  was, 
that  in  the  rearing  districts  we  had  not  so  much 
of  the  disease.  If  I had  understood  that  I would 
be  examined  with  regard  to  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment I would  have  looked  into  it  more  care- 
fully. I came  before  the  Committee  simply  to 
state  my  own  experience.  I do  not  want  to  de- 
fend the  Veterinary  Department  in  Ireland  at 
all.  I have  had  very  little  to  do  with  it.  I know 
very  little  about  it. 

4283.  I thought  you  said  that  the  disease  was 
never  so  bad  during  the  last  30  years  as  it  was  in 
1872  ? — 1 never  knew  it  to  prevail  to  the  extent 
that  it  did  in  1872.  I never  knew  sheep  to  suffer 
so  severely. 

4284.  At  the  same  time,  there  were  never  suck 
complete  legislative  precautions  as  in  1872? — I 
consider  they  are  not  adequate;  they  did  not  go 
to  the  root  of  the  evil. 

t 2 4285.  But 
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4285.  But  such  as  they  .were,  there  were  more 
of  them  ?— Yes,  certainly. 

4286.  Now,  with  regard  to  your  loss  by  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  you  say  that  you  make  about 
620  gallons  of  milk  a year  at  the  Glasnevin  dairy? 
— Yes,  per  cow. 

42S7.  Do  you  use  the  milk  if  it  is  not 
ropy  ? — "What  I do  now  with  it  is  what  you  would 
do  yourself,  I boil  it  and  give  it  to  the  pigs.  I 
found  that  until  I did  that  it  gave  the  disease  to 
the  pigs. 

4288.  But  what  do  you  suppose  is  the  loss 
upon  the  amount  of  milk  from  a cow  aftectcd 
with  the  disease  when  the  animal  was  at  her 
best  ? — Taking  a diseased  animal,  and  looking  at 
the  yield  in  that  season,  and  what  is  the  ordinary 
yield,  I find  there  is,  on  the  average,  4 l.  per  cow 
difference  in  the  yield. 

4289.  Then,  in  addition  to  that,  her  bag  is  very 
much  injured,  is  it  not? — Yes,  until  the  next  calf, 
and  if  she  is  forward  in  calf  she  would  very  likely 
abort. 

4290.  The  Bight  Honourable  Chairman  asked 
you  how  you  arrived  at  the  loss,  and  you  told  the 
Committee;  but  would  it  he  possible  to  produce 
the  figures  unless  you  keep  a double  entry 
account  ? — To  give  that  I must  lcuow  the  amount 
of  stock  before  and  after  the  outbreak. 

4291.  Chairman.']  But  you  could  show  the 
amount  of  food  that  you  have  had  to  give  to  the 
cattle  in  addition  to  what  you  would  otherwise 
have  had  to  give  to  bring  them  back  to  condi- 
tion?— That  I could  do  for  you;  but  it  would 
be  upon  the  understanding  that  it  is  an  estimate 
only. 

4292.  Mr.  Pell.]  You  do  not  keep  an  account 
debiting  the  total  of  the  horned  stock  with  what 
comes  out  of  the  hay  yard,  and  crediting  them  with 
what  they  produce,  do  you? — I do,  for  the  year; 
hut  if  I were  to  give  you  a bond  jide  balance 
sheet  for  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  I must 
begin  when  it  begins. 

4293.  Your  alternative  recommendation  I be- 
lieve to  be  this,  to  reduce  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  to  some  small  limit  by  keeping  the  cattle 
at  home  ? — That  is  my  view. 


4294.  Do  yon  agree  with  tlie  recommendation 

of  the  central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  that  the 
removal  of  all  animals  should  be  prohibited  during' 
the  months  of  J unc  and  July  ? — I do.  ° 

4295.  Do  you  fix  the  months  ? — Yes. 

4296.  "When? — During  June  and  July. 

4297.  Then  having,  as  you  would  expect 
reduced  the  number  of  eases,  after  those  two 
months  had  expired  you  would  kill  in  all  the 
cases  that  hereafter  arose  ? — Yes,  I would. 

4298.  And  you  would  compensate  the  fanners 
fully  ? — Yes,  that  would  he  matter  of  detail.  I 
should  hope  that  you  would  carry  the  agricultural 
interest  with  you. 

4299.  Now,  what  do  you  mean  by  giving  the 
full  value  in  the  case  of  plcuro-pncumonia ; let 
me  put  it  in  this  way : suppose  I have  a hundred 
animals,  and  I put  50  in  one  park  and  50  in 
another,  and  pleuro-pncumonia  breaks  out  among 
one-fifty  and  not  among  the  other,  leaving  the 
others  perfectly  free,  do  you  imagin  that,  if  I 
brought  dealers  there  to  purchase  the  animals,  the 
attacked  lot  would  he  of  the  same  value  as  those 
where  there  was  no  disease ; would  you,  yourself, 
supposing  the  animals  to  be  of  equal  quality,  give 
as  much  for  the  50  animals  where  the  disease  nad 
broken  out  as  for  the  50  where  the  disease  had 
not  broken  out? — I should  not,  as  a matter  of 
prudence.  If  the  Bight  Honourable  Chairman  will 
allow  me,  I should  like  to  qualify  my  answer  by 
saying  that  I took  the  value  in  your  sense,  which 
I think  is  the  correct  sense. 

4300.  Chairman  ] By  the  full  value,  you 
mean  the  value  of  the  animal  after  the  disease 
has  got  to  the  herd? — I quite  agree  with  the 
honourable  Member,  that  every  herd  of  cattle  in 
which  the  infection  appears  is  lessened  in  value 
thereby. 

4301.  Therefore,  by  the  full  value,  you  mean 
the  value  of  the  herd  after  the  disease  has  broken 
out? — Yes,  I quite  acecpt  that  view. 

4302.  Mr.  Pell.]  The  value  being  also  affected 
by  the  legislative  restrictions  which  we  put  upon 
movement  ? — Qu ite  so. 


Mr.  George  Piiilcox,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


Mr.  4303.  Chairman.]  How  long  have  yoii  been 

G.  Philcox.  clerk  to  the  Deptford  Market,  since  its  forma- 
tion? — Yes. 

4304.  Mr.  Clare  Head.]  Do  you  consider  your 
Deptford  Market  to  be  in  all  respects  well  regu- 
lated ? — Yes. 

4305.  How  many  cattle  can  you  accommodate 
there  ? — Of  oxen  about  5,000. 

4306.  And  how  many  sheep? — About 
14,000. 

4307.  "What  is  the  greatest  amount  of  stock 
that  you  have  ever  had  in  any  one  week?— I can 
scarcely  tell,  about  3,000  beasts  I should  think, 
and  about  7,000  or  8,000  sheep. 

4308.  "What  is  the  amount  that  you  now 
receive  ? — About  350  beasts,  that  is  bullocks  ; 
Iherc  are  no  sheep. 

4309.  Where  do  they  come  from? — All  from 
Germany. 

4310.  None  from  any  other  place? — No. 

4311.  Do  you  believe  that  there  is  any  great  loss 
to  the  importer  from  sending  them  to  that  mar- 
ket ? — I cannot  say. 

4312.  Do  they  very  much  dislike  coming  there, 


if  they  have  not  an  order  to  come  ?— I do  not 
think  so. 

4313.  You  stated  that  no  improvement  was 
necessary  in  your  market ; do  you  not  think  it 
very  desirable  to  have  railway  communication  to 
the  market,  so  that  the  manufacturing  districts 
might  be  supplied  with  meat  direct  from  the 
market? — Yes,  I think  so. 

4314.  How  far  is  it  to  the  railway  ? —B 'B 

seven  minutes’  walk  to  the  Deptford  Station,  upon 
the  Greenwich  line.  . , 

4315.  Can  they  load  at  the  Deptford  Station. 
— No,  it  is  a passenger  station. 

4316.  Where  do  they  go  to  load  ?— They  take 

them  up  in  vans  from  the  market.  , 

4317.  How  far  is  that? — It  is  about  three 
a half  miles  to  Smithficld  Market. 

4318.  So  that,  of  course,  if  any  butcher  fro® 
Manchester  wanted  a lot  of  dead  meat,  he  wou 
have  to  convey  it  in  vans,  if  he  came  to  yo 
market  to  buy  it? — He  would. 

4319.  Chairman.]  With  regard  to  the  cattle 
which  are  slaughtered  at  your  market,  d°es  ^ 
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meat  generally  go  to  the  dead-meat  market  ? It 

4320.  It  does  not  go  to  the  purchasers  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood,  does  it  ? — No ; gene- 
rally to  London. 

4321.  Do  you  think  that  if  there  was  railway 
communication  direct  to  the  market,  you  would 
have  buyers  direct  from  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts coming  to  you,  as  they  did  when  the  market 
was  temporarily  at  Mr.  Odam’s  wharf? — Yes, 
I think  so. 

4322.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  the  market  at 
Deptford  is  in  every  respect  good  and  complete, 
with  that  one  exception? — Yes. 

4323.  Did  you  find  much  practical  inconveni- 
ence in  working  the  division  of  the  slaughter 
place  for  the  animals  which  -were  diseased,  and 
those  which  were  not  ? — No. 

4324.  Mr.  Lusk.']  It  is  only  three  miles  and  a 
half  to  the  market? — Yes. 

4325.  Do  you  know  the  docks? — Yes. 

4326.  Do  you  know  that  there  is  an  immense 
quantity  of  sugar  and  tea  there? — Yes. 

4327.  Does  that  go  to  market  by  vans? — 
Yes. 

4328.  And  that  is  much  more  than  all  your 
meat  put  together? — Yes,  in  weight. 

4329.  Chairman.]  Do  you  think  there  is  any 
difference  in  the  price  at  which  your  meat  is  sold, 
from  what  it  would  be  sold  at  the  dead  meat 
market  ? — I hear  there  is  not  much  difference. 

4330.  Mr.  Clare  Mead.]  Do  the  dead  meat 
buyers  come  down  to  your  market  and  buy,  or  is 
the  meat  all  taken  to  Smithfield  before  it  is  sold  ? 


— It  is  nearly  all  taken  to  Smithfield,  but  not 
quite ; sometimes  it  goes  direct  by  rail  to  Aider- 
shot  and  various  places. 

4331.  Mr.  Pell.]  Are  there  any  salesmen  in 
Deptford  whose  business  it  is  to  sell  the  dead 
meat  there,  or  do  the  salesmen  do  their  business 
in  Smithfield? — In  Smithfield. 

4332.  The  absolute  selling,  as  a rule,  is  in 
Smithfield  ? — Yes. 

4333.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  When  you  had  your 
3,000  cattle  in  a week  there,  there  was  a very 
considerable  amount  of  cartage  incurred?  — 
Yes. 

4334.  What  becomes  of  the  offal  at  Deptford? 
— It  is  carted  away. 

4335.  Have  you  heard  any  complaints  that  the 
offal  is  hurt  in  the  carriage  ? — No. 

4336.  Not  in  hot  weather? — No,  I have  not 
heal'd  so. 

4337.  Mr.  Pell.]  How  far  is  the  nearest  rail- 
way station  from  the  market  gate  at  which  you 
could  load  meat? — That  would  be  the  Brighton 
Railway,  I suppose  ; about  a mile. 

4338.  Mr.  Lusk.]  How  far  are  you  from  the 
Greenwich  Railway  ? — About  seven  minutes’ 
walk : a quarter  of  a mile. 

4339.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Hpw  long  would  the 
tramway  be  that  would  be  necessary  to  connect 
Deptford  Market  with  the  railway  ?— I suppose 
about  a mile,  or  a mile  and  a half,  perhaps. 

4340.  Have  you  heard  traders  complain  of  the 
want  of  railway  accommodation? — No. 

4341.  You  have  no  distant  buyers  ? — No,  not 
from  the  country. 
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Monday,  28 th  April  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 

Mr  Dodson. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 


Mr,  Monsell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetsoa. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  Thomas  Baldwin,  called  in ; and  further  Examined. 


4342.  Mr.  Kavanaffh."]  You  said,  on  the  last 
Professor  day  of  your  examination,  that  you  were  in  charge 
T.  Baldwin,  of,  or  superintended,  200  model  farms  scattered 

over  the  whole  of  Ireland? — I said  Agricultural 

28  April  schools. 

1^73-  4343.  Are  they  not  very  nearly  the  same? — 

It  does  not  follow  that  an  agricultural  school  is 
attached  to  a farm  which  deserves  to  be  called  a 
model  farm ; they  are  schools  to  which  a small 
number  of  acres,  varying  from  two  to  close  on  200, 
as  at  Glasnevin,  are  attached. 

4344.  Are  those  schools  equally  scattered 
throughout  the  four  provinces? — Not  equally. 

4345.  Could  you  say  how  they  are  scattered  ? 
I could  give  you  a copy  of  my  report  for  last  year, 
which  gives  the  figures,  or  put  in  an  abstract 
before  the  Committee.  I may  mention  that  there 
is  no  county  in  Ireland  without  an  agricultural 
school  of  some  kind,  except  the  county  of  Wex- 

4346.  There  is  an  agricultural  school  which 
you  superintend  in  every  county  in  Ireland,  ex- 
cept Wexford? — Yes. 

4347.  How  often  in  the  year  do  you  visit  each 
of  those  schools  ? — It  varies  vei’y  much ; the 
principal  ones  I visit  very  frequently  indeed; 
there  are  two  gentlemen  acting  with  me,  one 
having  the  north  and  one  the  south ; and,  with  a 
view  to  a division  of  labour,  they  confine  them- 
selves more  to  the  small  ones,  while  my  time  and 
attention  are  rather  centred  upon  the  schools  and 
farms  managed  for  the  public  account. 

4348.  Do  yon  personally  visit  each  school  once 
a year?— No. 

4349.  Do  you  ever,  when  visiting  those  schools, 
attend  the  local  fairs  and  markets  in  the  districts 
in  which  they  are  situated?— I make  it  a rule, 
even  without  business,  to  go  to  the  fairs  and 
markets  to  see  how  they  get  on.  Sometimes  I 
have  business  there,  sometimes  I have  not ; but 
I do  attend  fairs  and  markets  very  much  indeed. 

4350.  Is  your»knowlcdge  of  the  fairs  and  mar- 
kets in  Ireland  a very  general  one ; that  is  to 
say,  not  limited  to  one  province  or  one  county  ? 
— I have  been  in  fairs  and  markets  in  every  one 
of  the  counties. 

4351.  I presume,  from  your  superintendence 
of  those  schools,  you  are  brought  very  much  in 
contact  with  the  farming  class  ? — I am  neces- 
sarily brought  very  much  in  contact  with  the 
faming  class. 


4352.  It  gives  you  an  intimate  acquaintance 
with  their  habits  and  opinions,  and  the  manner 
in  which  they  carry  out  their  business?— It  does. 

4353.  Will  you  tell  the  Committee  if  there  is 
any  movement  of  cattle,  independently  of  fairs 
and  markets,  in  the  country  ? — There  is,  but  not 
very  much  so.  All  private  dealings  in  cattle  are, 
of  course,  independently  of  fairs  and  markets, 
such  as  the  movement,  to  begin  with,  of  short- 
horned  cattle  by  private  purchasers. 

4354.  Is  there  not  a good  deal  of  movement  of 
cattle  in  respect  to  what  are  termed  grazing 
cattle  ? — From  farm  to  farm,  and  from  district  to 
district,  there  is.  Some  men  have  farms  in 
different  parts  of  the  country.  I know  men,  for 
instance,  who  have  rearing  farms  in  the  west  of 
Ireland,  and  who  have  finishing  lands  in  Leinster; 
that,  I presume,  is  what  you  refer  to.  There 
arc  several  districts  in  Ireland  where  men  have 
rearing  farms,  and  then  finish  off  upon  the  fatten- 
ing lands. 

4355.  But  independently  of  that,  are  there  not 
numbers  of,  we  will  say,  the  brothers  and  younger 
sons  of  farmers,  and  the  class  of  people  that  are 
called  farmers’  boys,  although  they  may  be  grown 
men,  who  have  laid  by  some  of  them  considerable 
sums  of  money  which  they  invest  in  cattle,  and 
who  take  grazing  grounds  ? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

4356.  Must  there  not  he  a good  deal  of  move- 
ment of  cattle  in  such  eases  as  that  from  farm  to 
farm,  according  as  the  owner  can  find  grass  for 
them  ? — There  is  such  a movement,  but  what  I 
should  be  disposed  to  say  is,  that  it  forms  a very 
small  per-centagc  of  the  whole  movement  of  cattle 
in  Ireland. 

4357.  But  there  is  such  a movement  ?— There 
is  such  a movement. 

4358.  You  stated,  as  I understood,  that  the 
number  of  cattle  jobbers  was  not  very  large?— 
On  the  contrary,  I said  the  number  is  large. 

4359.  You  stated  first,  that  they  were  more 
than  you  liked  to  see  them,  and  then  that  the 
number  was  not  so  very  great  compared  to  the 
number  of  farmers  in  the  country  ? — I understood 
the  honourable  Member  for  Sligo  to  ask  me 
whether  they  did  not  form  a very  large  propor- 
tion, and  whether  the  majority  of  the  small 
farmers  were  not  jobbers;  and  then  I stated  it 
as  my  opinion  that  they  did  not  amount  to  50  or 
even  25  per  cent.  I put  it  in  that  way. 

4360.  You  suggested  that  the  jobbers  shou 
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be  licensed? — I should  be  very  glad  to  see  them 
licensed.  I should  be  very  glad  to  sec  a number 
of  them  stamped  out  altogether. 

4361.  Let  me  refer  you  to  Question  4212  : 
what  I wanted  to  ask  was  this ; how  could  you 
manage  to  license  all  these  men,  these  brothers 
and  younger  sons  of  farmers,  and  servant  boys  : 
bow  could  you  propose  to  carry  out  such  a thing 
as  that? — 1 do  not  see  any  practical  difficulty  in 
managing  a scheme  of  granting  licenses  to  them, 
but  it  is  no  part  of  my  own  scheme,  or  I think  of 
any  scheme  for  repressing,  or  certainly  stamping 
out  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; I was  merely  asked 
incidentally  about  them.  I do  not  sec  any  more 
difficulty  about  granting  licenses  to  them  than  to 
anybody  else. 

4362.  But  with  these  divers  movements  of 
stock  belonging  to  these  different  persons,  which 
you  propose  to  repress  in  the  mouths  of  June 
and  July,  it  would  be  necessary  to  know  who 
they  belonged,  to,  to  carry  out  your  scheme  per- 
fectly ? — Possibly  the  object  which  you  have  in 
view  now  would  be  better  met,  if  I suggest  what 
has  often  occurred  to  me  with  regard  to  the  trade 
in  cattle,  which  is  perfectly  independent  of  my 
own  proposition.  I hold,  and  I think  I can  prove 
to  the  Committee,  that  the  great  evil  in  Ireland, 
as  far  as  regards  the  propagation  of  infectious 
diseases,  is  done  by  jobbers.  I have  known  many 
instances  in  which  they  have  found  it  their  in- 
terest to  deal  in  diseased  cattle,  simply  because 
they  had  bought  them  at  a low  price.  They  ran 
them  in  with  a large  lot  of  healthy  stock  and  sent 
them  oyer  to  England.  But  it  appears  to  me,  ns 
a practical  means  of  putting  an  end  to  that,  that 
you  could  make  an  order  prohibiting  any  man  from 
selling  stock  who  had  not  them  in  his  own  bond Jidc 
possession  for  a certain  time.  I may  mention  to 
the  Committee  that  I believe  that  would  bo  a 
more  effectual  check  upon  it  than  any  system  of 
licensing,  although  I think  the  licensing  would  be 
useful. 

4363.  .Do  not  you  think  that  that  would  be  a 
very  arbitrary  restriction  upon  trade  and  private 
enterprise  ? — But  when  you  come  to  deal  with  a 
great  evil  like  that  of  infectious  diseases,  which  I 
maintain  entail  an  enormous  loss  upon  Ireland, 
England,  and  Scotland,  you  must  deal  with  it,  as 
i.  said  before,  with  a high  hand,  and  1 do  not  think 
it  would  be  too  arbitrary  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
case. 

4364.  I think  you  said  that  you  had  had  com- 
munication with  a number  of  farmers,  cattle 
(ealers,  and  sales  masters,  upon  the  subject  of 

e proposed  plan,  and  that  your  opinion  was  that 
™ey  would  rather  support  it  ? — 1 said  I had 
t0i  a number  men  whom  I knew  very 
’ anci  uI>on  whose  judgment  I could  place 
_ a'lce5  but  I did  not  say  I consulted  a large 
number,  because  I think  it  is  plain,  if  you  want 
of •£UJ  '"^Pendent  opinion  upon  a question 
or  tl  i , * tiat  Jou  must  not  consult  the  jobbers 
liU  il- e • ;s*  tou  eaunot  deal  with  a great  evil 
i 18  Without  interfering  with  somebody.  My 
national 18  8,ir?pl?  directed  t0  preserving  the 
time  dr,;  °f  tlie  eouutry,  and  at  the  same 

4ofi-ln,S  as  e Phonal  injury  as  possible, 
nrnvo  . 4 resPecfc  to  those  who  did  an- 
or  °TUr  P an> was  their  approval  unqualified, 

cessful  S *1?0™1  °n'  y°UV  pkn  beinS  suc- 
referpn'rvn  + !,  11ie3\  express  any  opinion  with 
plan  ,„?e  t0  t ie  probability  of  the  success  of  the 
spoken  ,mF!P°Se  !~No  Per80a  to  whom  I have 
0 58  Up°n  t ie  6ubJect  has  expressed  an  adverse 


opinion  as  to  the  success  of  the  scheme,  provided 
the  period  was  sufficiently  long. 

43G6.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  learn  that  a 
very  largo  number  of  the  principal  graziers  and 
sales  masters  engaged  in  the  Irish  cattle  trade 
advocate  the  omission  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
from  the  Act  altogether?  — I have  heard  that 
opinion  expressed  by  one  of  the  largest  salesmen 
in  Dublin,  a man  who  farms  2,000  or  3,000  acres 
himself,  and  a man  who,  I may  say,  inspires  a 
good  deal  of  the  agitation  on  the  question;  his 
decided  opinion  is  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
restriction  at  all ; that  he  ought  to  be  permitted 
to  do  what  he  likes  with  his  own ; but  I said  to 
him,  “ Would  you  go  so  far  as  to  insist  upon 
being  allowed  to  do  what  you  pleased  with  a mad 
dog,  which  was  your  own?  ” And  he  said,  “ Yes.” 
After  that  opinion,  I am  prepared  for  anything 
which  I may  hear  upon  the  subject.  I may  add 
that  I have  seen  in  the  papers  that  Professor 
Brown  stated  it,  as  his  opinion,  that  the  farmers 
of  England  are  very  indifferent  upon  the  subject. 

43G7.  My  question  was  whether  you  would  he 
surprised  to  know  that  this  indifference  did  exist? 
— I am  quite  aw  are  that  it  does  exist. 

4363.  And  that  the  tendency  of  those  inte- 
rested in  the  cattle  trade  is  more  to  lessen  the 
restrictions  than  to  increase  them? — Yes;  but 
then  I think  I may  be  allowed  to  add,  in  reference 
to  that  point,  and  I am  sure  that  you  will  find 
it  is  the  case,  that  the  men  who  advocate  that 
course  have  found  that  the  present  regulations 
are  vexatious,  without  being  efficacious,  and  they 
have  no  hope  of  any  scheme  being  put  into 
practice  by  which  they  would  get  what  I call 
adequate  compensation  for  animals  which  it  may 
he  necessary  to  slaughter. 

43G9.  Your  plan  is  shortly  this:  In  the  month 
of  June  to  close  all  fairs  and  markets,  and  to 
stop  the  movement  of  all  store  stock  for  six 
weeks  or  two  months,  and  after  that  you  would 
slaughter  every  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
which  appeared  in  the  country? — What  I did 
say,  or  at  all  events  what  I wanted  to  convey, 
and  what  I desire  now  to  state  most  explicitly  is, 
that  I believe  those  diseases  are  produced  by 
infection,  and  by  infection  only,  and  that  the 
only  way  of  stamping  or  killing  out  the  disease 
is  to  have  a knowledge  of  that  leading  fact 
before,  you,  and  that  as  a matter  of  principle  you 
must  impose  restrictions  for  a time  sufficiently 
long  to  stamp  out  the  disease.  I should  be  very 
sorry  to  commit  myself  so  expressly  as  you  have 
put  it,  that  a period  of  six  weeks  would  be  suf- 
cient  to  kill  out  the  disease  ; I said  that  I would 
begin  with  six  weeks  or  two  months. 

4370.  You  were  asked  as  Question  3908 : — 

“ How  long  is  an  animal  generally  ill  which  is 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease.  I refer  to 
attacks  which  would  leave  the  animal  still  con- 
tagious,” and. your  answer  was,  “ About  a week.” 
Q-  “Not  more  ? A.  Not  more  in  ordinary  cases. 
Q.  Your  notion  would  be  that  these  six  weeks 
would  give  time  for  all  the  diseased  animals  to 
be  cured  or  to  die,  and  that  the  steps  that  you 
would  take  would  prevent  any  movement.  A.  I 
should  hope  so  ” ? — I did  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  disease  would  in  every  case  be  killed  out 
within  a period  of  six  weeks. 

4371.  At  Question  3913  you  were  asked: 

“ And  you  feel  confidence,  from  your  experience, 
that  six  weeks  of  that  kind  of  regulation  would 
be  sufficient?” — What  I meant  to  convey  was, 
that  I would  begin  with  a period  of  six  weeks  or 
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,,  , ■ 1 .i  t ,,,1,1  +lii«5  that  X was  Quite  whatever  source  it  came,  filtered  through  tlip 

? 3SK  S S^re “ult  o Siw  during”  period  ground  or  how  did  it  get  into  the  se  wers  F-fi 
S d “weeks  or  two  mouths  would  be  so  strikiug  ^r»undj.ud  been  ^ so .turn ted  «k  the  use  of  ^ 
that  I believe  as  firmly  as  I believe  in  my  own 
existence,  that  you  would  have  the  landed  gentry 
and  tenant  farmers  coming  to  you  and  begging 
you  to  continue  the  restrictions. 

4372.  But  otherwise,  what  I read  about  your 
■proposals  is  correctly  expressed,  that  you  would 
close  the  markets  and  fairs  ? — 1 es ; I would 

close  all  markets  and  fairs  for  store  stock.  _ • Vlls  Wa« 

4373  And  into  tho  p.,dW  bdi™ 

ufleotod  after  a certa  period,  soy  two  montM  0 ^ stated  to  tho  Committee  that  it  passed 

right  over  or  throtigli  the  2o-:icro  iiirni,  the  animals 
wnue  h \\oiuu  uc.  * ,i  tironertv  in  being  upon  grass,  and  not  affecting  one  of  them. 

It?  stock  in  Ireland,  to  close  tho  markets  be-  and  went  into  the  little  place  that  the  three 
tween  the  great  May  fairs  and  the  great  autumn  cattle  of  tho  Oi-aero  farm  were  supplied  w,th 
fairs.  The  great  May  fairs  aie  fairs  ioi^  sup-  w pjov/  ]ong  do  you  suppose  the  rims 


liquid  manure  time  after  time,  that  the  soil 
its  power  of  retaining  the  deleterious  matter,  and 
when  I went  to  examine  the  sewage  I found  it 
came  out  as  it  went  upon  the  land. 

4384.  It  came  out  as  dirty  as  it  went  upon 
the  land ; it  was  not  filtered  ? — It  was  not 
filtered. 

4385.  And  you  think  the  poisonous  matter 
‘ rials  was  carried  in  an  intact  state 


autumn  laM  aie^  be  m inoon.  quaking  as  a man  without  a medayl  eduMm, 


feeding,  nuu  inuiuugu  “ 'T"  I"  Ip'-Vp  l do  not  wish  to  express  an  opinion  upon  a 

TZklhe  ‘landed  interest  ought  to  hoar  for  the  matter  of  that  kind 


think  the  landed  interest  ought 
purpose  of  ridding  the  country  of  so  great  an 
nxtil  ■ tmfl  tliA  ino.nn  venience  and  loss  could  be 


evil. 

* prevented  to  a great  extent. 


4374.  After  this  closing  you  would  slaughter 
every  animal,  which  appeared  affected,  in  the 
country  ? — I would. 

4375.  I did  not  quite  understand  whether  you 

meant  that  the  stoppage  of  fairs  and  markets  for 
store  stock  in  the  summer  should  he  an  ar 

pwiods^of" about  three  weeks  to  elapse.  Iam 
‘’ton  and  the  autumn  fairs,  I have  no  donbt  unite  clear  t at  in  ronnt 


as  my  observation  as  a practical  man  goes,  I 
think  the  virus  is  capable  of  living  a consider- 
able time  in  water,  but  certainly  not  in  the  fir, 
and  I will  add  the  reason  which  induces  me  to 
think  so.  I have  known  animals  in  afield  suffer- 
ing from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  I have 
known  the  land  to  be  cleared  after  an  interval  of 
about  three  weeks.  I could  not  fix  the  precise  dates 


the'  summer  simulate 'anTuuu'd  witlie.it  my  note-books,  which,  ere,  miibrtnnatel, 
were  locked  up  m my  office  at  home.  I have  known 


May 


at  all  you  would  kill  out  the  disease. 

4376.  But  do  you  propose  that  this  enactment 
should  be  put  in  force  every  summer?— I do  not. 

4377.  'But  only  once? — Only  once. 

4378.  After  that  you  would  depend  upon  the 
slaughter  to  keep  the  disease  in  check  ? — -1  would ; 


have  seen  healthy  animals  put  upon  the  same 
land  without  taking  the  disease. 

4387.  After  a period  of  three  weeks?— A 
period  of  about  three  weeks.  So  far  as  I can 
udge,  it  is  a mere  matter  of  opinion,  and  wt 


being  a medical  man,  I speak  with  great 


plague. 

4379.  You  stated  that  you  believed  the  disease 
to  be  of  the  most  highly  infectious  character,  and 
that  it  could  be  communicated  by  infection  and 
infection  only? — I do  believe  that. 

4380.  And  you  say  also  that  you  believe  t.ic 
•disease  can  be  communicated  by  inoculation,  by 
the  milk  of  infected  animals,  by  water,  by  feed- 
ing vessels,  by  the  clothes  of  the  owners  and  the 
lift rd sman.  bv  streams,  and  by  sewers? — I do. 


face  water,  the  poison  may  remain  longer  than 
where  you  have  well-drained  land. 

4388.  Was  this  land  wet  land?— ho,  it  wa» 
drained  land,  but  surcharged  with  sewage. 

4389.  Mr.  Clare  How  deep  were  tke 

drains?— The  parallel  drains  were  cut  from  4 to 

4390.  Mr.  Kamna<jh.\  There  was  evidence 

herdsman, "by  streams,  and  by  sewers?— I do._  given  before  this  ^XuXalLV  a* 

4381.  And  in  the  case  of  the  sewers  you  m-  conveyed  from  this  countiy  believethat 

■stance d,  what  was  the  distance  which  the  stream  animals  sent  there  »»  a ship  , d° 7 occupyiDg 
run  which  infected  the  three  head  oi  cattle  from  ““^^X’/JFhave  heard  thalVt  I w«« 


the  field  where  the  diseased  herd  were  ? — It  was 


about””  the  eighth  of  a mile,  it  crossed  three  -are  ttat  the 


fields. 


4382.  How  do  you  suppose  this  infection  was  have  been  asked  about  it  by  the 

„jnveyed ; was  it  from  the  urine  or  the  dung,  or  think  Professor 

the  saliva  of  diseased  animals?— In  answer  to  question,  how  I could  f neuin0nia 

that  question  I feel  it  right  to  say  that,  upon  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  or  pleuio  1 a 
what  might  he  called  the  medical  aspect  of  the  in  Victoria,  or  m those  colonies , i nOT-to 

Question.  I do  not  presume  to  state  an  opinion.  I to  him  was  the  answer  which  s yDd. 


' to  question,  how  I could  account  for  th®out1^ 
non  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  or  pleuro-pneumon 


question^  I do  not  presume  to  state  an  opinion.  I to  him  was  the  answer  wlucn  Ajg  kind, 

come  to  deal  with  it  more  as  a practical  man,  give,  that  in  dealing  with  mA  +iiat  these 


come  to  ueai  wim  ix  more  as  u luu^uyiu  - o me  that  tnew 

and,  therefore,  any  opinion  which  I may  give  having  such  strong  proofs  to  san  y b infection 
you  upon  the  subject  is  one  which  .certainly  diseases  arc  i cti 3 , _aucl  prou  ^ undeserving 


should  be  subject  to  a very  wide  qualification;  only,  I should  really  wipe  aside,  as 
and  having  given  that  qualification,  I shall  simply  of  consideration,  an  isolated  case 

r ume  /<AMT7ftvpr1  hnt.li  in  t.lift  Tndftnendentlv  of  this.  I would  say. 


aside,  as  undeserflj 


of  that 


kind. 


say  that  isuppose  it  was  conypyed*  both  intbe  Independently  of  iris.  I would 

- ■”  ■ ” -s  in  the  saliva  which  to  this  qualification,  that  I really  clo  non  ^ 

express  any  method  “P™  mefcJP”* 


fecal  discharges  as  well  as 
drops  upon  the  grass,  for  instance. 

4383.  Do  you  think  that  this  poison,  from 
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of  the  question.  I see  no  reason  -why  the  poison  4399.  But  you  have  not  inspected  every  car<m?  n ... 
of  the  disease  might  not  be  locked  up  m water  —It  is  impossible  that  I could  have  done  so  ° ’ m„fBOr. 
on  board  ship  in  such  a way  as  to  have  its  vitality  4400.  I only  want  to  know  if  there  is  open  any  1 ' Baldmn‘ 
preserved;  but  if  you  preserve  the  vitality  on  door  of  danger  ?— I do  not  believe  there  is  lam  28  April 
board  ship  for  the  time  specified,  that  is  a totally  quite  sure  that  if  there  was  the  slio-htest  dano-er  1873 
different  thing  from  doing  it  on  ordinary  land.  Professor  Ferguson  would  lono-  since  have  taken 

4391.  I asked  you  whether  you  thought  it  some  notice  of  it,  or  some  action  to  prevent  it 

possible  to  convey  the  disease,  after  a voyage  of  4401.  You  further  stated  in  your  evidence 
three  months,  on  board  ship?— I believe  it  pos-  that  you  did  not  believe  in  the  efficacy  of  iuspec- 
sible  to  have  the  disease  carried  in  water  on  tion,  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  discover  the 
board  ship  during  that  period,  and  I see  no  diffi-  disease  in  a latent  state  ? — I expressed  that 
culty  in  accounting  for  the  outbreak  of  the  dis-  opinion.  1 

ease  in  Australia  in  another  way.  I knew  an  4402.  And  that  you  are  also  opposed  to 
animal  last  year  that  took  the  disease  three  quarantine?— Yes,  I am  totally  opposed  to  quar- 

times  over,  and  the  poison  would  be  preserved  antine.  1 

on  board  ship  in  that  way.  I submit  that  4403.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  any  import- 
it  could  be  preserved  in  either  of  two  ways ; ation  of  calves  or  cattle,  goats  or  sheep  or  pi°-s 
first,  in  the  water;  and  secondly,  in  the  animals  from  England  into  Ireland?— I have  not  seen 
themselves,  taking  it  from  one  another  over  and  myself  a case  of  importation.  We  do  import  a 
over  again.  few  well-bred  stock,  and  occasionally  have  im- 

4392.  Further  evidence  was  given  before  this  ported  some  calves,  from  time  to  time. 

Committee,  that  it  was  possible  to  convey  infec-  4404.  You  do  not  think  that  it  is  a general 
tion  bv  means  of  merchandise  bales  of  goods,  trade  ?— No,  I think  I am  justified  in  sayino-  that 
hides,  hoofs,  and  horns,  and  such  tilings  as  that,  it  is  not  a oeneral  trade.  ° 

and  any  sort  of  merchandise  which  had  been  in  4405.  I was  informed  that  there  were  a -rood 
contact  with  infected  animals  ; do  you  think  many  calves  imported  from  England  into  Ireland 
that  that  is  the  case?  I am  quite  clear  upon  to  be  reared? — From  time  to  time  there  have  been, 
this  point,  that  porous  material  will  absorb  and  4406.  You  yourself  referred  to  some  calves 
retain  the  poison.  I am  not  quite  so  clear  with  which  hacl  been  imported  from  Lancashire  9— 
reference  to  its  power  of  doing  so  for  a lenglh  of  That  was  a good  while  ago  ; the  fact  was  put 
tu“®'  „ T,  „ before  a Committee  of  this  House,  as  far  back  as 

4393.  .But  still  you  are  of  opinion  that  these  1864,  and  proved,  as  far  as  I can  remember, 

different  kinds  of  merchandise  would  import  in-  That  bore  upon  the  introduction  of  the  disease 
fection?— I am.  into  Ireland  at  that  particular  time,  but  I am 

4394.  You  stated  in  your  evidence  on  the  last  not  aware  of  any  trade  at  the  present  moment, 
occasion  that  no  disease  had  been  imported  into  Professor  Ferguson  will  be  able  to  put  before 
Ireland  from  Spain  or  Portugal;  have  you  your-  you  the  actual  numbers,  if  there  is  any  such 
self  inspected  each  cargo  upon  its  arrival  in  this  trade. 

country  ?— Not  eacli  cargo.  . 4407.  From  some  sources  I have  heard  that 

. 4395.  Then  you  cannot  speak  from  having  there  is  a considerable  trade,  but  from  others 
inspected  each  cargo  ? — I can  speak  from  Laving  that  there  is  not.  I moved  for  returns,  but 
examined  a very  large  number  of  the  animals,  the  Government  were  not  able  to  give  them, 
and  you  will  get  it  from  Professor  Ferguson,  therefore,  I wanted  to  get  your  opinion.  Your 

who  is  ^the  authority  who  I suppose  inspects  opinion  is,  that  there  is  no  trade  of  any  import- 

them.  j_  stated  upon  the  authority  of  respectable  anee  ? — My  opinion  is  that  there  is  not  at  present 
men  engaged  in  the  business,  and  1 have  never  auy  importation  of  calves  from  England  to  Ireland 
heard  of  a case.  J am  very  often  in  the  Dublin  which  deseves  the  name  of  trade, 
market,  and  have  an  opportunity  of  speaking  to  4408.  I did  not  gather  from  you  whether  you 
persons  acquainted  with  the  facts.  proposed  to  extend  your  suggestion  for  stopping 

4396.  Mr.  Jenkins,  in  his  report  to  the  Royal  the  disease  to  England? — No;  as  I stated  to  the 

Agricultural  Society  of  England,  at  page  218,  Committee  before,  my  duties  bring  me  into  con- 

says  that  from  Spain  and  Portugal  a considerable  tact  with  the  wants  of  the  Irish  people.  I think 
number  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  I know  the  arrangements  for  fairs  and  markets 
disease  are  imported  into  Liverpool,  and  in  1871  as  regards  Ireland,  and  I propose  to  confine 
he  gives  the  number  of  those  cases  as  493  ; if  myself  very  much  to  the  consideration  of  the 
these  are  the  facts  as  to  the  importations  into  question  as  it  affects  Ireland, 
the  port  of  Liverpool  alone,  how  can  Ireland  4409.  But  you  think,  I presume,  that  what 
get  off  free  ? — I have  seen  that  statement  in  would  be  good  for  Ireland,  by  stopping  the  trade, 

K "®nk*ns’s  paper.  But  1 would  certainly  would  be  good  for  England  too? — I should  cer- 
eg  the.  Committee  to  allow  me  to  put  iu  this  tainly  say  so. 

0 servation,  that  in  legislating  upon  a great  4410.  Are  you  aware  that  the  general  nature 
question  of  this  kind  you  must  not  allow  your-  of  the  evidence  which  we  have  received  from  the 
8e  ves,  if  you  will  forgive  me  for  saying  so,  to  be  veterinary  profession  is  that  it  would  be  impos- 
• y a small  fact  of  that  kind,  in  the  face  siblo  to  stamp  out  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
42Q-7  a/t  ^ ots  wkich  you  have  before  you.  equally  impossible  to  guard  ourselves  against  its 

cattl  f ^r‘  I)odsoni\  The  big  fact  being  that  introduction? — I am  quite  aware  that  that  opinion 
dis  6 p0r?„^ie  Peninsula  are  exempt  from  the  has  been  expressed,  and  expressed  by  men. for 
ji  • ease  yue  big  fact  is  that  we  know  that  the  whom  I may  say  I have  the  greatest  possible 
^ighly  infectious.  admiration.  I read  in  the  Chamber  off  Agricul- 

^ • 8.  Mr.  Kavanagh.~\  Your  evidence  is  that  ture  Journal  that  Professor  Brown  had  ex- 
f e W ^rom  Spain  and  Portugal  are  free  pressed  that  opinion.  Professor  Brown  is  a pro- 
ire?1  ~Te.  iaea9e,  so  far  as  you  know? — So  far  as  fessional  man,  and  it  is  for  yon  to  consider  what 
led  o'  18  coucerne(^  > and  as  far  as  my  know-  value  to  attach  to  it.  I have  spoken  of  this 
Jg  goes.  disease,  as  I have  said  before,  as  a practical  man ; 

Z but 
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Professor  tut  I would  say  such  an  opinion  as  that  can  only 
T.  Baldwin,  he  maintained,  I think,  after  all  upon  one  hypo- 

thesis,  that  in  this  case  the  disease  is  produced  by 

28  April  living  organisms.  If  it  he  produced  by  a poison,  I 
1873,  should  certainly  say  that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
shadow  of  ground  in  maintaining  such  an  opinion. 

If  it  be  produced  by  living  organisms,  then  the 
case  assumes  an  entirely  different  aspect.  .These 
living  organisms  may  be  capable  of  propagating 
themselves;  but  it  appears  tome  that  it  would 
be  very  unwise  indeed,  in  the  face  of  the  fact 
that  you  have  a destructive  disease  raging  in  the 
country,  burning  out  the  property  of  the  people, 
so  to  speak,  to  devise  any  system  of  legislation 
upon  purely  hypothetical  data.  You  must  take  tne 
great  fact  that  the  disease  is  in  the  country,  and 
that  it  moves  by  infection ; and  proceed  upon 
well-known  and  well-ascertained  facts.  If  you  put 
my  scheme  into  operation,  if  it  succeeds  you  will 
save  the  country,  and  if  it  fails  you  will  see 
whether  Professor  Brown  and  those  who  are 
with  him  are  right,  and  you  will,  at  all  events, 
obtain  one  piece  of  information  which  will  enable 
you  to  legislate  afterwards. 

4411.  If  we  succeed,  we  should  save  the  nation, 
b.ut  if  we  fail,  we  should  have  slaughtered  all  the 
cattle  in  it? — No;  in  stamping  out  the  disease 
in  the  first,  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  first 
instance  there  is  to  be  no  slaughter.  And  after- 
wards you  would  cause  no  destruction  of  national 
property  worth  speaking  of. 

4412.  Looking  to  the  other  hypothesis,  after 
the  evidence  which  has  been  given  by  very 
eminent  men  of  great  experience,  and  after  your 
own  evidence  with  regard  to  the  highly  and  in- 
sidiously infectious  nature  of  the  disease  after  its 
being  admitted  to  be  conveyed  by  clothes,  by 
water’,  and  by  hares  and  rabbits,  do  you  think 
the  Committee  would  be  wise  in  recommending 
such  a measure  as  the  compulsory  slaughter  of 
any  animal  which  would  become  hereafter  in- 
fected with  the  disease;  that  is  the  other  side  of 
the  hypothesis? — The  other  side  of  the  hypo- 
thesis is  based  upon  negative  evidence. 

4413.  It  is  based  upon  your  own  evidence  ? — 
No ; pardon  me,  my  evidence  does  not  go  that 
far.  I do  not  want  to  come  into  collision  with 
the  medical  gentlemen  at  all.  I wish  to  speak 
of  the  question  as  a practical  man ; but  I find 
one  of  those  gentlemen,  whom  I consider  to  be  a 
man  of  great  natural  ability,  professing  to  have 
stamped  pleuro-pneumonia  out  of  Dublin  practi- 
cally. Now,  if'  that  disease  has  got  a home  in 
these  countries,  how  can  that  he  the  case  ? He  is 
therefore  inconsistent.  And  again,  I find  another 
gentleman  maintaining  that  we  have  been  free 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Now,  if  this  disease 
has  a home  in  this  country,  how  can  that  have 
occurred  ? I say  he  is  inconsistent.  I submit 
to  the  Committee  that  the  great  balance  of  evi- 
dence is  against  any  such  hypothesis.  The 
opinion  is  hypothetical  and  speculative,  and  in 
the  face  of  the  fact  that  the  disease  is  highly  infec- 
tious, and  lives  only  for  a short  time,  you  will  ex- 
cuse me  if  I say  that  you  ought  to  legislate  upon  the 
question  in  accordance  with  practical  experience. 

4414.  With  reference  to  its  being  short-lived, 
you  admit  that  the  disease  can  be  kept  alive  in 
water  for  three  months  ? — I do  not  admit  that, 
but  I cannot  say  it  is  not  so. 

4415.  I thought  you  admitted  it ? — No;  but  I 
put  in  two  explanations  of  the  difficulty  you  put 
to  me,  with  reference  to  its  appearance  in  the 
colonies. 


4416.  But  you  admitted  the  possibility  that  the 
virus  might  be  kept  alive  for  three  months  in 
water  ?— I do  not  say  that  is  impossible;  but  if 
you  will  allow  me  to  come  back  to  the  statement 
I made  upon  the  last  day,  which  was  this : that 
while  I admit  that  the  disease  is  propagated  by 
water,  by  hares  and  rabbits  (as  I am  informed-  I 
have  no  evidence  of  that  from  personal  know- 
ledge), by  clothes,  as  I have  proved  in  my  own 
case  ; yet  I believe  that  the  per-centage  of  disease 
which  is  propagated  iu  ail  these  ways  is  so  infinite- 
simally small,  that  for  practical  purposes  you  may 
leave  it  out ; I hold  that  the  cattle  themselves  are 
the  great  carriers  of  infection.  Experience  tells 
me  that  this  is  so.  W e had  ample  evidence  of 
that  in  the  ease  of  the  cattle  plague ; no  restrictions 
were  of  any  use  as  regarded  that  disease  until  you 
stopped  the  movement  of  animals,  and  as  soon  as 
you  stopped  the  movement  of  animals  you  began 
to  kill  out  the  disease,  and  ultimately  did  kill  it 
out ; and  I say  that  the  same  thing  is  possible 
with  respect  to  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

4417.  At  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  there 
was  very  little  foot  and  mouth  disease  prevalent 
in  Ireland,  was  there  ? — There  was  some. 

4418.  But  very  little  ? — I would  not  feel 
justified  in  saying  that  it  was  very  little,  but  it 
was  not  anything  like  what  it  has  been  since. 

4419.  To  return  to  the  question  of  slaughter; 
the  disease  is  admitted  to  be  only  fatal  to  a very 
small  extent ; do  you  think  that  the  majority  of 
the  farmers  and  stockowners  would  consent  to 
have  their  stock  slaughtered  for  a disease  which 
would  not  kill  them? — I should  say  that  the 
landed  gentry  of  Ireland,  and  the  farmer?  at  the 
present  moment,  arc  an  extremely  intelligent 
class,  and  very  keenly  alive  to  their  own  interest, 
and  they  would  see  then  that  it  was  for  their  own 
interest,  not  only  to  submit  to,  but  to  approve  of 
this  course  of  action. 

4420.  Speaking  from  your  own  knowledge, 

would  they  approve  of  this  course  of  action  ?— I 
believe  they  would.  _ _ . 

4421.  Have  you  asked  the  opinion  of  many;  I 
have  not;  I am  simply  asking  for  information  1- 
I propounded  this  view  to  a Government  official 
in  Ireland  more  than,  three  years  ago ; it  was 
forced  upon  me  by  the  difficulties  which  I experi- 
enced myself  in  dealing  with  these  diseases.  I 
suggested  this  course  then,  and  from  that  day  to 
this  I have  never  lost  an  opportunity  of  speaking 
to  the  landed  gentry,  and  to  those  farmers  to 
whose  opinion  I attached  any  value,  upon  the 
subject.  I have  talked  quietly  over  the  question 
with  them,  and  I never  yet.  met  a man  of  intel- 
ligence who  took  time  to  inquire  into  it,  carefully 
and  calmly,  who  did  not  approve  of  it. 

4422.  My  reason  for  pressing  you  so  much 
upon  that  point  is,  that  the  information  I.  have 
received  is  rather  the  other  way,  that  the  majority 
of  the  farmers  would  like,  as  I have  said  before, 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  be  wiped  out  of  the 
Act ; therefore,  I wanted  to  know  upon  what 
grounds  you  based  your  opinion  that  they  would 
agree  to  this  very  great  increase  of  stringency  t 
— I am  quite  sure  you  will  find  that  the  grazing 
interest  are  very  strongly  opposed  to  any  restric- 
tions upon  their  trade  ; they  are  fearful  of  the 
imposition  of  any  restrictions,  and  more  particu- 
larly so,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  _ existing 
restrictions  which  are  vexatious  have  failed,  an 
that  they  have  no  belief  that  you  will  ever  de 1 
liberally  with  them  in  the  way  of  compensation, 
if  they  can  only  start  with  the  impression  that  y® 
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will  introduce  an  effective  scheme,  and  give  them 
fair  and  reasonable  compensation,  I believe  that 
the  wreat  bulk  of  them  will  turn  in  favour  of  your 

views.  ,11 

4423.  Allowing, for  arguments  sake, that  your 
plan  of  entirely  restricting  the  movement  of  cattle 
for  two  months,  or  whatever  time  you  name,  was 
successful  in  putting  an  end  to  the  disease ; but 
supposing, through  some  of  the  variousmeans  which 
we  have  had  recapitulated  before ; that  is  to  say, 
owino-  to  the  importation  of  merchandise,  or  any- 
thinc  else,  the  infection  should  again  appear  in 
the  country,  would  it  not  be  necessary,  for  the 
sake  of  the  success  of  your  plan,  immediately  to 
discover  every  fresh  outbreak  ? — It  would,  as  in 
the  case  of  cattle  plague. 

4424.  In  order  to  act  with  promptitude  before 
the  disease  spreads  ? — Quite  so. 

4425.  How  would  you  propose  to  carry  out  such 
a general  surveillance  so  as  to  insure  its  imme- 
diate discovery  ? — That  question  is  one  which  I 
scarcely  expected  to  be  asked,  but  if  the  Com- 
mittee approved  of  my  views  they  could  easily 
devise  a scheme  for  putting  it  into  practical 
operation;  if  the  Committee  wish  to  know  in  a 
rough  and  ready  way  what  1 should  do,  I shall 
state  it. 

4426.  I should  be  glad  to  know,  for  I confess 
that  that  appeared  to  me  to  be  the  main  diffi- 
culty of  the  case.  Allowing,  for  argument’s 
sake,  that  the  disease  was  stopped  by  your  plan, 
how  could  you  keep  up  such  entire  surveillance 
over  everyplace  where  a head  of  stock  might  be, 
to  be  sure  of  discovering,  with  sufficient  prompti- 
tude, any  fresh  outbreak,  the  prompt  discovery 
of  which  I assume  to  be  essentially  necessary  to 
the  success  of  your  plan  ? — In  other  words,  it  is 
necessary  that  I should  state  my  plan  for  carrying 
it  into  operation. 

4427.  We  should  be  very  glad  to  hear  it? — 
You  have  in  Ireland  a body  of  constabulary  of 
very  great  intelligence,  and  as  you  have  found, 
in  times  of  very  great  difficulty,  of  very  great 
fidelity.  I would  make  them,  as  they  are  now, 
the  basis  of  operations,  and  would  appoint  their 
own  chief  officer  a Commissioner.  I woidd 
associate  with  him,  possibly,  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  and 
a man  of  character  who  would  inspire  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  like  (if  he  will  allow  me  to 
say  so),  say,  the  Honourable  Member  for  Norfolk. 

I would  entrust  the  execution  of  the  law  to 
those  three  gentlemen.  In  the  first  place,  I say 
any  failure  which  has  arisen  in  the  Irish  system 
has  been  largely  owing  to  the  external,  and  what 
I cannot  but  regard  as  improper,  pressure,  which 
has  been  exercised,  and  to  the  circumstance  that 
the  Constabulary  have  not  been  directed  and  con- 
trolled by  their  own  principal  officers.  I would 
pass  a law  declaring  that  every  stock  owner  in 
Ireland,  from  his  Grace  the  Duke  of  Leinster 
down  to  the  smallest  farmer,  should  be  compelled 
to  notify  to  the  nearest  police  station  the  first 
appearance  of  disease,  and  I should  impose  a large 
fine  upon  any  man  who  broke  or  evaded  the  law. 

I should  give  a premium  to  every  policeman  who 
discovered  a man  breaking  or  attempting  to  evade 

, . 4428,  Are  you  at  all  aware  of  the  extent  of 
the  districts  which  the  police  would  have  to 
watch  thus  closely? — Yes;  but  you  must  bear 
ifi  mind  that  there  is  a very  large  force,  and 
when  once  you  stamp  out  the  disease  the  diffi- 
culty  would  not  be  so  great  afterwards.  There 


is  no  great  difficulty  now  with  cattle  plague ; it 
was,  after  some  delay,  stamped  out,  and  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  certainly  not  so  infectious  as 
that  was. 

4429.  You  have  also  stated  that  failure  in  a 
single  instance  would  frustrate  the  success  of 
your  suggestion  ? — I have  not  stated  that. 

4430.  You  have  stated  that  if  the  disease  was 
not  discovered  on  its  immediate  outbreak  your 
plan  would  fail? — If  you  give  the  encouragement 
to  the  constabulary  of  Ireland,  which  I now 
suggest  to  you,  I will  take  it  upon  myself  to  say 
they  would  soon  discover  the  disease  for  you,  if 
it  existed. 

4431.  Allowing,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  this  surveillance  has  been  successful,  and 
that  the  fresh  outbreak  has  'been  discovered  and 
the  affected  animals  slaughtered,  unless  it  be  a 
solitary  and  isolated  animal,  is  it  not  more  than 
probable  that  the  same  cause  which  affected  those 
animals  would  also  have  infected  other  cattle  in 
the  same  herd  with  them,  or  that  they  would 
themselves  have  communicated  the  infection  to 
the  other  cattle? — I think  that  each  introduction 
of  the  poison  (I  use  the  words  poison,  germ,  and 
virus  in  the  same  sense,  as  we  do  not  know  what 
it  is),  but  each  time  you  import  poison  I do  not 
think  that  it  hops  about  from  place  to  place.  I 
think  it  drops  down  and  does  its  work  in  each 
particular  centre ; that  was  clearly  proved  to  be 
the  case  in  regard  to  the  cattle  plague.  I saw 
it  in  Enfield,  m the  County  Meath,  and  I can 
say  that  it  was  stamped  out  there  without  any 
trouble..  I was  in  Belfast  upon  my  ordinary 
duty,  and  I came  up  to  see  it  in  County  Down, 
close  to  Lisburn.  There  the  same  thing  was 
done  and  it  did  not  spread. 

4432.  You  stated  that  it  was  impossible  to 
discover  the  disease  in  a latent  state  ? — That  is 
true  of  all  diseases,  including  cattle  plague. 

4433.  Is  not  it  poisonous  in  a latent  state? — I 
think  not.  I think  that  the  medical  men,  to 
whose  judgment  I defer  in  the  matter,  will  tell 
you  that. 

4434.  There  is  no  poison  eliminated  from  the 
system  during  the  stage  of  inoculation  ? — No,  1 
think  not. 

4435.  Once  the  disease  is  developed  it  must 
necessitate  the  immediate  slaughter  or  isolation 
of  the  animal  to  prevent  its  communicating  it  to 
others?— That  is  so. 

4436.  In  fact,  really  to  secure  the  success  of 
your  scheme,  would  it  not  be  necessary  to  slaugh- 
ter, not  only  the  affected  animal  but  every  animal 
which  had  been  in  contact  with  it? — Yes;  that 
is  part  of  my  scheme. 

4437.  That,  in  fact,  is  to  put  foot  and  mouth 
disease  upon  exactly  the  same  basis  as  the  cattle 
plague? — Quite  so. 

4438.  Mr.  Monsell.']  After  you  had  extermi- 
nated it? — Yes,  after  we  had  exterminated  it. 

4439.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  restrictions  upon  the  movements  of  store 
cattle  in  the  months  of  June  and  July,  the 
stopping  of  fairs  and  markets  is  a very  simple 
matter ; it  is  done  by  Order ; but  do  you  believe 
it  would  be  possible  to  stop  all  the  movement  of 
stock  throughout  the  entire  country,  including 
private  sales  and  the  taking  of  cattle  to  grass,  by 
the  constabulary  alone,  without  the  willing  co- 
operation of  the  farmers ; of  course,  their  pro- 
fessed co-operation  would  not  do;  it  must  be  the 
hearty  co-operation  of  the  fanners ; do  you  think 
that  the  constabulary  would  be  able  to  stop  the 

z 2 movement 


Professor 
Baldwin . 

28  April 
1873- 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


Professor 
T.  Baldwin. 

28  April 
1873. 


180 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


movement  of  all  tlie  cattle  in  the  country  for 
the  time  you  speak  of  ? — I do. 

4440.  In  your  answer  to  Question  3074  you 
say,  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  interfere 
with  private  sales  ? — It  would. 

4441.  If  you  stop  the  fairs  and  markets  you 
give  a fresh  incentive  to  private  sales  ? But  I 
would  stop  all  private  sales. 

4442.  How  would  you  stop  all  private  sales; 
do  you  think  the  constabulary  could  stop  them. 
—1  do.  The  marvel  is  that  the  constabulary  of 
Ireland  have  done  so  much  good,  in  what  may  be 
called  extraneous  labour,  considering  that  they 
have  not  been  paid  for  their  work,  which  I 
know  from  practical  observation  has  often  been 
very  arduous ; they  have  done  a great  deal  ot 
work  without  any  remuneration.  I would  pro- 
pose to  pay  them. 

4443.  Even  allowing  that  that  was  done,  are 

there  not  many  upland  farms  in  Ireland  on  which 
cattle  require  in  the  summer  to  be  driven  night 
and  morning  to  water? — Tlmt  is  so.  . 

4444.  And,  according  to  your  own  admission, 
the  streams  and  rivers  would  become  media  of 
conveying  infection  ? — Yes,  streams  and  rivers 
are  so ; but  I repeat  what  I consider  to  be  very 
material,  if  the  Committee  will  excuse  me  for 
repeating  it  so  often,  that  the  extent  to  which 
the  disease  is  propagated  by  those,  means  is  prac- 
tically insigniiicant  as  compared  with  the  mischief 
done  by  the  movement  of  the  cattle  themselves  in 
getting  to  and  from  fairs  and  markets.  The  amount 
of  mischief  which  was  done,  for  instance,  conse- 
quent upon  the  fair  of  Ballinasloc,  is  something 
of  which  I really  could  not  adequately  give  the 
Committee  an  idea.  I have  that  broad  fact  before 
me,  and  I see  it  everywhere.  I see  that  it  is  the 
cattle  themselves  in  the  fairs  and  markets  which 
do  the  mischief;  and  although  it  has  been  said  to 
me  that  hares  and  rabbits  do  it,  I do  not  suppose, 
in  the  whole  country,  that  there  would  be  10 
cases  of  disease  propagated  in  a year  by  hares 
and  rabbits ; the  number  of  cases  in  which  it  is 
conveyed  by  water  might  be  something  larger, 
but  taking  into  consideration  all  these  collateral 
modes  of  conveying  the  disease,  I would  say 
that  the  total  of  disease  produced  in  that  way  is 
so  insignificant  in  amount,  compared  with  what 
is  caused  by  the  movement  of  the  cattle  them- 
selves, that  you  may  really  overlook  it. 

4445.  But,  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
stoppage  for  two  months,  if  the  disease  is  so  easily 
kept  alive,  do  not  you  think  it  is  a question 
whether  it  might  not  be  kept  alive  altogether 
through  those  two  months  ? — I do  not.  I believe, 
first  of  all,  it  is  washed  down  into  the  ground ; in 
those  two  months  you  would  have  considerable 
rainfalls,  which  would  wash  it  into  the  soil,  to 
begin  with,  just  as  the  Bewage  got  rid  of  it  in  the 
Glasnevin  drains. 

4446.  The  sewage  did  not  cure  those  that  were 
affected  ? — No,  but  still  it  removed  it  from  the 
land ; and  that  is  the  only  farm  in  Ireland  where 
that  could  occur,  after  all,  so  that  that  is  a very 
small  matter.  I mentioned  it  merely  as  an  inte- 
resting fact  bearing  upon  the  way  in  which  the 
disease  might  be  propagated,  but  that  is  the  only 
farm  on  which  that  system  is  adopted  in  Ireland. 

4447.  You  do  not  recommend  any  slaughter 
within  those  two  months  ? — None  at  all.  I un- 
derstand you  are  confining  yourself  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease.  I would  not  slaughter  any  beast 
during  that  period. 

4448.  You  recommend  the  months  of  June  and 


July  as  the  best  months  for  imposing  this  restric- 
tion ; perhaps  you  have  not  seen  the  Tables  in 
Mr.  Jenkins’s  Report,  at  page  188,  Nos.  1 and  2- 
from  those  Tables  it  appears  that  the  disease  has 
been  most  prevalent  in  England  in  the  autumn 
months,  from  August  to  December ; do  you  think 
it  would  be  the  same  in  Ireland? — In  1872  it 
was  the  case.  I ascribe  that  to  the  extreme 
wetness  of  the  season. 

4449.  But  these  Tables  of  Mr.  Jenkins  go 
from  1869  to  1872;  in  1870  it  was  at  its  height 
on  the  3rd  of  September,  and  went  ou  until  No- 
vember. In  1871,  in  September,  it  began  to 
increase,  and  on  the  7 th  October  it  was  at  its 
height;  there  were  then  12,458  cases  in  1872; 
on  6th  of  July  it  began  to  increase,  reaching  its 
highest  number  of  outbreaks  in  September  of 
that  year;  so  that  for  the  years  1869,  1870, 
1871,  and  1872,  it  is  in  the  autumn  months, 
according  to  Mr.  Jenkins’s  Tables,  that  that 
disease  was  prevalent  in  England ; I want  to 
know  is  it  according  to  your  experience  the  same 
in  Ireland  ?— I should  certainly  say  so ; and  that 
appears  to  me  to  be  rather  an  argument  in  sup- 
port  of  my  proposition ; it  is  at  that  time  that  the 
great  movement  of  cattle  commences  for  the 
•winter  supply  for  stall  feeding ; and  I think  it 
hears  me  out  fully  in  saying  that  the  mischief  is 
done  by  the  cattle  themselves. 

4450.  You  still  adhere  to  recommending  the 
months  of  Juno  and  July,  notwithstanding  that 
the  disease  is  most  prevalent  in  the  autuum 
months? — Yes;  but  what  has  happened  in  the 
case  that  Mr.  Jenkins  puts,  would  not  in  my 
judgment  necessarily  follow,  if  my  plan  of  opera- 
tion cnine  into  use;  the  poison  of  the  disease  was 
in  England  and  in  Ireland  in  the  autumn  of  1871 
and  of  1872,  and  therefore  it  was  liable  to  be 
caught  by  cattle,  but  if  you  could  kill  out  the 
poison,  as  I propose  to  do,  then  those  results  which 
Mr.  Jenkins  describes  would  not  follow. 

4451.  You  say  you  believe  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  amenable  to  medical  treatment?— I 
make  a distinction  between  pleuro-pneumonia 
and  foot  and  mouth  disease.  I do  very  little 
for  instance  as  a practical  man  with  it,  ex- 
cept with  old  cows,  which  require  nursing.  If 
it  is  in  store  stock  I let  it  run  through  them. 
In  pleuro-pncumonia,  as  far  as  my  experience 
goes,  the  best  tiling  is  to  put  them  uuaer  lock 
and  key,  put  a muzzle  upon  them,  and  give 
them  plenty  of  water  to  drink. 

4452.  You  mean  to  leave  them  alone  ?— Yes. 

4453.  You  agree,  then,  with  the  veterinary 

professors ; I was  under  the  impression  that  you 
thought  it  better  to  put  them  under  a course  ot 
treatment? — No.  _ . 

4454.  Now,  with  regard  to  Ballinasloe  imr* 

you  say  that  you  do  not  believe  that  any  number 
of  inspectors  -would  have  been  of  any  avail ; you  are 
speaking  of  the  time  when  you  were  there  with 
Mr.  Jenkins?— I did  not  wish  to  convey  that 
impression  exactly ; I said  that  they  would  dis- 
cover a few  cases  here  and  there,  but  the  grea 
evil  of  Ballinasloe  is  this,  that  you  have  the 
germs  of  the  disease  in  the  cattle,  and  no  inspec- 
tion could  discover  it,  and  that  they  communi- 
cated the  disease  to  others  as  they  went  along 
the  road  afterwards.  _ . 

4455.  Have  you  read  Mr.  J enkins  s Report 

upon  that  subject? — I have.  , 

4456.  Do  you  agree  in  what  he  states  regal- 
ing it  ? — I do  generally ; I think  it  is  a clever  j 
and  elaborately  drawn  Report. 
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4457.  Do  you  recollect  the  instance  where  he 
quotes  in  his  Report  a paragraph  of  the  Irish 
Fanner’s  Gazette*  of  cattle  belonging  to  Mr. 
Russell  dying  to  the  number  of  50  on  one  farm, 
30  of  them  on  one  night  ? — I have  heard  it  stated 
over  and  over  again  as  being  true. 

4458.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  the 
cases  themselves  ? — I do  not,  but  I do  know  cases 
in  which  animals  have  died  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  very  shortly  after  leaving  the  fair. 

4459.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  You  mentioned  a loss 
of  sheep  from  Ballinasloe  fair  ? —A  neighbour  of 
mine ; a tenant  of  Lord  Clifton  who  lives  not 
many  miles  from  the  model  farm,  lost  a great 
number  of  sheep  from  Ballinasloe  fair,  and  I 
have  known  that  a neighbour  of  the  Right 
Honourable  Member  for  Limerick  lost  a large 
number.  I know  several  cases  in  which  sheep 
have  died  in  very  considerable  numbers  from 
foot  and  mouth  disease. 

4460.  Mr.  Kuvanagh.]  I was  in  hopes  that  you 
knew  something  of  the  district,  because  about  a 
week  ago  an  affidavit  was  sent  to  me,  taken  before 
a magistrate,  that  this  statement  was  utterly  false  ? 
—I  do  not  know  anything  of  it  personally. 

4461.  Do  you  consider  the  present  system  of 
the  Veterinary  Department  in  Ireland  efficient ; 
I must  draw'  a difference  between  the  style  of 
system  and  the  manner  in  which  it  is  carried  out, 
because  the  system  may  be  perfect  while  there 
may  not  be  the  means  at  the  disposal  of  the  head 
of  the  department  to  carry  it  out  properly ; do 
you  think  that  the  plan  upon  which  the  Veteri- 
nary Department  in  Ireland  act,  is  a sound  plan 
for  checking  disease  ? — Upon  that  point  I am 
most  unwilling  to  spealc.  I do  not  wish  to  touch 
upon  anybody,  but  I think  it  is  a very  unwise 
thing  for  the  Government,  for  instance,  not  to 
pay  Professor  Ferguson  properly,  so  that  he 
should  cease  from  all  private  practice  and  give 
his  whole  time  to  it.  I do  not  know  what,  his 
pay  is,  but  he  is  an  able  man,  and  he  ought  to 
be  well  paid..  I do  not  think  he  ought  to  be  in 
private  practice  at  all. 

4462.  But  that  does  not  apply  to  the  country; 
there  must  necessarily  be  some  sort  of  inspection 
to  carry  out  the  orders  about  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease ; do  you  think  that  the  system  of  inspection 
is  sufficient  ? — I do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
real  system  of  inspection  in  Ireland  at  all. 

4463.  There  is  a rule,  is  there  not,  that  every 
outbreak  must  be  reported  to  the  constabulary  ? 
— Ihere  is. 

4464.  And  if  it  is  not  reported  the  man  is 
subject  to  a fine,  is  he  not? — Yes,  but  the  fine  is 
optional ; it  is  optional  with  the  magistrate  to  im- 
pose a fine  of  sixpence  if  he  chooses. 

4465.  But  how  is  it  discovered  that  those  cases 
are  not  reported ; must  not  there  he  inspection 
or  that  ?— You  must  begin  at  the  beginning,  put 
ae  organisation  of  the  tiling  upon  a new  footing, 
and  make  it  a central  authority,  and  make  the  per- 
sons at  the  head  of  it  responsible  to  Parliament, 
2"  to  t’ie  Executive.  I think  it  is  desirable  that 

ey  should  have  more  control  over  the  constabu- 
•‘■t  appears  to  me  that  Professor  Ferguson 
f wonders,  considering  the  organisation 

r t Bystem.  I stated  before,  and  I repeat  it, 

a a „„,not  believe  myself,  in  inspection. 

4466.  Mr.  JV.  Johnston.]  You  stated,  on  the 
ast  day  of  your  examination,  that  you  did  not 
approve  of  the  object  of  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment t—  They  go  on  the  principle  of  inspection ; 

O^jp0*688  t°  do  it,  but  they  do  not  do  it. 


Professor  Ferguson  can  speak  much  better  for  Professor 
himself  than  I can  do.  T.  Baldwin 

4467.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Do  you  believe  that 

all  the  cases  of  disease  in  Ireland  are  reported?  28  April 
—Not  all  of  them ; I know  cases  which  have  not  1873. 
been  reported. 

4468.  Do  you  believe  that  nearly  all  are? — I 
should  say  at  present,  from  my  practical  expe- 
rience, that  from  10  to  20  per  cent,  are  not 
reported. 

4469.  You  stated  in  your  evidence  that  there 
are  15,000  centres  of  infection? — Yes. 

4470.  And  do  you  think  that  there  would  be 
10  per  cent,  more  than  that? — I think  there 
would  be  20  per  cent,  more  than  that  of  cases  of 
disease  which  were  not  reported  last  year. 

4471.  Sir  II.  Selwin-Ibbetson .]  I wish  to  ask 
you  one  question  with  regard  to  an  answer  which 
you  gave  to  the  Honourable  Member  for  Man- 
chester, relating  to  the  Deiul  Meat  Market;  are 
you  at  all  aware  of  the  supply  of  dead  meat  that 
was  furnished  at  the  time  of  the  Manchester 
Exhibition  to  the  large  towns  ? — I have  no 
knowledge  of  that  subject;  I am  really  not  an 
authority  upon  the  dead  meat  question. 

4472.  The  Honourable  Member  seemed  to 
imply  that  the  large  towns  in  Lancashire  could 
not  be  supplied  by  the  Dead  Meat  Market;  do 
you  think  that  there  would  be  any  insuperable 
difficulty  in  that,  supposing  tire  slaughter  of 
foreign  cattle  took  place  abroad  ? — So  far  as  my 
judgment  goes  (it  is  not  worth  much),  I do  not 
think  that  there  would  be  any  difficulty  in  sup- 
plying it,  from  the  experience  that  we  have  had 
of  the  Aberdeenshire  trade. 

4473.  You  are  not  aware  that,  during  the  time 
of  the  Manchester  Exhibition,  and  the  congre- 
gating together  of  large  bodies  at  that  time,  the 
whole  supply  was  actually  a dead  meat  supply  ? 

— I was  not  aware  of  that. 

4474.  Mr.  O' Conor.]  You  were,  I believe,  at 
Enfield  at  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague? — I 
was. 

4475.  You  have  no  doubt  there  was  real  cattle 
plague  in  Enfield? — Not  the  slightest  degree. 

4476.  How  many  cases  did  you  see? — Only 
one  animal  diseased;  a policeman  destroyed  it, 
and  I was  present  at  its  destruction  and  burial. 

4477.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  In  your  cross-exami- 
nation on  Thursday  it  was  suggested  that,  as  a 
manufacturer  does  not  lose  when  he  is  compelled 
to  hold  over  his  goods,  so  a farmer  is  not  likely 
to  lose  when  he  is  delayed  in  sending  his  cattle 
to  market  from  foot  and  mouth  disease ; can  you 
state  the  difference  between  those  cases  ? — There 
is  this  difference,  which  I did  not  state  then,  that 
in  the  one  case  the  goods  do  not  require  to  be 
fed,  while  the  cattle  do. 

4478.  Is  there  not  also  this,  that  it  naturally 
deranges  farming  operations,  if  a man  is  obliged 
to  hold  over  a lot  of  beasts  for  two  months  before 
they  can  be  sent  to  the  butcher  ? — Quite  so. 

4479.  You  are  clearly  of  opinion  that  farmers 
ought  to  receive  adequate  compensation  when 
their  stock  is  sacrificed  for  the  public  good  ? — I 
think  that  any  legislation  that  does  not  proceed 
upon  that  basis  will  fail. 

4480.  You  would  do  this,  not  only  because  it  was 
just,  but  also  because  if  it  were  not  adopted  the 
law  would  be  evaded  ? — I am  quite  clear  that, 
unless  that  principle  is  adopted,  the  law  will  not 
be  carried  out. 

4481.  In  the  case  of  the  central  authority,  as 
distinguished  from  the  local  authority,  would  you 

z 3 interfere 
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Professor  interfere  at  all  with  the  magistrates  m the  per- 
T.  Baldwin,  formance  of  their  duties?— No.  I am  very  glad 

. you  have  asked  me  that  question,  as  I might  have 

28  April  been  misunderstood.  My  view  is  this,  that  local 
l873-  magistrates  or  bodies  are  not  necessarily  compe- 
tent to  deal  with  a subject  of  this  kind.  You 
must  entrust  the  execution  of  the  law  in  a case  ot 
this  kind  to  men  who  are  really  experts,  so  to 
speak,  and  who  understand  the  matter  tho- 
roughly. , , ... 

4482.  You  stated  that  the  jobbers  were  an  the 

habit  of  buying  diseased  stock,  and  sending  them 
to  England ; did  you  mean  in  the  case  ot  toot 
and  mouth  disease  or  pleuro-pneumonia?  I thank 
that  the  jobbers  are  not  very  scrupulous ; they 
buy  all  sorts  of  things ; they  buy  both  cattle 
suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia. . 

4483.  But  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  would  not  the  development  of  the  dis- 
ease be  so  very  rapid  that  they  would  be  sub- 
ject to  the  chance  of  being  detected  before  the 
cattle  arrived  at  the  fairs  or  markets  in  England  ? 
— They  take  their  chance  for  that;  sometimes 
they  get  cured  upon  the  journey,  and  do  mischief 
as  they  go  along. 

4484.  But  there  would  be  much  greater  risk 
in  sending  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  to  England,  on  account  of  the  greater 
length  of  the  incubation  of  the  disease? — Yes, 
that  is  so. 

448.').  Mr.  Monsell.]  With  regard  to  the  accu- 
racy of  the  reports  as’to  the  number  of  cases  in 
which  disease  has  broken  out  in  Ireland,  have 
you  seen  the  report  of  the  number  of  cases  in 
which  pleuro-pneumonia  has  broken  out  in  the 
Dublin  district  in  the  last  year  ? — Yes,  it  was 
sent  to  me. 

4486.  Will  you  state  what  the  number  of 
cases  there  mentioned  is? — Here  is  an  abstract 
of  a very  elaborate  return  drawn  tip  by  Professor 
Ferguson,  in  which  it  appears  that  in  542  dairies 
in  Dublin  the  total  number  of  animals  upon  the 
premises  was  8,874,  and  the  number  which  died 
on  account  of  pleuro-pneumonia  was  214,  while 
the  number  which  were  slaughtered  on  account 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  is  professedly  only  10. 

4487.  Those  are  the  facts  stated  in  that  re- 
turn ; do  you  believe  that  that  fully  represents 
the  number  of  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  that 
district,  and  the  number  of  cattle  that  were 
slaughtered  ? — I am  quite  satisfied  that  the  num- 
ber of  animals  said  to  be  slaughtered  on  account 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  is  quite  inadequate,  and  is 
only  a fraction  of  the  real  number. 

4488.  How  do  you  know  that  ? — From  prac- 
tical observation.  I know  and  visit  frequently 
several  of  the  large  dairies  in  Dublin.  I think 
Professor  Ferguson  has  deceived  himself  unin- 
tentionally, and  I am  sure  this  Return  will 
deceive  anybody  else,  and  it  is  my  duty  to  state  so. 

4489.  Mr.  Dodson .]  Does  Professor  Ferguson’s 
Return  profess  to  apply  to  animals  slaughtered 
compulsorily  under  order,  or  to  those  which  are 
slaughtered  in  order  to  avoid  spreading  the 
disease  ? — It  does  not  make  any  distinction. 

4490.  But  in  your  evidence  you  include 
animals  slaughtered  by  their  owners,  as  well  as 
those  slaughtered  compulsorily? — Yes,  animals 
slaughtered  in  the  way  I have  mentioned,  in 
order  to  make  the  most  of  them. 

4491.  Mr.  Mansell.']  There  are  no  animals 
slaughtered  compulsorily  for  pleuro-pneumonia, 
are  there  ? — No,  there  are  not. 


4492.  You  were  asked  some  questions  about 
the  probable  attitude  of  the  farmers  towards 
your  plan,  supposing  it  was  to  be  tried.  You 
said  that  the  farmers  wished  to  abolish  the  present 
restrictions? — I did. 

4493.  Do  they  wish  to  abolish  them  because 
they  believe  them  to  be  ineffectual?— They  do. 

4494.  Does  it  follow  that  because  they  wish  to 
abolish  the  present  restrictions,  they  would  not 
co-operate  in  carrying  out  those  which  they  be- 
lieved would  be  effectual  ? — I believe  their  losses 
have  been  so  fearful  that  they  would  be  willing 
to  support  and  co-operate  with  any  plan  which 
would  give  them  a fair  chance  of  success.  When 
they  are  in  the  midst  of  15,000  centres  of  infec- 
tion, they  cannot  fail  to  see  that  the  system  is  a 
failure,  and  they  have  lost  confidence  in  it. 

4495.  With  regard  to  the  possibility  of  stamp- 
in  o-  out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  six  weeks 
or  two  months,  you  are  aware  that  very  stringent 
measures  were  adopted  in  England  at  the  time 
of  the  cattle  plague  which  interdicted  the  move- 
ment of  cattle,  but  I do  not  think  they  killed  out 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  did  they  ? — Those  re- 
strictions were  not  adequate.  I was  sent  overlay 
the  Government  with  a number  of  other  people  to 
study  this  question,  and  I was  really  alarmed  at 
what  is  called  the  action  of  the  local  authorities. 

4496.  Will  you  express  more  fully  what  you 

mean  ? — It  really  appeared  to  me  at  that  time 
that  there  was  no  effectual  method  of  dealing 
with  the  cattle  plague  at  all,  and  it  was  only 
when  you  lost  live  stock  to  tlie  value  of  millions, 
that  the  nation  became  aroused  to  a sense  of  the 
danger,  and  then  stringent  measures  were  intro- 
duced, and  I submit  to  the  Committee  that  what 
occurred  under  those  restrictions,  so  far  as  it  goes, 
is,  1 would  say,  convincing  proof  that  you  would 
hope  to  succeed  by  adopting  my  plan  ; that  is  to 
say,  that  as  the  cattle  plague  was  raging  before 
those  stringent  measures  were  introduced,  as  soon 
as  you  adopted  these  stringent  measures,  forth- 
with the  disease  began  to  abate.  What  I say  is, 
adopt  the  stringent  measures  which  I suggest  to. 
you  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  I 
venture  to  hope  that  corresponding  results  will 
follow.  The  restrictions  imposed  on  the  move- 
ment of  late,  then  checked  foot  and  mouth  disease 
very  much.  , . . 

4497.  You  are  very  decidedly  of  opinion  that 
the  disease  never  appears  except  as  the  result  of 
infection  ; liow  do  you  account  for  its  appearance 
in  Lambay  Island? — In  your  absence  1 was 
asked  about  the  introduction  of  the  disease  into 
the  colonies ; of  the  case  of  Lambay  Island  i 
would  say  the  same  thing.  I would  wipe  it  out 
from  consideration.  I see  no  difficulty  abon 
the  case.  I went  to  Malaliidc,  intending  to  go 
across  to  Lambay  Island ; it  is  a long  passage, 
and  it  was  very  stormy  weather,  so  that  1 
unable  to  go  across,  but  on  making  inquiry, 
was  informed  that  dead  carcases  had  been 
washed  upon  the  island ; hut  assuming  8 
that  had  not  been  so  it  might  have  been  _conveye 
by  the  disease  being  washed  upon  the  island  j 
any  porous  material.  Will  you  allow  me 
refer  you  to  another  case  which  is  as  strange 
the  case  of  Lambay  Island.  A gentleman  a 
house  and  18  acres  close  to  me.  I was  buyi  g 
some  cattle  for  the  Commissioners  of  A®1 
Education,  and  ho  asked  me  to  buy  lum  a m 
cow,  and  I did.  Tlie  animal  was  for  three  “ 
four  months  on  the  land.  The  18  acres 
surrounded  by  a wall,  and  it  is  the  m0^e(j 
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closed  place  of  any  gentleman’s  residence  in  the 
whole  of  Ireland  that  I know  of.  In  the 
middle  of  those  18  acres  is  a hollow  in  which 
this  animal  grazed,  containing  a couple  of  acres, 
and  though  she  had  been  there  for  three  months 
and  a-half  she  became  infected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  which  would  appear  to  be  quite 
as  puzzling  a case  as  Lambay  Island.  I was  in- 
terested in  that  case  very  much.  It  so  happened 
that  there  was  a little  stream  crossing  the  public 
road,  and  flowing  into  this  inclosure.  I went 
up  the  stream  and  into  the  lands  adjoining,  and 
found  an  old  cow  lying  dead  across  the  stream. 


If  I had  not  discovered  that,  anybody  might  have 
said,  here  is  a case  not  produced  by  infection ; 
and  if  I had  not  made  the  discovery  of  the  con- 
veyance of  the  poison  in  the  sewage  in  the  Glas- 
nevin  farm,  they  would  have  said,  here  is  a clear 
case  which  is  not  the  result  of  infection  or  con- 
tagion. I say,  that  if  we  possessed  all  the  facts, 
we  should  be  able  to  make  it  clear  that  every 
single  case  is  produced  by  infection,  and  by  in- 
fection only. 

4498.  Mr.  Dodson.']  In  this  case  was  the  dead 
cow  lying  further  up  the  stream  ?— Higher  up 
the  stream. 


Mr.  William  Stiiatton,  called  in  ; and  Examined. 


4499.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Will  you  inform  the 
Committee  what  is  your  calling  ? — I am  a farmer 
inWiltshire. 

4500.  What  is  the  nature  of  your  farm  ? — I 
have  about  1,500  sheep  and  150  beasts,  and  about 
1,000  acres  of  arable  land. 

4501.  Have  you  had  experience  among  your 
own  animals  of  the  different  cattle  diseases  ? — 
Yes;  I have  had  at  least  500  beasts  affected  at 
different  times,  and  as  many  as  1,000  sheep. 

4502.  Will  you  inform  the  Committee  what 
the  beasts  were  affected  with? — With  foot  and 
mouth  disease. 


4503.  Have  you  had  the  cattle  plague? — No. 

4504.  Or  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — No. 

4505.  What  were  the  sheep  affected  with  ? — 
With  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

4506.  You  have  not  had  any  sheep  pox  ? — I 
have  never  had  sheep  pox. 

4507.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  farm  over  2,000 
acres  of  land  yourself,  do  you  not  ? — Yes. 

4508.  Your  family  are  also  extensively  engaged 
in  farming,  are  they  not?— Yes;  myself  and 
brothers  pay  10,000 1.  a year  rent  in  four 
counties. 

4509.  Do  you  keep  much  dairy  stock  ? — Yes, 
I myself  keep  70  dairy  cows. 

4510.  Have  you  had  them  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  upon  several  occa- 
sions. 

4511.  Lately  ? — This  last  summer  I had  it;  it 
continued  for  three  months  gradually  spreading 
from  one  part  of  my  herd  to  another,  until  they 
all  ultimately  got  it ; only  one  escaped. 

. 4512.  What  was  the  effect  upon  them  as  milk- 
ing animals  ? — I lost  three-fourths  of  the  milk  for 
about  a fortnight  during  the  heat  of  the  fever, 
and  I consider  that  the  loss  upon  the  dairy  cows, 
as  they  took  the  disease  during  the  months  of 
June  and  July  when  they  were  in  full  milk, 
averaged  from  3 1.  to  4 1.  each. 

4513.  Have  you  had  any  after  effects,  such  as 

abortion  ?— -I  have  had  nearly  half  my  dairy  out 
ol  season  in  that  respect.  I have  sold  nearly  40 
out  of  my  dairy  cows  for  grazing,  because  they 
would  not  breed.  I attribute  a considerable  pro- 
portion of  their  barrenness  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease. . We  always  find  a considerable  quantity 
° affcer  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

4514.  Do  you  consider  the  foot  and  mouth 

sease  a very  great  loss  to  the  agricultural  com- 

frum/  • I think  the  losses  direct  and  indirect 
irom  toot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  death  of  the 
“dimals,  the  loss  of  flesh,  abortion, ' and  various 
causes  infinitely  exceed  those  from  all  other  con- 
tagious  diseases  put  together. 

Q^8Nofc  because  of  its  extreme  virulence. 


but  because  it  is  so  very  general  ? — Because  of 
its  extremely  infectious  nature. 

4516.  And  its  being  so  very  general? — And 
its  being  so  very  general  in  consequence  of  that, 
and  the  want  of  proper  measures. 

4517.  Would  you  explain  to  the  Committee 
what  you  would  suggest  as  proper  measures  for 
stopping  the  spread  of  the  disease?— I consider 
the  present  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  utterly 
inadequate  to  deal  with  it.  I would  like  to  see 
it  treated  with  the  6am  e stringency  as  cattle 
plague,  ultimately.  I would  begin  with  mild 
measures,  sucli  as  are  suggested  by  the  Council 
of  the  Central  Chamber,  and  having  reduced  it 
by  these  measures  to  a low  point,  I would  then 
treat  it  with  the  same  stringency  with  which  we 
now  treat  cattle  plague. 

4518.  We  have  just  had  Professor  Baldwin 
from  Ireland,  who  has  been  suggesting  the  stop- 
page of  fairs  and  markets  for  six  weeks  or  two 
months  in  one  year ; would  you  just  look  at  the 
recommendations  relating  to  the  stoppage  of  fairs 
and  markets,  and  tell  the  Committee  if  you  agree 
with  them  ? — The  recommendation  of  the  Central 
Chamber  was  that  in  any  county  in  which,  in  the 
months  of  J une  and  J uly,  foot  and  mouth  disease 
existed,  the  moving  of  animals  should  be  pro- 
hibited during  those  months,  except  by  license, 
as  was  the  case  during  the  prevalence  of  cattle 
plague  ; and  that  during  those  months  no  animals 
should  be  brought  into  any  county  without  such 
license.  I think  that  would  be  a most  important 
regulation  to  make ; the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
always  declines  during  the  winter  months,  when 
animals  are  confined  in  separate  buildings,  and 
are  not  allowed  to  range  the  country,  it  always 
declines  to  a minimum  at  the  end  of  the  winter, 
and  then  rises  until  winter  comes  again,  and  they 
are  again  confined  to  the  stalls.  I think  the  best 
months  to  take  would  be  the  months  of  J une  and 
J uly,  when  there  is  the  least  necessity  for  moving 
cattle.  I think  if  it  was  then  taken  in  hand,  and 
no  animal  allowed  to  move  except  with  a license, 
an  immense  deal  would  be  done  to  keep  down  the 
disease  if  this  were  ordered  to  be  done  in  each 
county  for  two  or  three  years  running.  I think 
that  one  or  two  years  would  be  sufficient;  the 
disease  would  be  reduced  to  a very  low  point, 
and  I would  then  adopt  more  stringent  measures, 
and  treat  it  as  cattle  plague.  You  would  then 
soon  get  rid  of  it. 

4519.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  slaughter  all 
cattle  affected  with  it? — Yes,  I would,  when  we 
had  reduced  it  to  such  a low  point. 

4520.  You  fancy  that  restrictions  similar  to 
those  would  have  that  effect  ? — I think  that  if 
the  restrictions  were  adopted  as  drawn  up  by 
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tlie  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  the  disease 
•would  he  reduced  to  a minimum.  During  the 
cattle  plague,  the  adoption  of  such  restrictions 
had  the  effect  of  destroying  the  disease,  and  an 
immense  blessing  it  was  to  us. 

4521.  1 sec  this  paper  begins  by  saying  that, 
“Provided  the  fresh  importation  of  disease  were 
prevented  by  the  adoption  of  the  system  of 
slaughter  or  quarantine,  the  Council  would 
recommend  additional  regulations,”  and  the  first 
is,  that  there  should  be  uniform  action  in  coun- 
ties and  boroughs  throughout  Great  Britain  ; do 
you  agree  with  that? — Certainly. 

4 522.  II ave  you  any  doubt  that  the  sub-division 
of  the  local  authorities  is  one  cause  why  the  Act 
is  not  properly  and  efficiently  carried  out  ? — I 
have  no  doubt  that  that  is  the  great  cause 
of  it. 

4523.  That  whereas  the  interest  of  the 
counties  is  to  preserve  the  health  of  the  animals, 
the  interest  of  some  of  the  boroughs  is  to  get  a 
good  market,  and  not  to  attend  to  the  health  of 
the  animals  ?— I believe  the  interest  of  boroughs 
is  to  get  as  good  a market  as  possible,  and  they 
have  power  to  carry  on  markets  independently 
of  the  county,  whereas  they  ought  to  be  stopped 
from  doing  so. 

4524.  The  report  goes  on  to  say,  “ That 
unless  Ireland  be  subjected  to  safeguards  against 
disease,  similar  to  those  which  may  be  adopted  in 
this  country,  it  will  be  necessary  to  impose  re- 
strictions on  the  importation  of  Irish  stock  ” ? — 
Quite  so. 

4525.  Do  you  think  that  if  it  were,  that  would 
not  be  necessary  ? — I think  that  if  measures  such 
as  I have  indicated  were  adopted  there  as  here, 
they  would  be  in  as  healthy  a state  as  we  are,  aud 
that  ultimately  the  disease  would  be  got  rid  of.  I 
believe  now  that  the  seeds  of  the  disease  arc  picked 
up  in  the  steamboats  to  a great  extent.  I believe 
there  is  a clause  there  with  regard  to  double  dis- 
infection, which  I think  is  very  important.  1 
believe  the  present  system  of  disinfection  is  a 
complete  farce. 

4526.  You  would  have  the  vessels,  lairs,  and 
trucks  disinfected  twice  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
local  authorities? — Yes. 

4527.  The  third  recommendation  is,  “ That  in 
cases  of  cattle  plague  or  sheep-pox,  the  veterinary 
inspectors  of  the  Privy  Council  should  be  em- 
powered to  order  the  slaughter  of  animals  in 
adjacent  places  as  well  as  those  in  contact  with 
diseased  animals ; ” do  you  agree  with  that  ? — I 
think  that  in  many  cases  that  would  be  very 
desirable.  The  inspectors  of  the  Privy  Council 
should  have  a discretionary  power  to  slaughter  in 
case  they  thought  it  desirable. 

4528.  You  would  not  give  the  power  to  every 
veterinary  inspector  throughout  the  country  ? — 
No,  only  to  those  of  the  Privy  Council. 

4529.  "Who  should  be  sent  down  upon  the  out- 
break of  any  disease  ?— Just  so,  as  in  the  case  of 
sheep-pox  or  cattle  plague.. 

4530.  Are  you  aware  that  the  slaughter  of 
animals  that  are  herded  with  those  which  ai'ethe 
subjects  of  cattle  plague  is  now  optional  with  the 
local  authorities  ? — I think  that  ought  to  be  im- 
perative. 

4531.  You  think  there  ought  to  be  no  doubt 
about  this,  that  all  animals  actually  herded  with 
diseased  animals  should  be  killed  at  once  ? — Cer- 
tainly. 

4532.  You  stated  just  now  with  regard  to  sub- 
sequent outbreaks  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  after 


these  stringent  measures  of  restricting  the  move 
ment  of  cattle  in  the  months  of  June  and  July 
were  adopted,  that  you  would  have  the  o-ittii 
slaughtered?— Yes.  _ attle 

4533.  That  1 believc  is  your  own  opinion, and 
is  not  the  recommendation  of  the  Council  ?— N0 
that  is  my  private  opinion;  I am  quite  sure  that 
the  farmers  of  England  are  prepared  to  subniitto 
any  loss  in  that  way  and  any  sacrifice  of  stock- 
provided  they  have  a reasonable  hope  of  extin- 
guishing the  disease.  There  is  a very  strong  feel- 
ing amongst  the  agriculturists  that  the  disease 
might  be  and  ought  to  be  got  rid  of. 

4534.  You  are  of  opinion  that  a great  deal 
of  the  disease  is  now  propagated  in  transit?— 
Yes. 

4535.  Arc  you  prepared  to  adopt  this  recom- 
mendation of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture 
with  regard  to  transit:  “That  no  store  animals 
should  no  brought  by  sea  into  this  country  ex- 
cept on  deck,  unless  an  efficient  system  of  venti- 
lation is  carried  out  in  the  holds  of  vessels”?— 
Yes,  1 think  that  is  a very  mild  proposition  and 
perhaps  hardly  goes  far  enough. 

4536.  You  think  that  the  ventilation  might  ! 
be  better  ?— I have  no  doubt  that  the  ventilation 

of  the  holds  might  be  made  very  perfect  by  a 
proper  mechanical  system ; I see  no  difficulty  in 
ventilating  the  holds  of  a vessel. 

4537.  And  “ That  two  places  of  landing 
should  he  provided  at  every  port  into  which 
cattle  are  imported ;”  do  you  agree  with  that?— 

I do  not  think  that  is  of  very  great  importance. 

4538.  “ That  with  regard  to  store  animals, 
there  should  be  required  a veterinary  certificate 
of  health  from  the  port  of  embarkation,  and  that 
when  such  animals  are  landed,  such  certificate 
should  be  endorsed  by  a duly  qualified  inspector, 
after  careful  examination  of  the  animals  by  day- 
light”; do  you  agree  with  that? — Personally  I 
have  very  little  belief  in  inspection  at  all.  I 
know  very  well  that  the  seeds  of  this  disease 
will  so  lie  in  an  animal,  that  they  cannot  be 
detected  by  the  most  careful  inspection.  We 
had  a very  good  instance  of  that  at  the  Smithfield 
Club  Show  last  December  12  months.  There 
was  a most  elaborate  system  of  inspection  carried 
out  then . Professor  Simonds  had  two  men  of  his 
own  staff  at  the  door  of  the  hall,  who  made  a per- 
sonal inspection  of  tho  animals  as  they  camo  to 
the  hall ; and  the  result  was,  that  they  shut  out 
30  animals  which  they  thought  were  infected,  and 
allowed  tho  rest  to  pass  in.  Before  they  had  been 
there  three  days,  1 myself  saw  animals  suffering 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Now  the  inspection 
was  carried  out  under  the  most  favourable  con- 
ditions ; it  was  done  under  the  direct  management 
of  Professor  Simonds,  and  if  that  was  not  perfect, 

I do  not  know  what  inspection  can  be  perfect 
I maintain  that  inspection  is  altogether  a delusion, 
and  is  the  great  fault  of  the  system,  as  it  stands. 

4539.  You  mean  that  those  animals  had  the 
seeds  of  the  disease  incubating  in  their  system 
when  they  were  examined? — Yes. 

4540.  And  as  no  one  can  detect  the  disease  in 
a state  of  incubation,  you  do  not  place  much  re- 
liance upon  inspection  ? — I want  to  do  away  with 
inspection ; I do  not  believe  in  it  at  all. 

4541.  The  last  recommendation  is,  “ lha 
there  should  be  a detention  of  six  hours  for 
animals  coming  from  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  0 
perfecting  the  inspection,  and  giving  food  an 
water.”  Although  you  do  not  place  much  re  ■ 
ance  upon  inspection,  I suppose  you  would  say 
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that  for  the  purpose  of  humanity,  the  animals 
ourrht  to  he  allowed  to  rest  six  hours  ? — Quite 
sof  I think  the  state  of  animals  coming  even  from 
Ireland,  and  landing  at  Bristol,  is  most  disgust- 
juo'.  1 have  seen  them  myself  when  they  have 
been  evidently  suffering  most  tremendous  agony 
from  want  of  water  anu  food,  and  from  pressing 
together,  and  from  filth  and  want  of  ventilation. 

4542.  You  think  that  has  arisen  from  over- 
crowding in  the  vessel? — From  overcrowding 
and  from  want  of  food  and  water,  and  other  hard- 
ships. 

4543.  Have  you  seen  many  animals  unloaded 
at  Bristol  ? — I have  seen  them  in  the  market  after 
being  unloaded.  1 have  not  been  on  the  boats, 
but  tLeir  state  in  the  market  was  sufficient  to  show 
that  they  must  have  undergone  terrible  suffer- 
ings- 

4544.  Where  are  the  animals  coming  to 
Bristol  mostly  shipped  from?  — From  Cork,  I 
believe. 

4545.  That  would  be  a voyage  of  considerable 
duration,  would  it  not  ? — It  would  be  a voyage  of 
about  36  or  40  hours,  I believe.  I cannot  speak 
with  authority  upon  that  point. 

4546.  If  the  holds  of  those  ships  are  only  venti- 
lated by  windsails,  the  ventilation  when  coming 
up  a narrow  channel  like  the  Avon,  would  lie,  no 
doubt,  worse  than  it  would  be  at  sea  ? — I have 
no  doubt  that  it  would  be  worse  than  at  sea. 

4547.  We  have  been  told  that  the  farmers  of 
England  care  nothing  about  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  do  you  agree  with  that  statement? — I 
believe  that  statement  to  be  very  untrue ; they 
all  look  upon  it  as  the  greatest  scourge  which 
they  suffer  from,  and  the  worst  of  infectious 
diseases. 

4548.  If  the  farmers  thought  that  any  measures 
of  restriction  could  get  rid  of  it,  do  you  think  that 
they  would  be  willing  to  try  them  ? — I am  quite 
sure  that  they  would  submit  to  very  strong 
measures,  if  they  thought  that  they  would  be 
effectual.  Our  county  unanimously  passed  resolu- 
tions even  stronger  than  those  which  the  Central 
Chamber  have  adopted,  and  I,  as  representing 
the  local  chamber  at  the  Central  Chamber,  was 
asked  to  use  my  utmost  influence  to  get  the 
Central  Chamber  to  back  up  and  adopt  such 
measures  as  these. 

4549.  I suppose  some  years  ago  the  farmers 
thought  less  of  the  disease,  because  they  imagined 
that  if  the  cattle  once  had  it,  they  would  not  have 
it  ajrain  ? — That  certainly  was  the  character  of 
the  disease  until  within  the  last  few  years.  It  was 
quite  the  exception  to  get  a second  attack,  hut 
now  it  seems  to  have  become  much  more  virulent, 
and  the  first  attack  does  not  prevent  them  from 
a second ; this  year  I had  about  35  cattle  which 
suffered  from  it,  which  had  it  last  year. 

4550.  Out  of  what  number? — I had  about  40 
Iftyear  attacked  by  the  disease,  35  of  those  had 
it  this  year ; the  rest  were  gone.  I had  but  one 
■which  escaped. 

4551.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in 
larming  ? — I have  been  farming  15  years. 

4o52.  Had  you  ever  bad  any  cattle  suffer  from 
? sec°nd  attack  before  last  year  ? — Yes,  but  only 
in  rare  instances.  I had  had  10  or  15  in  my 
whole  experience  which  had  it  twice  before  this 
year. 

4553.  And  now  the  whole  of  them  have  had  it 
wice.— -Yes;  the  whole  of  them  have  had  it 

4°-^  t^le  exGepti°n  of  one. 
o54.  Was  the  second  attack  more  or  less 
0.58. 


violent  than  the  first?— It  was  quite  as  virulent  Mr. 
as  the  first.  One  animal  died  upon  the  third  IV.  Stratton. 

day  after  showing  symptoms  of  disease  which  

had  had  it  the  year  before.  28  April 

4555.  Do  you  ever  remember  it  being  so  fatal  l873- 
and  general  amongst  sheep  as  it  wa3  last  year  ? — 

No,  I formerly  held  the  opinion  that  sheep  were 
not  liable^  to  take  it ; hut  I have  quite  altered 
that  within  the  last  year  or  two.  It  has  in- 
flicted great  loss  in  Hampshire  upon  the  large 
flocks  there,  and  in  Wiltshire  it  has  been  very 
prevalent  this  last  year.  All  my  Jambs  suffered 
from  it  from  first  to  last ; but,  upon  the  whole, 

I do  not  think  I lost  more  than  3 s.  a head  by 
them  ; but  my  brother  lost  150  lambs  when  they 
were  sucking  their  mothers ; the  disease  has  the 
effect  of  rendering  the  milk  poisonous  to  young 
animals  ; he  lost  150  of  them  and  injured  many 
of  the  others,  and  he  says  that  he  lost  more  than 
5007.  upon  a flock  of  500  ewes.  ' 

4556.  Does  the  disease  manifest  itself  in  the 
mouth  ? — It  does  not  manifest  itself  very  plainly. 

Sometimes  there  is  a small  scab  upon  the  roof 
of  the  mouth,  and  sometimes  on  the  tip  of  the 
tongue;  but  you  may  look  without  seeing  it, 
unless  you  examine  it  upon  the  right  day. 

4557.  I believe,  in  consequence  of  the  failure 
of  the  restrictions  upon  an  outbreak  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  among  cattle,  the  farmers 
thought  that  it  was  no  use  to  interfere  with  it? — 

I believe  that  until  the  cattle  plague  broke  out 
we  had  no  means  of  dealing  at  all  with  it;  it 
was  looked  upon  then  as  the  whooping  cough  or 
measles  may  be ; as  something  which  we  could 
not  avoid;  hut  as  soon  as  w.e  found  that  the 
measures  adopted  for  the  repression  of  the  cattle 
plague  effectually  got  rid  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  the  farmers  made  up  their  minds  that 
those  measures  ought  to  be  extended,  and  the 
diseases  thoroughly  dealt  with. 

4558.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  restrictions 
imposed  upon  the  movement  of  cattle  at  the 
time  of  the  cattle  plague  had  the  effect  of  con- 
siderably reducing  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  getting 
rid  entirely  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — So 
much  so  that,  practically,  we  had  none.  I did 
not  know  of  any  at  all ; we  were  free  from  it. 

I believe  for  two  years,  almost  absolutely  for 
three  or  four  years,  there  was  scarcely  any 
disease  existing. 

4559.  Does  that  remark  apply  to  pleuro-pneu- 
monia as  well  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I 
cannot  speak  positively  with  reference  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, because  I have  had  no  experience  of  it; 
there  is  none  in  our  district.  I believe  that  it  did 
reduce  pleuro-  pneumonia,  but  I have  the  impression 
that  many  lung  diseases  are  mistaken  for  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  are  called  pleuro-pneumonia, 
which  are  not  absolutely  iufectious  pleuro- 
pneumonia, but  are  merely,  as  it  were,  bad  colds. 

4560.  Wasthe  importation  from  Ireland  stopped 
by  those  cattle  plague  restrictions  ? — I am  not 
aware  that  it  was. 

4561.  I understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  not 
know  of  any  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  for  a 
year  or  two  after  the  cattle  plague? — No,  I 
believe  there  were  none  in  our  county,  ancl  I 
heard  of  none  elsewhere. 

4562.  You  go  about  to  farmers’  clubs,  and  go 
about  the  kingdom  a good  deal,  do  you  not  ? — 

Yes,  I attend  nearly  all  the  great  shows;  my  father 
has  been  an  exhibitor  of  cattle  for  a long  period, 
and  we  certainly  were  free  from  the  disease  for 
years. 

A A 4563.  There 
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Mr.  4563.  There  have  been  objections  raised  here  4572.  Do  they  kill  lamb  m the  spring  of  the 
IF.  Stratton,  and  elsewhere  against  the  development  of  the  year  and  send  it  up  ? Yes,  there  is  a great  deal 
dead  meat  trade,  because  it  is  said  that  the  offal  of  that  done  in .Exeter. 

28  April  would  be  entirely  lost  if  cattle  were  slaughtered  4573.  Which  is  the  most  delicate  of  all  meats? 
1873-  at  the  waterside,  and  the  dead  meat  forwarded  — It  is  the  most  delicate  of  all  meats.  They  say 
to  the  inland  towns? — That  is  the  most  extra-  that  they  can  send  it  m that  way  when  they 
ordinary  statement  I ever  met  with.  It  is  an  could  not  keep  it  the  same  length  of  time  in  their 
organised  system  in  our  country  now,  when  pigs  own  slaughter-houses  ; that  the  current  of  air  ia 
are  killed  upon  a farm,  which  is  often  insisted  such  that  it  is  beneficial  to  the  meat;  and  it  i8 
upon  by  the  farmer  in  order  that  he  may  see  the  only  reasonable  to  suppose  so ; in  open  vans  there 
weight  to  send  the  offal  immediately  it  conies  is  a great  circulation  of  air  round  the  meat, 
from  the  pig  to  London.  -1574.  I suppose,  recurring  to  the  subject  of 

4564.  How  far  are  you  from  London?— A foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  disease  is  so  general 
100  miles  by  rail  and  six  miles  by  road  from  a sta-  that  farmers  think  they  must  have  it,  and  that  it  is 
tion ; that  is  on  one  side.  Then  when  the  Bath  of  no  use  taking  any  particular  precautions  about 
butchers  buy  an  animal  they  take  it  to  Bath,  and  it?— The  measures  are  so  inadequate  that  a great 
put  the  offal  into  hampers,  and  cart  it  by  road  many  of  them  are  careless,  xand  despise  the 
to  Bath.  Last  July  twelvemonths  was  the  last  rules  in  consequence  of  their  known  inade- 
time  I had  any  slaughtered  at  home.  I had  quacy. 

about  26  fat  pigs  slaughtered  by  a Bath  butcher;  4575.  But  you  still  adhere  to  your  opinion 
the  people  came  out  from  the  village  to  buy  the  that  farmers  do  regard  the  disease  with  a great 
offal,  as  they  always  used  to  do  on  such  occa-  deal  of  dread,  and  that  the  losses  are  almost  in- 
sions.  The  butcher  refused  to  sell  it,  saying  lie  calculable?— Yes ; I am  sure  that  farmers  in 
had  customers  in  Bath  whom  it  was  reserved  our  county,  and  in  the  west  of  England,  are 
for.  The  offal  was  taken  by  road  to  Bath  in  the  unanimous,  and  most  urgent  in  . demanding 
hottest  possible  weather  in  July  ; and  my  neigh-  stronger  measures  for  the  suppression  of  foot 
hour,  about  three  miles  from  me,  says  that  when  and  mouth  disease. 

his  pigs  are  slaughtered,  the  offal  is  put  into  4576.  Do  you  consider  yours  0.  dairy  or  a feed- 
hampers  and  carted  to  Gillingham  station,  and  big  district,  or  what? — A dairy  district, mostly, 
then  carried  from  Gillingham  station  to  London  4577.  You  do  not  buy  much,  do  you  ?— 
upon  the  South-Western  Railway,  which  is  over  Yes,  we  do ; we.  buy  them  in  the  spring, 
100  miles.  for  the  purpose  of  stocking  the  dairies.  My 

4565.  Was  there  any  particular  pains  taken  to  brother  lias  a 300-cow  dairy  ; and  this  spring  he 

cleanse  or  cure  the  offal? — Not  at  all;  it  was  went,  into  Oxfordshire  and  bought  62  heifers  at 
thrown  into  hampers  at  once.  one  deal.  He  put  them  into  trucks,  and  upon 

4566.  Would  there  have  been  any  loss  upon  the  fourth  day  after  their,  reaching  home  they 

ft? — Not  at  all;  if  there  had  been  they  would  had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease;  he  lost  mne 
have  sold  it  to  people  on  the  spot.  out  of  the  62,  and  nearly  all  the  calves.  The 

4567.  If  they  could  send  it  in  July  they  could  nine  beasts  died  absolutely,  I believe,  owing 

do  so  at  any  other  time  ? — Certainly ; that  is  the  to  their  having  the  disease  when  they  were  first 
most  difficult  time  for  preserving  meat.  in  very  full  milk ; it  affected  their  system,  and 

4568.  Did  I understand  you  that  previously  it  they  died  mostly  within  10  days  of  being  seized, 
was  the  custom  to  sell  the  offal  to  the  villagers  4578.  Mr.  altmuell.']  Did  the  animals  catch 
round  about? — Y es ; this  trade  for  offal  in  London  the  disease  in  the  trucks  ? — Y es,  undoubtedly.  As 
seems  to  have  been  only  newly  .developed  in  our  they  became  diseased  on  the  fourth  day  after 
neighbourhood.  At  one  of  our  local  meetings  I reaching  home,  whereas  the  animals  winch  were 
met  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  who  stated  at  the  public  herded  with  them  were  perfectly  well  througn- 
dinner  that  the  subject  was  a very  difficult  one;  out,  which  shows  that,  the  disease  was  picked  up 
that  he  had  been  employed  by  the  promoters  of  in  the  trucks. 

the  waterside  markets  as  counsel  before  the  4579.  You  have  not,  a large,  winter  grazing 
Parliamentary  Committee;  and  he  there  found  district,  have  you  ? — No;  there  is  an  exodus  out 
such  a mass  of  evidence  to  show  that  the  offal  of  the  country  in  the  winter  and  an  influx  in  the 
would  he  wasted,  in  the  case  of  waterside  spring.  . , 

slaughter,  that  they  were  utterly  unable  to  4580.  Do  you  get  many  cattle  from  the  Lnstol 
maintain  their  ground.  I then  told  him  what  market? — Yes;  that  is  where  we  get  the  disease 
was  the  practice  in  that  neighbourhood,  and  was  generally. 

supported  right  and  left.  4581.  Mr.  Do(!xou.~]  You  recommend,  as  an 

4569.  You  imagine  that  the  objection  which  is  addition  to  the  resolution  of  the. Central  Cham- 

raised  about  -the  transport  of  offal  is  illusory  ? — her,  that  after  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been 

Quite  illusory.  stamped  out,  as  far  as  may  he,,  then  any  animal 

4570.  And  that  if  you  can  take  offal  in  this  which  is  found  to  have  the  disease  should  be 
careless  and  unprepared  state,  there  could  be  slaughtered,  by  order  ?— I expressed  the  opinion 
but  little  doubt  that  the  meat  itself  could  be  that  those  measures  would  reduce  the  disease  0 

. transported? — There  would  be  no  difficulty  what-  a low  point,  and  then  it  would  be  advisable  to 
ever.  _There  is  a regular  trade  in  dead  meat  adopt  even  more  stringent  measures  to  get  rid  0 
from  Exeter  to  London  by  the  South  Western  the  few  remaining  centres  of  infection, 
line  ; they  have  vans  for  the  purpose.  It  is  the  4582.  You  would  then  slaughter  compmsoruy 
regular  practice  to  slaughter  lambs,  sheep,  beef,  every  animal  found  to  be  affected  ?— It  would i 

and  everything  else  in  Exeter,  and  send  the  a question  as  to  how  many  animals  were  attecr 

carcases  by  rail  to  London,  instead  of  sending  in  a certain  locality  ; I think  it  is  hardly  tax 
them  alive.  put  it  quite  in  that  way.  _ 

4571.  Do  they  hang  them  up  in  the  vans,  or  4583.  I only  want  to  understand  your  P 

are  they  packed  in  cloth  ? — They  bang  them  up  position  ?— I act  as  one  of  the  committee  tor 
in  the  vans.  county  of  Wilts,  we  do  not  delegate  our 
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any  subordinate  body,  but  act  through  the  police. 
I apprehend  that  when  the  disease  reached  a 
point  at  which  it  might  be  more  stringently  dealt 
with,  we  ought  to  have  the  power  to  slaughter 
any  animals  affected  in  our  county,  and  to  prevent 
the  ingress  of  any  other  animals  from  any  other 
county,  except  by  license. 

4584.  You  would  have  a discretionary  power 
of  slaughter? — Yes;  vested  in  the  county  au- 
thorities, not  in  any  smaller  authority  than 
that. 

4585.  How  do  you  propose  to  insure  that  the 
existence  of  disease  could  be  discovered? — We 
have  a system  of  reporting  by  the  police,  through 
the  clerk  of  the  peace ; the  chief  constable  issues 
weekly  reports  as  to  the  number  of  infected 
animals  in  each  police  district,  so  that  we  are 
kept  thoroughly  informed  weekly  as  to  the  state 
of  disease. 

4586.  Do  you  consider  that  that  information 
is  complete  and  reliable  ? — I think  it  is  as  com- 
plete as  we  can  get  it. 

4587.  Therefore,  that  would  still  be  your 
source  of  information  ? — Y es. 

4588.  The  source  of  information  is  the  owner 
of  the  diseased  animal  ? — Yes,  and  his  neigh- 
bours ; if  the  policeman  in  the  parish  sees  a case 
of  disease,  and  unfortunately,  all  know  it  too 
well,  it  would  be  at  once  reported,  and  I,  as  a 
stockowner,  would  report  the  case  if  my  neighbour 
did  not.  I do  not  think  that  there  are  any 
means  of  hiding  disease  in  Wiltshire.  I think  it 
is  all  reported  in  our  county. 

4589.  In  your  county  the  feeling  upon  the 
subject  is  so  strong,  that  if  a man  did  not  volun- 
tarily give  the  information,  his  neighbours  would 
give  it  for  him  ? — Yes ; in  the  parish  adjoining  me 
there  are  600  cows,  which  were  free  from  disease 
up  to  June  last  year,  and  some  little  farmer 
bought  three  beasts,  which  became  affected  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  those  beasts  remained 
in  one  field  affected  for  about  a week  without 
spreading  the  disease  beyond  themselves,  and  if 
we  had  had  the  power  of  slaughtering  those 
beasts  we  should  have  saved  a great  deal  of 
money.  The  beasts  were  worth  about  20  7.  each, 
and  the  money  that  was  afterwards  lost  by  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  spread  by  those  animals,  in 
the  way  of  cheese  and  butter,  casualties,  &c., 
would  amount  to,  it  was  calculated,  about  800 1. 

4590.  If  you  slaughtered  the  animals,  what 
proportion  of  compensation  would  you  propose  to 
give  to  the  owner  ? — Being  slaughtered  for  the 
benefit  of  the  community,  I think  he  ought  to  be 
paid  all. 

4591.  When  you  say  “ all,”  you  mean  the 
value  of  the  animal  when  it  is  diseased  ? — Yes, 
the  value  of  the  animal  at  the  time. 

4592.  Would  you  take  any  steps  with  regard 
to  the  animals  which  had  been  herded  with  the 
diseased  animals? — Yes;  supposing  the  disease 
were  reduced  to  the  proportions  I am  assuming,  I 
do  not  say  that  it  should  be  slaughtered  in  every 
case,  but  Ayhere  the  animal  is  not  slaughtered 
there  should  be  a more  stringent  separation  and 
isolation  of  it. 

4593.  You  would  propose  to  vest  in  the  county 
authorities  a discretionary  power  also  to  slaughter 
animals  which  had  been  herded  with  the  diseased 
animal,  or  to  prescribe  isolation  ? — Quite  so. 

4594.  You  have  had  no  experience  of  cattle 
plague  in  your  county  ? — No,  I have  not. 

4595.  Was  there  no  cattle  plague  in  Wiltshire 
at  all  ? — There  was  a reported  case,  but  I believe 

0.58. 


it  was  never  thoroughly  authenticated.  I do  not 
believe  we  had  a single  case. 

4596.  Have  you  had  any  sheep-pox  ? — We  had 
sheep-pox  before  the  institution  of  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act. 

4597.  You  recommend  that  in  the  case  of 
cattle  pla.gue  the  animals  herded  with  the  dis- 
eased animals  should  be  killed  by  compulsory 
order? — Yes. 

4598.  What  would  you  do  in  the  ease  of 
animals  which  had  not  actually  been  herded  with 
diseased  animals,  but  in  a diseased  neighbour- 
hood ? — I would  leave  the  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  inspectors  of  the  Privy  Council  to  slaughter 
the  animals  to  which  they  believed  the  disease 
had  been  communicated. 

4599.  You  would  increase  their  power  to  that 
extent  ? — Yes. 

4600.  You  say  that  your  Chamber  of  Agricul- 
ture had  adopted  resolutions  somewhat  stronger 
than  those  of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agricul- 
ture?—Yes. 

4601.  In  what  respect  were  they  stronger;  in 
the  same  respect  as  those  you  have  been  recom- 
mending yourself? — Very  much  so. 

4602.  There  would  be  no  material  difference 
between  them  ? — No. 

4603.  Could  you  hand  in  a copy  of  those  reso- 
lutions that  you  came  to  ? — I could  send  it  to  the 
Committee,  but  I drew  up  those  recommendations 
of  the  Central  Chamber  upon  the  basis  of  what 
we  had  agreed  upon,  and  they  are  so  much  the 
same  that  I think  it  would  not  be  necessary. 

4604.  I understand  that  your  recommendations 
are  more  striui'ent  than  those  of  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  ? — They  are  so  in  one  or 
two  points. 

4605.  We  should  like  to  see  them;  you  have 
had  no  experience  of  sheep-pox  yourself,  I think  ? 
— I have  not. 

4606.  Do  you  know  when  slieep-pox  was  in  the 
county  in  what  way  i t was  got  rid  of  ? — It  was  got  rid 
of  by  the  separation  I believe  of  the  infected  ani- 
mals and  constantly  turning  them  for  examination ; 
vaccination  was  tried  and  found  ineffectual,  and- 
inoculation  was  resorted  to  to  a great  extent,  and 
I believe  the  slaughter  of  them  in  some  cases  was 
carried  out ; but  I must  tell  you  that  the  feeling 
of  the  farmers  Avas  clearly  indicated  in  this  Avay, 
that  after  the  disease  had  almost  died  out  on  two 
or  three  of  the  principal  farms  on  which  it  had 
raged,  a small  flock  of  sheep  Avas  brought  into 
the  county  iu  a suspicious  state,  it  Avas  believed 
that  they  were  infected  with  the  sheep-pox,  and 
a subscription  was  got  up  amongst  the  farmers  at 
Marlborough  market;  they  bought  this  little 
flock  of  sheep  and  the  hurdles  within  Avliich  they 
had  been  enclosed ; they  slaughtered  the  sheep 
and  buried  them,  and  burnt  the  hurdles. 

4607.  With  regard  to  the  alleged  failure  of 
inspection  at  the  Smithfield  show  Avliich  you 
adduced  as  an  argument  that  inspection  at  the 
ports  must  fail,  are  you  aAvare  that  if  at  the  port 
one  animal  in  a cargo  is  found  diseased  the  whole  . 
cargo  is  slaughtered  ? — That  Avould  not  affect  my 
argument.  I maintain  that  all  the  animals  of 
that  cargo  might  pass  the  inspector,  and  might, 
Avithin  24  hours  afterwards,  break  doAvn  Avith  foot 
and  mouth  disease.  The  period  of  incubation  is 
four  days,  and  those  beasts  would  not  necessarily 
be  four  days  coming  from  Hamburgh  to  London ; 
they  Avould  probably  have  picked  up  the  disease 
in  the  hold  of  the  ship ; no  inspector  in  England 
could  detect  it  until  after  three  or  four  days. 

A A 2 4608.  At 
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4608.  At  the  Smithfield  show  no  animal  which  4618.  And  you  have  done  so  ever  since?— 'We 
had  not  actually  got  the  disease  was  stopped  ?—  have  done  so  ever  smce. 

I do  not  suppose  so ; it  was  an  inspection  earned  4619.  The  faims  m Wiltshire  are  generally 
out  under  the  direction  of  Professor  Simonds,  and  ratlier  large,  are  they  not  .—Yes. 
under  the  orders  of  the  Privy  Council.  I pre-  4620.  Do  the  large  sheep-owners  own  also 
sume  they  would  have  stopped  anything  which  large  numbers  of  cattle  ?-lhe  greater  part  of 
had  come  in  the  same  horse-box  with  an  affected  North  Wilts  is  a daily  district  There  is  an 
animal.  My  brother’s  animal  was  examined  and  immense  number  ot  cattle  kept  m North  Wilts, 
reiected  and  left  out  of  the  yard  from  the  Satur-  and  in  South  Wilts  also  there  is  a large  district 
day  until  the  Monday,  when  he  was  brought  in  where  cattle  prevail. 

perfectly  sound,  never  having  had  the  disease  at  all.  4621.  Have  you  had  the  disease  prevalent 

4609  On  what  occasion  was  it  that  the  in-  amongst  sheep  as  well  as  cattle  !— It  has  been 
spection  at  the  Smithfield  show  failed  in  the  veiy  in-evalent  amongst  sheep. 

manner  you  describe  ?— The  Christmas  show  of  4622.  What  is  it  exactly  that  you  recommend 
1871 ; the  last  show  but  one.  -with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease?  - I 

4610  There  was  no  failure  last  year,  was  recommend  those  measures  which  the  Central 
there  They  adopted  different  measures  alto-  Council  have  sent  to  you  as  being  their  sugges- 

gether  last  year;  they  did  the  very  same  thing  tions  . . . . 

which  I say  ouo-ht  to  be  done ; they  would  not  4623.  The  chief  recommendation  here  with 
allow  any thino-  to  come  into  the  yard  without  a regard  to  home  cattle  is,  that  in  the  months  of 
certificate  that  the  animal  had  not  been  previously  J une  and  J uly,  if  foot  and  mouth  disease  exists 
exhibited  within  a certain  time ; that  it  had  not  in  any  county,  all  movement  should  be  prohibited, 
been  in  contact  with  any  diseased  animal;  and  except  with  a license  Yes;  I think  that  is  a 
that  it  had  been  sent  to  the  show  in  a horse  very  important  condition, 
box-  they  adopted  practically  the  system  of  4624.  That  means  that  you  would  not  have 
licenses  which  I say  ought  to  be  adopted;  that  that  prohibition  at  any  other  time  in  the  year?- 
is,  the  very  point  we  contend  for,  namely,  that  No.  . . ...  , 

inspection  is  no  use;  you  must  go  by  results,  4625.  Nor  in  any  county  m winch  there  was 
and  that  where  a place  is  proved  to  be  an  infected  not  foot  and  mouth  disease  i— Not  until  the  disease 
or  dangerous  place,'  everything  which  comes  from  was  reduced  by  those  measures  to  the  very  low 
that  place  shall  be  treated  as  infected.  point  I have  suggested;  it  would  then  be  desir- 

4611.  You  told  the  Committee  that  you  lost  able  to  increase  the  stringency  of  those  measures; 

31.  or47.  per  head  on  milch  cows  through  the  but  I now  think  it  extends  so  universally  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease?— Yes.  more  oppressive  measures  than  those  would  be 

4612.  How  much  upon  the  average  do  you  say  found  to  be  unbearable. 

you  lost  by  fat  stock  that  were  attacked  ?— It  4626.  Then  I understand  that  you  would  stop 
depends  so  very  much  upon  the  period  at  which  all  movement  ; if  at  the  end  of  two  or  three 
they  o-et  the  disease ; during  the  summer  months  months  you  still  find  that  you  have  footand  mouth 
it  is  much  more  injurious  than  during  the  winter  disease,  what  would  you  do  then  ? — I should  not 
months,  and  at  the  season  when  herbage  is  scarce  expect  during  the  first  year  to  extinguish  it 
there  is  much  greater  loss  than  when  there  is  during  those  two  months,  but  I do  not  think  it 
plenty  of  soft  succulent  grass.  I should  estimate  would  be  possible  to  prevent  the  movement  ot 
the  loss  upon  grazing  beasts  in  a forward  state  cattle  much  longer  than  during  those  two  months, 
to  be  2/.;  upon  store  beasts  just  brought  in,  it  4627.  Supposing  you  diminished  the  disease 
would  not  average  more  than  1 1. ; and  upon  during  the  two  months  by  this,  action,  in.  what 
young  beasts  it  would  very  often  not  average  way  would  you  prevent  its  reviving  in  its  full 
more  than  10s.  each.  force  during  the  ten  months  that  would  elapse 

4613.  Chairman.!  You  had  the  foot  and  mouth  till  the.  next  June  and  July  ?— -Practically  the 

disease  very  badly  last  year  in  Wiltshire,  I be-  period  in  which  it  would  be  inclined  to  spread 
lieve  ? — Very  badly.  would  be  August,  September,  and  October, 

4614.  Had  you  it  badly  in  1869? — It  was  not  because  we  find  that  after  October  the  isolation 

nearly  so  prevalent  as  it  has  been  since ; it  has  of  cattle  commences,  as  they  are  shut  up  ironi 
gradually  increased  since  the  cattle-plague  re-  the  fields  into  the  yards.  W e propose  to  take 
strictions  were  removed.  the  months  when  it  reaches  its  lowest  point. 

4615.  But  there  was  a great  deal  of  footand  4628.  But  experience  seems  to  show  tha- 
mouth  disease  in  1869,  was  there  not,  in  Wilt-  August,  September,  and  October  are  the  three 
shire? — I am  not  quite  clear  as  to  when  it  began,  months  in  which  it  is  very  likely  to  spread.— 
The  cattle-plague  restrictions  were  removed  in  Quite  so,  because  during  the  months  of  May  an  1 
1867;  there  was  very  little  disease  until  1870.  June  and  July  the  disease  has.  been  spreading, 
It  has  been  gradually  increasing  from  1869  down  the  seeds  have  really  been  sowing  broadcast. 

to  the  present  time;  increasing  from  the  spring  4629.  Then  you  would  hope  that  those  regma- 
to  the  autumn,  and  dying  away  from  the  autumn  tions  for  those  two  months  would  give  it  suen  a 
to  the  spring  again.  blow  the  first  year  that  it  would  not  reach  any- 

4616.  Do  you  take  an  active  part  in  Wiltshire  thing  like  the  same  height  before  the  next  June 

in  putting  m force  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  and  J uly,  as  it  had  done  during  the  first  year 
Council  ? — I am  one  of  six  farmers  who  are  upon  Quite  so  ; these  measures  being  taken  with  e 
the  executive  committee  for  the  county.  others  which  have  gone  before  and  which  folio 

4617.  In  Wiltshire  have  they  made  use  of  the  it.  The  preamble  is  a very  important  point, 

power  given  by  the  Privy  Council  to  make  think,  also  for  consideration.  , . 

orders  Avith  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 4630.  The  other  measures  with  regard  to  to 

— We  adopted,  at  my  suggestion,  about  the  and  mouth  disease  are  chiefly  disinfection^ 
year  1869,  the  power  given  us  by  the  Privy  lairs  and  yards,  and  the  holds  of  vessels.--* 
Council,  of  treating  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  very  important,  in  our  opinion,  that  that  slio 
same  way  as  pleuro-pneumonia.  he  done  in  a different  manner  from  the  p^esen^ 
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4631.  The  first  of  your  recommendations  is 
that  there  should  be  uniform  action  in  boroughs 
and  in  counties;  but  that  is  in  contradiction,  is 
it  not,  of  the  6th  recommendation,  which  says 
that  there  should  be  only  restrictions  of  move- 
ment in  those  counties  in  which  you  have  found 
the  existence  of  disease ; I should  have  read  that 
1st  recommendation  as  meaning  that  there  should 
be  a restriction  throughout  the  kingdom? — It 
means  so  to  some  extent ; it  means  that  the  dele- 
gation of  power  to  minor  committees  is  objection- 
able, and  that  the  boroughs  not  being  amenable 
to  the  local  authorities  is  a very  objectionable 
thing. 

4632.  Then  uniform  action  m counties  and 
boroughs  throughout  Great  Britain  means  uniform 
within  each  county  in  Great  Britain  ? — I think 
we  say  as  far  as  possible. 

4633.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  Preamble, 
what  do  you  ask  for  there,  exactly? — We  ask 
for  the  slaughter  or  quarantine  of  all  foreign  im- 
ported animals. 

4634.  In  foreign  animals  you  do  not  include 
Irish  animals,  I presume  ? — W e do  not  include 
Irish  animals. 

4635.  But  supposing  that  you  still  apprehended 
clanger  from  Ireland,  what  would  you  do? — We 
believe  that  if  the  same  measures  which  we  re- 
commend in  that  set  of  resolutions  were  applied 
in  Ireland  as  in  England,  they  would  have  the 
same  effect  in  Ireland  as  in  England. 

4636.  Supposing  that  they  were  not  applied, 
what  would  you  do  ? — Then  we  would  treat  them 
as  foreign  beasts. 

4637.  What  would  you  do  with  foreign  ani- 
mals ? — Either  slaughter  or  quarantine  the  whole 
of  them. 

4638.  How  long  would  you  quarantine  them  ? 
-—For  foot  and  mouth  disease,  I imagine  a week 
would  be  sufficient  I am  not  a sufficient  vete- 
rinary authority  to  give  an  opinion  about  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

4639.  With  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
you  do  not  propose  at  first  to  slaughter  any 
animals  ? — Not  at  first. 

4640.  What  is  the  most  severe  proposition 
that  you  make  with  regard  to  slaughter  in  the 
case  of  home  animals  ? — If  you  mean,  ultimately, 
when  we  have  reduced  the  disease  to  a low  point, 
I would  give  the  county  authorities  power  to 
slaughter,  or  use  additional  precautions  with  re- 
gard to  isolation  beyond  what  they  now  have.  I 
would  give  them  a discretionary  power  to  slaugh- 
ter if  they  thought  proper. 

4641.  To  slaughter  what  animals? — Animals 
affected,  and  those  in  contact  with  them. 

4642.  You  are  aware  that  in  case  of  any  cargo 
arriving  from  abroad  in  which  one  animal  is  found 
to  have  foot  and  mouth  disease  the  whole  are 
slaughtered? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

4643.  You  are  aware  also  that  that  has  been 
put  in  force  in  many  cases  ? — Yes. 

4644.  Are  you  also  aware  that  it  is  believed 
that  the  fact  that  there  is  that  order  has  caused 
very  great  care  to  be  taken  by  the  importers  of 
cattle  from  the  unscheduled  countries ; that  is  to 
say,  countries  from  which  the  cattle  would  not 
be  compelled  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
landing  unless  disease  was  found  in  them? — I 
believe  the  order  would  be  ineffectual,  because 
the  germs  of  the  disease  might  be  picked  tip  in 
the  hold  of  a ship  upon  the  voyage  from  Ham- 
burgh to  London. 

4645.  Have  yo.u  any  knowledge  of  any  case 


which  you  can  trace  of  the  disease  having  been 
introduced  in  that  way  ? — As  I live  in  the  western 
part  of  the  kingdom  I know  more  of  the  cattle 
coming  from  the  west 

4646.  _ You  know  that  the  restriction  upon 
foreign  importation  is  much  more  severe  titan 
upon  the  movement  of  any  home  cattle  ? — Yes. 

4647.  Have  you  full  confidence  that  the  strin- 
gent regulations  you  propose  would  be  carried 
out  generally  by  the  farmers  in  Wiltshire  ? — Yes ; 
I have  full  confidence  that  they  would  be  hailed 
with  acclamation. 

4648.  Were  those  regulations  in  force  during 
the  cattle  plague  7 — Yes. 

4649.  Was  there  no  difficulty  in  carrying  them 
out  ? — I know  that  the  benefit  was  far  greater 
than  the  difficulty.  We  authorised  the  corporals 
and  serjeants  of  police  to  sign  licenses,  and  we 
had  no  difficulty  at  all  in  carrying  them  out. 

4650.  If  the  authorities  who  were  employed 
by  the  Privy  Council  stated  that  they  found  it 
was  very  difficult  to  carry  out  these  orders,  either 
that  difficulty  did  not  exist  in  Wiltshire,  or  they 
must  have  been  mistaken  in  their  assertion  ? — I 
do  not  know  what  difficulty  you  allude  to. 

4651.  It  has  been  frequently  stated  that,  not- 
withstanding the  great  loss  from  cattle  plague, 
it  was  found  very  difficult  to  carry  out  the  re- 
strictions with  regard  to  movement  during  the 
cattle  plague  ? — Practically  we  had  no  difficulty 
in  Wiltshire.  I can  speak  to  that,  because  I 
was  in  constant  communication  with  the  autho- 
rities and  with  head  quarters. 

4652.  Mr.  Dodson.']  You  had  no  cattle  plague 
in  Wiltshire  ? — No,  we  had  not,  and  no  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  I believe ; we  got  rid  of  it  entirely. 

4653.  Chairman.]  Does  your  local  authority 
in  Wiltshire  chiefly  employ  the  police  to  carry 
the  regulations  out? — Yes. 

4654.  Ho  they  employ  any  veterinary  surgeons 
also  ? — No,  only  in  a case  of  doubt,  when  they 
are  empowered  to  call  in  a veterinary  inspector. 

4655.  None  of  your  inspectors  are  veterinary 
inspectors  ? — No. 

4656.  There  is  no  right  of  entry  at  present 
upon  a farmer’s  premises  in  respect  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease? — There  is  not. 

4657.  Would  you  give  such  power  of  entry? 
—Yes. 

4658.  Do  you  think  such  powers  would  be 
necessary  ? — Yes. 

4659.  To  whom  would  you  give  such  power 
of  entry?— To  theinspectors  of  the  local  authority. 

4660.  To  the  police? — Yes. 

4661.  Supposing  that  there  were  farmers  who 
did  not  wish  to  report  the  fact  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  being  upon  their  premises,  what  steps 
would  you  take  ? — Their  neighbours  would  re- 
port it  for  them  very  quickly. 

4662.  But  suppose  their  neighbours  did  not 
know  of  it?— It  would  surely  be  discovered. 

4663.  What  steps  would  you  then  take  to  dis- 
cover whether  they  do  or  do  not  conceal  the 
existence  of  disease  ? — You  cannot  do  more  than 
that,  I think. 

4664.  You  think  that  giving  the  police  the 

power  to  enter  the  premises,  and  each  man  watch- 
ing his  neighbour,  would  be  sufficient? — Yes,  I 
think  so.  ... 

4665.  Is  it  one  of  your  recommendations  here 
that  there  should  be  power  of  entry  in  the  case 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I do  riot  think  it  is 
included  in  that  report.  I was  not  aware  until 
quite  recently  that  we  had  not  that  power. 

aa3  4666.  Just 


Mr. 

W.  Siratlon. 
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4666.  Just  to  turn  to  another  question;  take 
your  third  recommendation  with  regard  to  com- 
pensation for  cattle  plague  or  sheep-pox,  you  say 
that  you  think  that  the  owners  of.  the  animals 
which  are  slaughtered  should  he  reimbursed  the 
full  value  thereof  at  the  public  cost? — I would 
have  the  compensation  estimated  by  valuation. 

4667.  Do  you  mean  the  full  value  after  the 
animal  has  caught  the  plague,  or  before  ? — After- 
wards. 

4668.  And  the  full  value  of  the  animal  which 
has  been  exposed  to  infection  after  such  expo- 
sure ? — The  full  value  at  the  time  that  the  animal 
is  slaughtered. . 

4669.  What  do  you  think  would  be  the  value 
of  an  animal  which  has  caught  the  cattle  plague, 
supposing  he  was  a beast  worth  20 l.  originally? 
— At  the  time  he  was  infected  I should  not  think 
he  would  be  worth  half  the  money  ; less  than  half 
the  money,  probably. 

4670.  Then,  as  regards  cattle  plague,  your  re- 
commendation is  similar  to  that  contained  in  the 
Act ; it  is  precisely  the  same  tiling,  because  the 
Act  says,  “ "Where  an  animal  affected  with  cattle 
plague,  or  affected  with  disease  suspected  to  be 
cattle  plague,  is  slaughtered  in  pursuance  of  this 
Act,  the  local  authority  .(except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  this  Act)  shall,  by  way  of  compensa- 
tion for  the  animal,  pay  to  the  owner  thereof 
such  sum,  not  exceeding  20  /.,  and  not  exceeding 
one-half  of  the  value  of  the  animal  immediately 
before  it  wras  affected  with  cattle  plague,  as  to 
the  local  authority  seems  fit.”  Consequently,  if 
the  fact  of  an  animal  catching  the  cattle  plague 
diminished  its  value  by  one-half,  which  is  your 
opinion,  I should  think  it  would  do  more ; you 
and  the  Act  agree  together  ? — Yes. 

4671.  Have  you  any  estimate  of  the  amount 
of  depreciation  which  the  fact  of  being  herded 
with  animals  which  had  the  cattle  plague  would 
cause  ? — I do  not  think  they  would  be  of  any  less 
value  if  they  were  fat. 

4672.  They  could  be  killed  before  they  would 
develop  the  disease  ? — ’Yes. 

4673.  You  would  have  to  look  rather  sharp 
about  that,  would  you  not? — Yes;  but  I appre- 
hend that  if  these  measures  were  properly  carried 
out,  there  would  be  very  few  suffer  on  account 
of  them,  as  the  evil  would  be  cured  immedi- 
ately. 

4674.  You  have  heard  evidence  of  the  exceed- 
ing rapidity  with  which  the  disease  spreads  ? — 
I have. 

.4675.  Ace  you  aware  wlmt  compensation  is 
given  now  for  animals  herded  with  diseased 
animals? — £.30  I think  is  the  maximum. 

4676.  It  is  not  exceeding  30/.,  or  three-fourths 
of  the  value  of  the  animal? — But  we  contemplate 
that  those  in  adjacent  places,  as  well  as  those 
herded  with  diseased  animals,  should  be  paid  for 
at  their  full  value. 

4677.  Would  you  apply  the  same  rules,  with 
regard  to  slaughter  and  compensation  immedi- 
ately, to  pleuro-pneumonia  at  the  present  time  ? 
— No;  I would  treat  pleuro-pneumonia  as  we 

• u?w  ti’ea,t  it.  I am  not  practically  conversant 
with  it. 

4678.  Have  you  much  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
Wiltshire  ? — No,  we  have  not. 

4679.  Have  you  never  had  it? — No;  I never 
have  had  it  on  my  farm. 

4680.  Mr.  Mansell.']  Do  you  believe  that  if 
the  circulation  of  cattle  were  prevented,  and  that 
the  fairs  and  markets  were  stopped  for  two 


months,  you  .would  entirely  get  rid  of  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  the  district  ? — No. 

4681.  Chairman.]  Your  sixth  recommendation 

does  not,  in  its  wording,  ask  for  the  stoppage  of 
fairs  and  markets  ? — No ; but  I think  that  would 
be  a necessary  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  the 
measures  wc  propose. 

4682.  Mr.  Monsell. ] Why  do  you  believe  that 
it  would  not  get  rid  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ’ 
— On  account  of  the  vast  number  of  cases  which 
at  present  exist.  Supposing  the  proposed  system 
were  put  in  force  next  June  and  July,  there  are 
so  many  centres  of  infection  ; in  fact,  the  disease 
extends  over  so  great  an  area  that  in  the  first 
year  it  would  not  be  absolutely  successful  in 
eradicating  it;  it  would  reduce  it  to  a lower  point- 
but.  I believe  some  would  escape. 

4683.  Take  the  case  of  a herd  of  cattle,  the  dis 
eascw'ould  nothavc  run  through  the  herd  before  the 
two  months  had  expired  ?— It  would,  if  they  were 
in  direct  contact,  but  not  if  there  was  a break  • 
there  might  he  a pause  in  the  communication  of 
. the  disease  from  one  lot  of  animals  to  another. 

4684.  Could  you  form  any  opinion  as  to  the 
length  of  tune  during  which  it  would  really  be 
necessary  to  take  those  resti-ictive  measures,  with 
a fair  chance  of  getting  rid  of  the  disease  alto- 
gether ? — I think  the  adoption  of  those  measures 
for  a whole  summer  would  be  effectual. 

4685.  That  would  be  impossible,  would  it  not? 
No,  we  did  it  in  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague, 
and  I should  be  glad  to  do  it  again;  but  there  are 
many  weak  brethren  amongst  us,  and  we  drew 
these  recommendations  up  to  meet  their  views, 
but  I should  like  it  as  I say. 

4686.  Do  you  suppose  that  if  these  strong 
measures  were  adopted  they  would  be  sufficient 
to  limit  the  disease  to  the  particular  counties  in 
which  the  disease  existed  ; would  it  not  be  more 
effectual,  in  order  to  carry  out  these  restrictive 
measures,  to  let  the  whole  country  suffer  for  a 
certain  time,  with  the  view  of  absolutely  eradica- 
ting the  disease  ? — I think  very  likely  it  would 
be  desirable  to  do  so.  If  or  myself,  I should  like 
to  see  that  restriction  absolute  through  the  whole 
summer. 

4687.  Supposing  there  were  a general  belief 
amongst  farmers  that  the  disease  would  be  eradi- 
cated, do  you  think  that  they  would  not  be  pre- 
pared to  submit  these  resolutions  1 — I think  they 
would,  if  they  understood  that. 

4688.  The  reason,  as  I gathered,  why  the 
farmers  object  to  the  present  orders  is  that  they 
find  them  rather  onerous,  and  they  do  not  do 
any  good  ? — That  is  so. 

4689.  Chairman.]  You  yourself  would  prefer 
that  there  should  be  a stoppage  of  movement 
during  the  summer;  you  mean  from  June  to 
November  ? — Yes. 

4690.  You  think  that  it  would  be  better  that 
that  should  bo  done  all  through  the  kingdom  ?— 
Yes. 

4691.  I suppose  you  simply  say  you  would 
prefer  that,  because  you  think  you  would  be  more 
likely  to  ensure  success  ? — Yes. 

4692.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Do  you  think  that  public 
opinion  would  go  sufficiently  with  such  a measure 
to  ensure  its  being  carried  out  ? — I doubt  if  it 
would. 

4693.  Unless  public  opinion  were  to  a great 
extent  in  its  favour,  it  could  not  be  tried  ?■—  I 
do  not  think  it  could  be  carried  through  Parlia- 
ment otherwise. 

4694.  But  could  it  be  carried  out  in  the  couu- 

taea 
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ties  unless  public  opinion  went  with  it  ? — I do  not 
think  there  would  be  any  hostility  on  the  part  of 
agriculturists  to  the  measures. 

4695.  Would  there  not  be  in  the  counties 
which  were  free  from  the  disease? — In  those 
counties  I daresay  there  might  be  some  objec- 
tion ; but,  practically,  it  would  be  inoperative 
there,  because  they  would  have  no  disease  there. 
I have  no  doubt  it  would  be  shirked  in  those 
counties  where  no  disease  existed. 

4696.  Mr.  Monsetl.~\  Do  you  think  that  you 
have  in  England  sufficient  local  machinery  for 
the  purpose  of  detecting  the  springing-up  of  the 
disease  itself,  supposing  it  were  once  eradicated  ? 
—Yes;  I think  the  principle  of  self-preserva- 
tion would  be  the  means  of  finding  it  out ; the 
neighbouring  farmers  would  take  care  that  any 
case  of  disease  was  reported. 

4697.  You  think  that  if  you  could  once  get 
rid  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  local  authori- 
ties would  have  sufficient  power  to  detect  at  once 
any  case  of  its  reappearance  ? — I have  no  doubt 
whatever  upon  that  point. 

4698.  Mr.  Kavanugh.\  After  you  have  stopped 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  by  stopping  the 
movement  of  cattle,  would  you  propose  any 
regulations  with  regard  to  the  cleansing  of 
trucks,  and  so  on,  for  fear  the  disease  should  be 
left  dormant  in  them  ? — That  set  of  resolutions 
to  which  I called  your  attention,  as  presented  by 
the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  points  out 
that  the  disinfection  of  trucks  is  very  inefficiently 
done,  and  requires  further  measures  to  be 
adopted. 

4699.  Do  you  recommend  putting  cattle  in 
quarantine  upon  arriving  from  Ireland  ? — No. 

4700.  You  do  not  agree  with  the  veterinary 
professors  who  regard  quarantine  as  being  likely 
to  form  a hotbed  of  infection  ? — W c have  never 
recommended  quarantine  for  animals  coming  from 
Ireland. 

4701.  In  the  case  of  Ireland  not  being  subjected 
to  the  same  safeguards  as  England,  you  would 
treat  them  as  foreign  beasts  ? — Yes. 

■4702.  Do  you  look  upon  quarantine  as  a pro- 
tection ? — Yes,  protection  to  our  herds. 

4703.  Suppose  disease  breaks  out  during 
quarantine,  what  is  to  be  done  ? — The  animal's 
must  stop  there  until  they  either  die  or  re- 
cover1. 

4704.  Then  it  would  become  a hotbed  of  in- 
fection ?— But  an  isolated  hotbed  of  infection,  I 
imagine. 

4705.  Mr.  W.  Johnston .]  Do  you  find  that  a 
great  number  of  Irish  cattle  are  brought  to 
Bristol  ?— Yes. 

4706.  Have  you  found  much  disease  in  them  ? 
-—1  believe  there  is  never  a cargo  comes  in  that 
has  not  disease  on  board  ; but  I do  not  blame  the 
lnsh  for  it;  it  is  on  board  the  boat  that  they 
pick  rt  up.  The  period  of  incubation  is  exactly 
long  enough  for  the  animals  to  stand  the  market 
beioje  showing  the  disease. 

4707.  Professor  Brown  mentions  that,  in  the 
markets  at  Bristol,  cleansing  and  disinfection  is 
earned  out  to  a considerable  extent? — Yes,  that 
ls.  s.°  'but  .1  do  not  think  that  the  contagion  is 
picked  up  in  the  market,  hut  in  the  boat ; it  is 
latent  m the  animal  at  the  time  it  is  in  the 
nm-ket 

4708.  It  was  from  some  calves  sent  from  Bristol 
o Ireland  in  1871  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 

was  conveyed  to  Ireland,  was  it  not?— That  is 
very  likely,  I think. 

0.58. 


4709.  Do  you  know  what  quantity  of  cattle 
come  to  this  market  from  Ireland  ? — About  1,000 
a week. 

4710.  Are  they  fat  or  store  cattle,  principally  ? 
— Principally  store  cattle. 

4711.  Mr.  C7«y.]  Did  I understand  you  to  say 
that  those  gentlemen  who  act  upon  this  Com- 
mittee would  recommend  commencing  witlr  less 
stringent  restrictions  than  have  been'  proposed, 
and  for  a shorter  time,  say  from  July  to  the  end 
of  October  ? — I think  that  the  recommendations 
of  the  Central  Chamber  would  be  preferred  by 
the  community  generally. 

4712.  That  is,  I suppose,  chiefiy  from  the  be- 
lief that  the  inconveniences  would  be  so  great 
that  it  would  be  practically  impossible  to  carry 
out  the  system  further,  and  that  the  price  to  be 
paid  for  it  would  be  so  great? — Yes. 

4713.  But  you  believe  that  by  more  stringent 
regulations,  and  maintaining  them  for  a shorter 
time,  more  good  might  be  done  ? — Yes. 

4714.  And  that  that  would  go  a good  way 
towards  diminishing  the  prevalence  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Quite  so. 

. 1.5,  When  you  had  succeeded  in  considerably 
diminishing  the  disease,  then  your  proposal  would 
be  to  increase  as  mucll  as  possible  the  stringency 
oi  the  different  restrictions,  with  the  idea  of 
stamping  out  the  disease  altogether  ? — Quite  so. 

4716.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  when  the  fanners, 
who  are  the  parties  generally  interested,  had 
found  that  a good  deal  of  good  had  been  done 
by  the  earlier  restrictions,  they  would  then  make 
no  objection  to  the  carrying  out  of  the  more 
stringent  regulations,  and  for  a longer  time  than 
you  have  spoken  of? — That  is  my  opinion. 

4717.  Sir  Ii.  Selwin-Ib betson. J It  really  sums 
itself  up  into  two  points,  namely,  that  if  yon 
could  get  united  local  action  in  the  counties,  and 
the  restrictions  for  a certain  period,  you  believe 

ou  might  practically  stamp  out  the  disease  ? — I 
clieve  that  the  adoption  of  those  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Central  Council  would  reduce  the 
disease  to  a very  low  point  and  to  such  a low 
point  that  it  would  be  then  practically  desirable 
to  adopt  more  stringent  regulations. 

4718.  The  farmers  in  your  county  are  large 
holders  of  land  generally,  are  they  not? — Yes. 

4719.  Do  you  think  that  counties  where  small 
farms  exist  in  a large  proportion  would  equally 
sanction  the  proposals  you  suggest  ? — Decidedly 
they  would;  the  small  farmers  are  those  who 
occupy  the  dairy  lands,  and  it  is  those  who  suffer 
principally ; and  it  is  they  who  are  most  anxious 
for  the  regulations.  In  our  county  the  dairymen 
are  most  anxious  for  them ; they  are  by  far  the 
greatest  sufferers  from  the  disease. 

4720.  They  do  not  require  to  change  their 
stock,  do  they? — Yes;  but  they  have  no  diffi- 
cultyingetting licenses;  they  used  to  come  to 
me  tor  them.  I had  the  granting  of  the  licenses 
in  my  district,  and  afterwards  the  police  had  the 
power. 

4721.  But  practically  you  think  that  the  agri- 
cultural body  would  agree  to  restrictions  of  that 
kind  with  a view  to  the  ultimate  stamping  out  of  • 
the  disease? — Yes. 

4722.  Mr.  Clare  Head. j Do  you  think  that,  in 
giving  notice  of  the  disease  to  the  police,  it  would 
be  necessary,  if  we  amend  the  Act,  to  insist  upon 
the  owner  of  stock  giving  notice  to  his  neighbour 
as  well  ? — I think  it  is  very  desirable  that  it 
should  be  so,  or  that  the  police  should  be  in- 
structed to  publish  it. 

A A 4 4723.  You 


Mr. 

W.  Stratton . 

■28  April 
1873. 
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Mr.  4723.  You  would  make  the  police  the.  medium 

W,  Stratton,  of  information  ? — Yes. 

4724.  And  do  you  think,  taking  the  average  ot 

28  April  loss  Up0n  fat  stock,  store  stock,  and  young  cattle, 
lB"3-  that  2 l.  a head  would  be  an  excessive  estimate  of 
the  loss  ? — I think  it  would  be  a fair  estimate  for 
the  western  counties. 

4725.  On  account  of  the  large  proportion  of 
cows? — On  account  of  the  large  proportion  of 
dairy  cows.  . 

4726-7.  Chairman.']  When  you  speak  of  the 
loss  upon  an  annual  which  is  not  a milch  cow, 
how  much  do  you  estimate  that  at  ? — It  depends 
altogether  upon  the  degree  of  fatness  in  which 
she  is ; if  she  is  a fat  heavy  cow  she  ■would  lose 
2 l.  in  value,  I think. 

4(728.  Does  that  mean  that  it  would  require 
2 l.  more  keep  to  bring  her  back  to  the  condition 
in  which  she  was  before  taking  the  disease  ? — 
Taking  a herd  of  20  animals,  it  would  require 
40  l.  worth  of  food  to  bring  them  back  to  their 
previous  condition. 

4729.  And  supposing  they  are  brought  round 
again,  they  are  as  saleable  then  as  they  were  be- 
fore ? — Yes,  if  they  are  put  into  the  same  con- 
dition. 

4730.  I believe  you  were  asked  about  the 
working  of  the  local  authorities  in  counties  and 
boroughs : your  local  authority  goes  over  the 
whole  county  of  Wiltshire,  of  course  ? — Yes,  it 
does. 

4731.  What  number  of  boroughs  have  you 
within  the  county  ? — I cannot  tell  you  the  num- 
ber of  boroughs  which  have  individual  privi- 
leges. 

4732.  Arc  there  any  of  them  with  a large 
agricultural  area  around  the  town  ? — .No,  they 
are  all  confined,  I believe,  to  the  town  itself. 

4733.  In  what  way  do  you  find  the  fact  of  there 
being  a borough  authority  as  well  as  a town 
authority  an  inconvenience  ? — In  the  case  of 
Bristol,  the  authorities  of  Somersetshire  and 
Gloucestershire  have  no  power  of  interfering  at 
all. 

4734.  Your  remark  applies  rather  to  what  you 
hear  about  Bristol  than  to  anything  in  your  own 
county,  does  it  not? — Yes,  from  what  1 know 
about  Bristol. 

4735.  In  what  way  ? — Cattle  come  from  Bristol 
to  our  markets  every  week,  and  we  find  that  the 
local  authorities  of  Somersetshire  and  Gloucester- 
shire whose  interest  it  is  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
disease,  have  no  power  of  going  to  the  boats  and 
of  inspecting  the  cattle. 

4736.  The  ’large  fair  at  Weyhill  goes  on,  does 
it  not? — Yes. 

4737.  It  is  not  so  large  a fair,  is  it,  as  it  used 
to  be  ? — It  is  as  large  a sheep  fair,  but  not  so 
large  a cattle  fair. 

4738.  When  is  it  held? — In  October. 


4739.  Was  there  much  foot  and  mouth  disease 
when  it  was  last  held  ? — I do  not  think  there  was 
any  active  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  sheep; 
a great  many  of  them  were  lame  from  the  effects 
of  it. 

4740.  Was  not  that  rather  surprising,  con- 
sidering there  were  so  many  cases  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  sheep  in  Wiltshire  ? — It  is  very 
difficult  to  identify;  it  is  very  difficult  to  say 
whether  the  lameness  arises  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  or  from  foot  rot. 

4741.  When  are  the  cattle  fairs? — In  the 
spring  and  in  the  autumn. 

4742.  You  have  none  in  June  or  July,  of  im- 
portance ? — None. 

4743.  Arc  they  generally  held  in  towns,  or  are 
any  of  them  held  in  large  villages  ?— In  towns. 

4744.  Then  would  your  proposition  be  that  the 
local  authority  of  the  county  should  treat  the 
boroughs  as  part  of  the  county  ? — Quite  so. 

4745.  That  is  your  proposition,  rather  than 
that  the  boroughs  and  counties  should  together 
form  one  local  authority? — I think  the  boroughs 
ought  to  be  under  the  control  of  the  county 
authorities ; they  have  no  interest  in  the  cattle, 
nor  in  watching,  nor  in  reporting  the  disease. 

4746.  Their  only  interest  is  the  interest  which 
may  be  connected  with  the  market,  and  their 
interest  as  consumers  ? — The  market  interest  is 
rather  antagonistic  to  the  agricultural  interest. 

4747.  And  being  antagonistic,  do  you  think 
that  it  would  be  quite  fair  to  put  them  under  the 
county  without  any  share  in  the  composition  of 
the  local  authority  ? — Y’es,  I do  ; it  is  for  their 
ultimate  benefit,  although  not  for  their  imme- 
diate benefit. 

4748.  You  mean  that  it  would  be  for  their 
ultimate  benefit,  because  you  think  the  amount 
of  disease  would  be  diminished? — Yes,  and  the 
price  of  meat  reduced. 

4749.  Mr.  Clare  Read,']  I suppose  the  borough 
authorities  could  sit  with  the  county  committee  ? 
— I sec  no  practical  difficulty  in  that  at  all. 

4750.  And  if  the  two  came  together  at  all,  the 
probability  is  that  they  would  agree  upon  some 
reasonable  course  being  pursued  ? — There  is  no 
doubt  about  that,  I.  think. 

4751.  Arc  you  a large  breeder  of  cattle  your- 
self?— Y’es,  I breed  a good  deal.  I have  70 
dairy  cows,  and  their  produce  is  weaned  altogether. 
I wean  about  from  20  to  30  myself,  aud  in  cases 
such  as  those  where  1 had  more  than  half  my 
dairy  barren,  in  consequence  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  1 am  obliged  to  buy  to  fill  up  my  daily. 
I breed  upon  the  average  from  25  to  30,  and  I 
am  obliged  to  buy  besides  that  to  fill  up 
vacancies. 

4752.  Chairman.']  What  part  of  Wiltshire 
do  you  live  in? — Near  Warminster,  in  South 
Wilts. 


Mr.  William  Hunting,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  4753.  Mr.  Clare  Read. You  are  a veterinary 

W. Hunting,  surgeon,  residing  in  Derby  Street,  May  Fair? — 

— - I am. 

4754.  Have  you  had  much  experience  in 
glanders? — Y’es,  comparatively  speaking. 

4755.  Is  glanders  upon  the  increase  in  the 
metropolis?— It  is,  according  to  my  experience, 
and  according  to  the  experience  of  other  vete- 
rinary surgeons  in  London,  whom  I have  asked 
about  it  purposely. 


4756.  How  long  has  that  disease  been  upon 

the  increase? — I have  been  somewhere  about 
four  years  in  London,  and  my  experience  is 
that  it  increases  every  year;  but  I find  that  the 
last  report  of  the  Veterinary  Council  shows  that 
during  last  year,  1872,  there  were  a great  many 
more  cases  than  in  1871 ; hut  that  1870  showed 
nearly  as  many  cases  as  1872.  , f 

4757.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  the  Act  is  sul- 
ficiently  stringent  to  deal  with  glanders  1— As 
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-as  glanders  itself  goes,  it  may  be;  but  there  is  a 
disease  known  as  farcy,  which  is  really  one  and 
the  same  with  glanders.  This  disease,  farcy,  is 
not  mentioned  in  the  Act  at  all,  and  the  result  is, 
that  horses  can  work  in  the  public  streets  affected 
with  farcy,  in  a state  capable  of  communicating 
o-landers  to  other  horses;  horses  affected  with 
farcy  are  regularly  worked,  although  they  can 
communicate  glanders  to  any  other  horse. 

4758.  Does  farcy  become  glanders  eventually? 
—Farcied  horses  die  of  glanders,  as  a rule. 

4759-  What  are  the  symptoms  of  farcy  as 
compared  with  glanders? — The  symptoms  of 
farcy  are  confined  almost  entirely  to  the  super- 
ficial parts  of  the  body ; to  that  which  we  call  the 
lymphatic  system ; underneath  the  skin.  You  have 
little  swellings  in  the  course  of  those  lymphatics, 
sometimes  thick  legs  and  sometimes  a discharge 
from  the  nose. 

4760.  In  those  stages  is  farcy  infectious? — 
Certainly. 

4761.  And  you  say  will  produce  glanders  ? — 
Yes. 

4762.  Then,  in  any  amendment  of  the  Act, 
you  consider  that  farcy  should  be  considered  a 
contagious  disease  ? — That  the  term  “ glanders  ” 
should  include  farcy,  and  that  a difference  be- 
tween the  two  should  not  be  made,  simply 
because  the  one  affects  those  particular  parts 
more  than  the  whole  general  system,  for  in 
both  cases  the  blood  and  the  body  contain  a 
virulent  poison. 

4763.  Whether  developed  in  the  shape  of 
farcy  or  in  the  shape  of  glanders  ? — Yes. 

4764.  What  would  you  do  with  those  animals 
which  were  the  subjects  of  disease  ?— I think 
that  all  cases  of  farcy  and  glanders  should  be 
killed  as  soon  as  they  are  discovered. 

4765.  Do  not  you  think  that  there  is  any  cure 
for  farcy  ? — Doubtless  the  majority  of  cases  of 
farcy  in  young,  strong  animals  are  curable ; but, 
at  the  same  time,  the  length  of  time  taken  to 
bring  about  a cure,  and  their  being  centres  of 
contagion  during  the  whole  time  that  they  are 
suffering  from  the  disease,  and  its  virulence, 
render  it  a disease,  I think,  not  fit  to  be  allowed 
to  exist;  and  besides  that,  by  doing  as  I 
suggest,  you  would  thoroughly  stamp  out  the 
disease,  and,  having  stamped  it  out,  I believe 
we  should  be  perfectly  free  from  it. 

4766.  You  would  order  all  horses  affected 
with  farcy  or  glanders  to  be  killed? — To  be 
destroyed. 

4767.  Are  you  aware  that  under  the  Act  there 
is  no  power  to  kill  a horse  affected  with  glanders, 
unless  he  should  happen  to  be  in  some  public 
jfiace,  and  be  there  seized  by  the  authorities  ? — 

4768.  Would  you  extend  that  power  so  that  a 
horse  might  be  killed  in  the  stable  of  the  owner 
without  being  exposed  ? — I think  it  should  not  be 
allowed  to  exist  even  in  the  stable  of  the  owner. 

4769.  Are  you  aware  that  the  inspector,  under 
this  Act,  has  no  power  whatever  to  enter  premises 
for  the  purpose  of  discovering  glanders? — Yes. 

4770.  Do  you  think  he  ought  to  have  that 
power  ?— Certainly. 

4771.  Have  you  any  idea  whether  the  drinking 
troughs  in  the  metropolis  have  been  the  means 
of  spreading  farcy  or  glanders? — Some  months 
since  ! drew  attention  in  a newspaper  called  the 
“Animal  World,”  to  the  increase  of  glanders 
in  London,  and  in  it  I drew  attention  to  the 
increase  of  drinking  fountains  in  London.  I 

0.58. 


could  not  say  positively  that  there  is  any  con-  Mr. 

nection  between  the  increase  of  the  two ; but  ^ Hunting. 

certainly  one  has  a right  to  conclude  that  horses  .. 

might  get  glanders  from  those  drinking  troughs,  2 ?n 

for  a horse  affected  with  farcy  or  glanders  might  73* 

leave  matter  from  his  nose  upon  those  troughs, 

and  in  that  way  it  might  be  communicated  to 

other  horses.  Then,  again,  there  is  the  .increased 

use  made  of  public  auctions  of  horses  in  London  ; 

there  are  now  a great  number  of  them,  and  it  is 

certainly  the  case  sometimes  that  horses  suffering 

from  farcy,  if  not  glanders,  are  sent  into  those 

establishments  for  sale.  It  is  a common  thing, 

when  glanders  breaks  out  in  a stable,  for  the 

owner  to  kill  the  animal  affected,  send  it  quietly 

away  to  the  knacker’s  yard,  say  nothing  about  it, 

and  send  the  rest  into  the  sale-yard. 

4772.  With  the  chance  of  spreading  the  disease? 

— With  the  chance  of  spreading  the  disease  into 
every  stable  that  each  of  those  horses  goes  into ; 
the  owner  sends  perhaps  half-a-dozen  horses  into 
the  sale-yard,  and  it  is  just  as  probable  as  not 
that  each  of  those  horses  is  then  affected. 

4773.  How  long  do  you  suppose  a horse  would 
be  affected  before  he  would  be  capable  of  com- 
municating the  disease  to  another  horse  ? — It 
would  be  difficult  to  say  ; direct  inoculation  would 
produce  it  in  two  or  three  days ; but,  generally 
speaking,  a horse  might  go  two  or  three  months 
without  showing  symptoms  of  glanders  after  he 
had  got  the  poison  into  his  system. 

4774.  Then  it  is  a very  insidious  disease,  and 
one  which  has  a very  long  period  of  incubation  ? 

— The  difficulty  is  to  know  when  the  horse  took 
the  germs  of  the  disease.  I knew  a case  of  glan- 
ders in  a horse  down  a coal  mine,  and  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  he  took  it  from  a new  horse, 
or  from  the  disease  existing  in  an  old  stable 
which  had  been  shut  up  two  or  three  years  be- 
fore. 

4775.  Does  the  infectious  matter  retain  its 
property  for  a considerable  length  of  time  ? — It 
does.  If  it  has  dried  up,  so  that  it  does  not  become 
decomposed,  it  will  retain  the  infection  for  a con- 
siderable length  of  time. 

4776.  Then  it  would  be  thoroughly  necessary 
to  cleanse  and  disinfect  any  stable  which  had 
been  used  by  glandered  homes? — Yes,  that  is 
another  point ; I should  add  that  glanders  and 
farcy  are  more  prevalent  among  the  horses  of 
cabmen,  small  contractors,  and  such  persons, 
than  amongst  any  other  class.  Some  men 
have  stables  which  they  take  by  the  week,  and 
if  they  get  glanders  among  their  horses  they  can 
sell  the  horse  affected,  or  send  it  to  the  knackers, 
leave  the  stable,  and  go  into  another  stable, 
giving  no  reason  why  they  left.  That  stable  may 
be  left  as  it  is,  containing  enough  virulent  matter 
to  give  glanders  to  any  other  horses  which  may 
come  into  it. 

4777.  You  are  quite  of  opinion  that  horses 
affected  with  farcy  or  glanders,  ought  to  be  killed 
at  once  ?— I certainly  think  that  that  is  the  way 
to  put  a stop  to  the  disease,  and  I have  no  doubt 
that  that  is  the  only  way  to  get  rid  of  it. 

4778.  Now,  an  owner  can  keep  a glandered 
horse  as  long  as  he  lives,  so  long  as  he  does  not 
remove  it ; and  he  can  remove  it  if  he  is  not  caught 
doing  so?— Yes,  that  is  so;  and  with  farcy  he 
can  work  the  horse  in  the  streets.  I believe  that 
in  the  case  of  farcy  and  glanders,  they  should  be 
made  cbntagious  diseases  under  the  Act  as  much 
on  account  of  their  contagion  as  on  account  or 
their  fatality. 

B B 4779-  Have 
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4779.  Have  you  had  any  experience  of  the 
, inspection  of  cattle  and  sheep  from  foreign  coun- 
tries?— Not  as  an  inspector,  myself;  but  last 
November  I was  employed  by  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company  to  supervise  the  inspection  of 
cattle  that  were  brought  into  Brown’s  Wharf. 
I was  asked  to  be  present  at  the  inspection,  which 
lasted  for  about  a month. 

4780.  Were  there  any  foreign  horses  brought 
in  during  the  time  that  you  were  there  ? — Yes, 
there  were  three  or  four  cargoes  ; one  cargo  of 
about  40  or  50  animals. 

4781.  What  inspection  do  horses  undergo? — 
None  at  all. 

4782.  Dc  you  say  that  horses  never  undergo 
inspection  on  landing  ? — I cannot  say  that  they 
never  do ; but  the  cargo  I saw  landed  on  Sunday 
morning  certainly  underwent  no  inspection.  I 
was  told  that  it  was  not  the  custom  to  inspect 
horses. 

4783.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suspect  that 
glanders  prevails  upon  the  Continent  ?— It  pre- 
vails upon  the  Continent  as  it  does  here,  but  they 
have  stricter  regulations  than  we  have. 

4784.  You  have  no  knowledge  of  a diseased 
horse  coming  over,  have  you  ? — I have  no  direct 
knowledge  of  that,  but  another  veterinary  sur- 
geon tolu  me  that  he  had  a case  in  a Belgian 
horse  which  had  only  been  in  this  country  three 
or  four  weeks. 

4785.  That  horse  might  have  caught  the 
disease  here,  might  he  not? — He  might  have 
done  so. 

4786.  With  regard  to  the  inspection  of  sheep, 
for  instance,  how  many  sheep  would  an  inspector 
inspect  in  an  hour? — It  would  depend  somewhat 
upon  the  circumstances.  I should  think  an  in- 
spector, provided  that  he  had  good  arrangements 
for  his  inspection,  and  plenty  of  men  to  help  him 
by  turning  the  sheep  and  so  on,  could  inspect 
something  short  of  1,000  sheep  in  an  hour  ; 800 
or  900  in  an  hour. 

4787.  He  does  inspect  that  number  ? — Yes;  I 
should  think  he  could  inspect  that  number,  or 
that  he  does  do  so.  I should  say  that  inspection 
is  as  well  carried  on  at  Brown’s  Wharf  as  at  any 
other  landing-place,  and  I should  say  the  rate  at 
which  inspection  is  carried  on  there  is  about  800 
or  900  in  an  hour. 

4788.  You  think  that  a well-qualified  practi- 
tioner could  inspect  about  800  or  900  an  hour,  if 
he  had  sufficient  help  ?— It  depends  upon  what 
you  call  inspection.  I should  doubt  very  much 
its.  guaranteeing  your  detecting  every  diseased 
animal. 

4789.  Would  it  guarantee  your  detecting  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  an  animal  ?— I should  think 
an  animal  might  escape. 

4790.  What  number  of  cattle  could  you  in- 
spect?— I could  not  say  ; certainly  not  that  num- 
ber. In  inspecting  sheep,  every  sheep  is  turned, 
and  your  eyes  run  along  a row  of  them ; but 
with  cattle  it  is  different ; you  make  a general 
examination  with  your  eye,  and  then  you  make 
an  examination  of  the  mouth;  the  head  is  held, 
and  the  upper  lip  is  turned  up. 

4791.  With  sheep  you  must  have  eight  or  nine 
men  to  turn  eight  or  nine  sheep  ? — In  the  case 
of  foreign  sheep,  they  are  let  out  of  the  pen 
between  a row  of  men  and  a row  of  hurdles. 
The  inspector  stands  behind  the  hurdles,  the 
number  of  men  in  front  being  equivalent  to  the 
number  of  sheep  to  be  stopped.  The  sheep  are 
then  seized  and  turned,  and  examined  in  the  under 


parts  by  the  eye  of  the  inspector.  Those  exhibiting 
any  suspicious  symptoms  are  kept  back,  in  order 
to  make  a more  particular  examination  of  them 
Then  they  are  let  into  another  pen,  and  driven 
slowly  past  the  inspector  again,  to  pick  out  anv 
lame  ones,  and  to  examine  their  feet.  The 
examination  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  consisted 
in  picking  those  out  which  were  lame,  and  if  the 
sheep  had  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  were  not 
lame,  there  is  very  little  probability  of  the  disease 
being  detected. 

4792.  An  animal  might  have  foot  and  mouth 
disease  and  not  be  lame,  and  then  it  would  go  off 
undetected? — It  might  be  so. 

4793.  A sheep  might  be  lame  from  other  causes 
than  foot  and  mouth  disease? — There  are  few 
cargoes,  I should  think,  in  which  half  the  sheep 
are  not  lame  from  some  cause  or  other.  In  some 
few  cargoes  80  per  cent,  of  the  sheep  are  lame 
from  the  horn  ot  the  foot  being  worn  throuo-h. 

4794.  From  travelling  ? — Y es.  I forget  wliich 
port  it  was,  but  from  one  port  they  seemed  to 
have  a considerable  distance  to  travel,  and  in 
every  case  of  a vessel  arriving  from  that  port, 
about  70  to  80  per  cent,  were  lame.  From  some 
of.  the  other  ports  we  hardly  had  any  lame 
animals. 

4795.  Do  you  think  that  a sufficient  time  is 
given  after,  landing  by  a 12-hours’  detention  for 
the  detection  of  disease? — We  might  as  well 
examine  them  at  once.  I think  a detention  of  12 
hours  is  nearly  useless  for  all  practical  purposes. 
I believe  that  the  inspection,  as  conducted  at 
present,  is  nearly  useless  for  stopping  the  im- 
portation of  disease. 

4796.  Do  you  believe  that  any  longer  period 
would  be  of  any  benefit?—  Yes ; if  you  detain 
the  animals  a sufficient  length  of  time  to  allow 
the  symptoms  to  develop,  then,  of  course,  an  in- 
spector would  detect  every  case,  and  no  cargo 
could  conic  through  without  disease,  if  existing 
in  it,  being  detected. 

4797.  You  are  speaking  with  special  reference 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — The  same  would 
apply  to  any  disease,  if  you  could  detain  the 
animals  over  the  period  of  incubation. 

47  98-9.  What  period  of  incubation  would  you 
allow  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 
Three  or  four  days. 

4800.  And  in  the  case  of  plcuro-pneumonia, 
a month  ? — Six  weeks,  perhaps  ; we  could  not 
do  anything  with  that  disease.  Whatever  good 
might  accrue  from  a quarantine  of  three  days 
in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  would 
he  of  no  use  for  pleuro-pncumonia ; you  might 
have  it  break  out  six  weeks  after  their  landing, 
or  perhaps  more  than  that. 

.4801.  Fat  stock  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  being  killed  at  once  would  be,  perhaps, 
no  great  matter  to  the  country  ? — No. 

4802.  What  would  you  do  iu  the  case  of  store 
stock  ? — I would  submit  store  stock  to  a period 
of  quarantine  sufficient  to  include  all  the  diseases 
marked  by  a short  period  of  incubation. 

.4803.  Which  are  those?  — Foot  and  mouth 
disease,  cattle  plague,  and  sheep-pox. 

4804.  Do  you  think  that  a quarantine  of  eight 
days  for  foreign  store  stock  would  be  sufficient  to 
prove  those  three  diseases  ? — I feel  certain  that 
it  would,  because  the  voyage  would  add  another 
day  or  two  to  the  time,  which  would  involve  the 
full  period  of  incubation  of  those  diseases. 

4805.  We  have  no  guarantee  against  pleuro- 
pneumonia from  inspection  ? — I think  not. 

4806.  Would 
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4806.  Would  you  advise  slaughter  in  all  cases 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Certainly,  in  all  cases  of 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

4807.  And  the  slaughter  of  animals  herded 
with  them  as  well? — Yes. 

4808.  Of  course  you  would  give  compensation 
in  that  case  to  the  owner  ? — Certainly. 


that  inspection  after  12  hours’  quarantine  may 
admit  disease. 

, Thatis  your  definition  of  the  term  "use- 

less  ” ? — Yes. 

4822.  Did  you  not  some  time  ago  go  down  to 
superintend  the  inspection  at  Brown’s  Wharf?— 


4809.  Chairman.']  Were  you  inspecting  your- 
self at  Brown’s  Wharf,  or  did  you  only  see  the 
inspection  carried  out  ? — I inspected  as  though 
I were  an  inspector.  I examined  every  animal 
■myself  as  a check  upon  the  inspector. 

4810.  What  number  of  sheep  generally  come 
in  a cargo? — Various  numbers;  I should  say 
from  a couple  of  thousand  down  to  thirty. 

4811.  Averaging,  I suppose,  over  100? — Over 
100,  certainly. 

4812.  Do  not  you  think  that  if  there  were  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  a cargo  it  would  be  a most 
exceptional  case  that  some  of  them  would  not  be 
lame  ? — It  would  be  a most  exceptional  case  if 
foot  and  mouth  disease  were  developed  in  the 
cargo. 

4813.  I understand  you  to  describe  that  in- 
spection as  being  conducted  in  such  a way  that 
the  lame  animals  are  detected  ? — Yes. 

4814.  They  are  subjected  to  a second  exami- 
nation?— Yes. 

4815.  In  which,  case  it  would  be  found  out 
whether  the  lameness  proceeded  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease  or  otherwise  ? — Yes. 

4816.  Then  why  do  you  say  that  inspection  is 
useless? — Because  a cargo  of  animals  usually 
consists  of  two  or  three  lots ; we  will  say,  for 
example,  that  it  consists  of  four  lots,  three  lots 
of  those  sheep  might  be  healthy,  and  the  fourth 
lot  might  have  been  in  contact  with  animals 
suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  the  day 
before  they  were  put  on  board,  and  in  that  case 
only  one  lot  of  the  sheep  would  have  the  disease 
at  all  forward,  and  they  would  not  show  the  dis- 
ease until  after  they  were  examined  at  Brown’s 
Wharf. 

4817.  The  word  “ useless”  means  that  it  is  of 
no  good ; that  it  would  never  find  out  any  di- 
sease ! — I did  not  mean  useless  in  that  sense. 

4818.  What  did  you  mean  ? — I meant  that  the 
inspection  was  not  sufficient  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  disease. 

4819.  That  it  is  not  a certain  positive  pre- 
caution against  all  disease  ? — No. 

4820.  That  it  is  possible  that  in  exceptional 
cases  the  disease  might  escape  detection ? — Yes; 


4823.  Did  you  make  any  report  upon  that  in- 
spection?—I did. 

4824.  Have  you  got  it  here  ?— I have  not. 

4825.  Would  you  kindly  send  it  in?— I will 
apply  for  it. 

4826.  With  regard  to  farcy,  many  veterinary 
surgeons  consider  it  glanders,  do  they  not  ? — I 
suppose  all  of  them  do. 

4827.  Then,  legally  speaking,  it  certainly  is 
included  within  the  definition  of  “glanders”?— 
Practically  it  never  is ; nor  do  I think  its  inclu- 
sion could  now  be  legally  sustained. 

4828.  Why  is  it  not  ? — I do  not  know,  except 
from  the  fact  of  the  two  forms  of  the  disease 
having  separate  names. 

4829.  Is  it  a much  less  virulent  form  ?— Yes ; 
as  far  as  fatality  to  the  animal  goes  it  is  much  less 
virulent 

4830.  Does  it  ever  develop  itself  into  the 
virulent  form  of  glanders  ?— Yes. 

4831.  Is  it, in  fact,  glanders  in  a mild  form? — 
Not  in  a mild  form  but  in  a peculiar  form,  affect- 
ing different  tissues  of  the  body  from  those  which 
glanders  does.  You  might  inoculate  an  animal 
with  glanders  and  produce  symptoms  of  farcy, 
and  you  might  inoculate  another  animal  with 
farcy  and  produce  glanders. 

4832.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  any 
illustration  of  two  diseases  of  the  human  sub- 
ject which  are  similarly  akin  ? — 1 could  not  at 
the  moment. 

4833.  But  although  it  is  generally  acknow- 
ledged by  the  veterinary  profession  to  be  the 
same  disease,  do  you  think  it  would  be  necessary 
to  include  it  as  an  additional  disease  in  the  de- 
finition ? — I think  it  would  on  account  of  its 
curability. 

4834.  Would  you  treat  it  in  any  different  way 
from  that  in  which  you  would  glanders? — No ; I 
think  it  would,  perhaps,  be  fair  if  a man  had  a 
horse  suffering  from  farcy  destroyed  to  compen- 
sate him  for  it. 

4835.  There  is  no  compensation  in  the  case  of 
glanders,  I believe? — No,  a glandered  horse  is 
worth  little  or  nothing. 

4836.  Farcy  being  curable  and  glanders  not 
so?— Yes. 


Mr. 
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4837.  Mr.  Monsell.']  What  position  do  you 
occupy  with  respect  to  the  Government? — I am 
Director  General  of  the  Veterinary  Department 
in  Ireland. 

4838.  How  long  have  you  filled  that  office?— I 
have  conducted  the  Veterinary  Department  from 
its  first  institution  in  March  1866. 

4839.  It  was  constituted  in  consequence  of  the 
apprehended  arrival  of  the  cattle  plague,  was  it 
not  ? — There  was  an  office  from  which  sprung  the 
Veterinary  Department  which  had  been  consti- 
tuted a year  previously,  in  the  year  1865,  which 
office  was  constituted  in  consequence  of  the  ap- 
prehension of  cattle  plague  being  imported  from 
Great  Britain  into  Ireland. 

4840.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  that  first 
office  ? — I was  the  person  who  had  charge  of  it. 

4841.  What  is  the  staff  of  your  office  ?— The 
staff  at  present  authorised  by  the  Treasury  con- 
sists of  first  myself,  three  clerks,  an  office  cleaner, 
and  a boy  messenger ; I have,  however,  more  em- 
ployed, pending  an  application  to  the  Treasury 
for  a larger  staff;  but  those  persons  who  have 
been  so  employed  without  authorisation,  up  to  the 
present  tune,  are  at  my  own  risk. 

4842.  Are  you  employing  them  without  any 
authority? — 1 am  employing  them  upon  my  own 
authority ; I was  ordered  to  discontinue  them ; 
there  were  five  clerks  employed  in  the  office, and 
I was  ordered  to  discontinue  three  of  them  upon 
the  last  day  of  March ; but  I found  that  that  could 
notbe  done  without  the  business  of  the  office  coming 
to  a dead  lock.  I made  application  to  the  Govern- 
ment, through  the  medium  of  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  for  permission  to  retain  those  two  or 
three  additional  clerks,  and  also  to  retain  the 
man  messenger,  but  the  Treasury  refused  the  ap- 
plication. 

4843.  Can  you  describe  to  the  Committee  the 
character  and  amount  of  work  which  is  done  in 
your  office  ? — I can.  As  far  as  regards  the  deal- 
ing with  papers,  the  number  which  we  received 
during  the  year  1872,  which  required  at  least  to 
be  registered,  and  the  majority  of  them  to  be 
noted  as  well  as  registered,  was  55,785.  Those 
sent  out,  of  importance,  were  23,457  ; but,  were 
circulars  included,  they  would  amount  to  upward 
of  69,000. 


4844.  Do  you  produce  a return  showing  those 
papers  in  detail  ? — I do  (; producing  the  same). 

4845.  Will  you  just  state  the  substance  of  that 
return  ? — It  is  a summary  of  the  papers  dealt 
with  in  the  Irish  Veterinary  Department  during 
the  year  1872. 

4846.  Will  you  put  in  that  return  ? — Yes,  I 
will.  ( The  same  was  handl'd  in,  vide  Appendix). 

48471  Have  you  prepared  any  other  returns 
for  this  Committee  ? — I have. 

4848.  Will  you  put  them  in  also,  if  you  please? 
— ( The  same  were  handed  in,  vide  Appendix). 

4849.  Did  you  not  make  a Report  to  the 
Government  in  1872  ? — I did. 

4850.  Has  that  been  printed  ? — No. 

4851.  Will  you  put  that  in  also? — I will;  I 
made  two  Reports,  one  in  1871  and  the  other  m 
1872,  which  relate  to  each  other;  perhaps  I had 
better  hand  in  the  two.  (The  same  were  handed  in, 
vide  Appendix.) 

4852.  Will  you  m>w  describe  shortly,  what  the 
duties  of  your  office  arc  ; what  is  it  that  you  pro- 
Jess  to  do,  and  how  do  you  do  it  ? — The  principal 

duty  undertaken  by  the  office  is  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  when  an  outbreak  of  contagious  or 
infectious  disease  occurs  at  any  part  in  Ireland, 
and  then  to  take  the  action  required  by  the 
Council  Order  relating  to  that  disease. 

485S,  Then  how  is  that  object  accomplished 
— In  the  first  instance  we  have  got  the  Council 
Order  posted  in  all  parts  of  Ireland ; then  11  an 
outbreak  of  disease  is  ascertained,  cither  by  t e 
owner  of  the  animal  reporting  the  occurrence  0 
the  disease,  in  pursuance  of  one  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Council  Order,  or  else  from  private  lnlor- 
mation  given  to  the  constabulary.  If  the  disease 
he  not  reported  by  the  owner,  and  if  the  cons  a- 
bulary,  after  visiting  the  farm,  lands,  place,  01 
premises,  consider  or  suspect  that  there  isdi6eas , 
they  make  an  application  to  a magistrate  tor  * 
order  to  stop  the  movement  of  all  cattle  from 
place  for  three  days,  or  as  long  as  is  requtf 
to  ascertain  the  nature  of  the  disease  to  the  sa 
faction  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  or  whatever  per 
son  he  deputes  to  act  for  him. 

4864.  Ia  it  tho  duty  of  the  constabulary,  “ 
their  respective  districts,  to  find  out 
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breaks  of  the  disease  ?— It  is  their  duty  to  try  and 

^°4855.  Have  you  got  the  instructions  which 
have  been  issued  to  the  constabulary  upon  that 
Mibiect  ?• — I have  not;  there  are  no  particular  in- 
structions issued ; the  instruction  issued  to  the 
constabulary  is  included  m each  Council  Order. 

4856.  Are  the  constabulary,  generally  speak- 
ing competent  to  decide  with  reference  to  whe- 
ther disease  exists  or  not?— No,  decidedly  not ; 
at  least  relative  to  the  nature  of  the  disease.  . 

4857  But  with  reference  to  the  existence  of  a 
diseased  animal?— As  to  the  fact  of  an  animal 
being  umvell  on  indisposed,  they  are  generally 
able  to  decide  that.  , , , ..  . 

4858.  Do  they  upon  the  whole,  discharge  tneir 
duty  efficiently  ?— More  so  than  I had  expected. 

4859-  Do  you  take  any  steps  to  instruct  them, 
with  reference  to  the  performance  of  their  duties  ? 
—The  course  which  is  generally  pursued  is,  in 
the  first  instance,  getting  a magistrate’s  order ; 
that  is  where  the  people  do  not  report  the  case 
themselves ; then  they  call  on  the  owner  of  the 
animal  or  his  agent,  and  obtain  all  the  informa- 
tion they  possibly  can,  bringing  with  them  a form 
and  a number  of  questions,  14  or  15  questions, 
which  are  here,  relative  to  the  particulars  respec-  • 
ting  the  farm  and  the  animals  thereon,  and  the 
symptoms  of  the  affection  ; they  fill  that  up,  and 
it  is  sent  to  the  Veterinary  Department  imme- 
diately. 

4860.  And  from  their  answers,  are  you  gene- 
rally able  to  detect  whqt  the  character  of  the 
disease  is?— In  the  great  majority  of  instances 
I am ; but  the  reason  why  I have  been  obliged  to 
have  recourse  to  such  a method  was  in  conse- 
quence of  not  having  inspectors  throughout  the 
country  to  refer  to. 

4861.  Are  there  no  veterinary  inspectors  in  the 
provinces  in  Ireland  ? — There  are  only  60  vctei'i- 
nary  surgeons  regularly  graduated  (meaning  by 
that,  members  of  the  Royal  Veterinary  College) 
in  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  the  majority  of  those 
are  in  the  large  towns,  particularly  those  towns 
which  are  thickly  inhabited,  and  which  are  sea- 
port towns  : of  those  there  are  10  or  12  in  Dub- 
lin, and  there  are  a number  more  in  Belfast,  hut 
speaking  from'  my  knowledge,  according  to  the 
last  Veterinary  College  list,  I do  not  believe  that 
there  is  a single  graduated  veterinary  surgeon  in 
the  whole  province  of  Connaught. 

4862.  Do  you  make  any  use  of  any  ol  those 
veterinary  surgeons? — Frequently. 

4863.  Will  you  describe  to  the  Committee,  if 
you  please,  how  it  is  that  you  make  use  of  them? 
— When  there  is  a doubt  relative  to  the  nature 
of  the  disease  with  which  an  animal  is  affected, 
or  if  there  is  any  dispute  about  it,  which  not 
^infrequently  occurs,  through  persons  stating  that 
their  animals  are  perfectly  sound,  the  nearest 
veterinary  surgeon  is  sent  "for  the  purpose  of  re- 
porting upon  the  case,  or  if  I have  a veterinary 
surgeon  in  town,  temporarily  attached  to  the 
office,  I may  send  him  down. 

4864.  Have  you  authority  to  employ  the  vete- 
rinary surgeons  throughout  the  country  as  far  as 
you  think  it  desirable  to  do  so? — I had  that 
authority  up  to  about  a year  ago,  and  then  I was 
directed  under  no  circumstances  to  employ  a 
veterinary  surgeon  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  police  district  without  pre- 
viously getting  an  authorisation  from  the  Cnief 
Secretary’s  office  to  do  so. 

4865.  Have  you  any  difficulty  in  getting  those 
0.58. 


authorisations  ? — Not  of  late.  I omitted  to  men-  Professor 
tion  to  you  that,  according  to  the  Council  Orders,  jy.  Ferguson. 
the  constabulary  or  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  

Solice,  immediately  on  ascertaining  that  there  is  j May  1873. 

isease  in  any  place,  are  obliged,  if  possible,  to 
send  at  once  notice  to  the  department  by  tele- 
graph. 

4866.  And  do  you  find  that  they  discharge 
their  duty  satisfactorily  and  efficiently? — They 
do  as  far  as  they  consistently  can;  they  are  not 
professional  men,  but  I find  them  of  very  great 
use. 

4867.  Do  you  believe  that  there  are  very  rarely 
outbreaks  of  disease  which  are  not  detected  by 
the  police  and  reported  to  you  ?— Indeed  they  are 
not  very  rare,  I regret  to  say.  I think  they  are 
very  frequent. 

4868.  How  do  you  account  for  that ; you  have 
the  police  scattered  over  Ireland;  as  you  say 
yourself,  they  are  efficient  and  intelligent  men ; 
how  does  it  happen  that  there  are  frequent  out- 
breaks of  disease  which  are  not  reported  to  you  ? 

— The  people  wish  to  avoid  being  put  to  the 
inconvenience  of  having  their  farms  restricted, 
and  the  movement  of  their  cattle  prevented.  They 
do  not  like  that.  And  in  the  majority  of  cases 
I find  that  the  per-centage  of  persons  who  do  not 
report  disease,  or  who  do  not  act  according  to  the 
Orders  in  Council,  are  persons  who  are  extensive 
graziers  ; this  is  particularly  the  case  in  regard 
to  pleuro-pncumonia. 

4869.  But  in  a constabulary  district,  if  the 
police  are  really  active  and  efficient,,  would  it 
very  often  be  possible  to  conceal  the  inroads  of 
disease  ?— It  would  be  very  easy,  particularly  in 
cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; and  the  reason  why 
they  conceal  the  appearance  of  the  disease  is,  that 
they  dread  having  the  farm  put  under  restrictions, 
so  that  they  cannot  move  their  cattle.  But  now, 
wc  will  say  for  the  last  couple  of  years  or  so, 
they  say  that  since  the  restrictions  were  imposed 
relative  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  they  do  not  wait 
for  the  disease  to  be  fully  developed.  Our  herds 
in  Ireland  are  generally  continually  with  the 
cattle,  and  can  detect  the  earliest  symptoms  of 
one  of  them  becoming  in  the.  slightest  degree 
amiss.  An  animal  in  the  early  stage  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia can  be  very  easily  ascertained  to  he 
getting  unwell  by  the  herd  who  is  in  charge 
of  it,  and  attending  upon  the  farm ; knowing 
the  habits  of  every  animal  upon  it,  he  will"  detect 
incipient  illness  at  early  morning,  perhaps  at  day- 
break ; there  is  then  a marked  difference  m the 
manner  in  which  the  animal  deports  itself  until 
about  the  time  when  the  sun  is  getting  well  up. 

"When  it  is  getting  warm,  at  about  10  or  il 
o’clock  in  the  day,  the  animal  appears  to  be  well, 
and  then  no  casual  observer  would  observe  any 
difference  in  its  health.  The  orders  generally 
given  by  large  stockowners  to  their  herds  are, 
the  moment  they  suspect  an  animal  is  becoming 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  td  let  that  animal 
be  started  off  and  sold. 

4870.  You  complained  very  much  of  the  inade- 
quate staff  of  your  department,  and  yon  stated 
that  that  prevented  you  from  having  the  regula- 
tions properly  carried  out.  No  increase  ot  stafl 
would  meet  the  difficulty  which  we  are  now  speak- 
ing of,  would  it  ? — No  ; but  it  is  my  duty  to  state 
that,  even  with  a much  larger  stall,  I could  not 
be  prepared  to  cope  with  every  difficulty. 

4871.  But  upon  the  whole,  I suppose  you  are 
able  to  carry  out  and  enforce  the  1 nvy  Council 
B B 3 regulations 
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regulations  whenever  you  are  able  to  detect  tlie 
. existence  of  disease  ? — Thoroughly. 

4872.  Therefore  the  only  weak  point,  as  I 
understand  you,  in  your  system,  and  you  do  not 
suggest  a way  of  remedying  that,  is,  that  you  are 
not  always  able  to  detect  the  presence  of  disease  ? 
— We  are  not  always  able  to  do  so  ; but  since  the 
Council  Orders  have  been  modified,  and  those 
relating  to  pleuro-pneumonia  rendered  less  strict, 
it  is  astonishing  how  few  non-reported  cases  we 
have  been  able  to  discover  of  late. 

4873.  Are  there  severe  penalties  upon  conceal- 
ing disease  ? — The  penalty  is  20  L,  and  if  the 
animals  involved  in  the  offence  be  more  than  four, 
there  is  a penalty  not  exceeding  5 l.  for  every 
animal  involved. 

4874.  Do  you  conceive  that  those  penalties 
are  sufficient? — They  would  be  sufficient  if  they 
were  always  enforced. 

4875.  Do  you  find  that  they  are  not  enforced  ? 
— Decidedly  not. 

4876.  Whose  fault  is  that? — The  fault  of  the 
magistrates.  There  are  very  few  cases  of  pro- 
secution ordered  by  the  Government  in  which 
there  are  not  convictions ; but  out  of  the  Dublin 
metropolitan  district,  especially  in  the  large  oraz- 
ing  districts  such  as  Meath,  and  sometimes  clown 
in  Galway,  the  magistrates  will  not  inflict  more 
than  a mere  nominal  penalty;  in  fact,  it  is  very 
easy  to  come  at  a tolerably  correct  reason  why 
they  do  not  do  so. 

4877.  Do  the  penalties  generally  run  in  this 
way  : not  exceeding  51.,  or  not  exceeding  20  l. ; 
have  the  magistrates  discretion  to  impose  any 
small  sum  they  please  ?— They  have ; they  have 
sometimes  imposed  a penalty  as  little  as  one 
penny.  I recollect  one  very  remarkable  case, 
and  that  was,  I think,  in  1870  or  1871,  the  week- 
before  the  Ballinasloe  fair ; a man  drove  a num- 
ber of  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
temper through  Ballinasloe  and  across  the  fair 
green ; he  was  ordered  to  be  prosecuted,  and  the 
bench  not  merely  fined  him  only  in  the  nominal 
sum  of  1 d.,  but  they  remonstrated  against  the 
hardship  of  his  having  been  interfered  with  in 
the  slightest  degree. 

4?78.  There,  have  been  several  statements 
made  before  this  Committee  with  reference  to 
the  railway  trucks  in  Ireland  not  being  disinfected 
as  the  orders  of  the  Privy  Council  direct  that 
they  should  be;  whose  faultis  that?— The  Council 
Orders  requiringthe  disinfection  of  railway  trucks, 
and  also  of  steamers  carrying  cattle,  were  as  per- 
fect as.  could  be  ; in  fact,  they  were  nearly  iden- 
tical with  those  which  had  been  passed  in  England, 
but  the  railway  companies  remonstrated,  and  put 
such  a pressure  upon  the  Government,  that  there 
was  first  a postponement  of  the  date  at  which  the 
Council  Order  would  come  into  force,  and  then 
there  was  a further  remonstrance ; and  until  very 
lately,  until  the  latter  end  of  March,  no  actual 
steps  were  taken.  Since  the  month  before  last, 
m Ireland,  we  have  been  very  active  in  trying 
to  enforce  the  Council  Orders  relative  to  cleansing 
and  disinfection.  ° 

. 4879.  What  effect  upon  the  spread  of  disease 
m your  opinion  has  the  absence  of  those  Orders 
which  you  have  just  described  had?— I think  it 
has  been  the  cause  of  spreading  the  disease  most 
extensively.  I scarcely  ask  any  person  who  is 
m the  habit  of  sending  fat  cattle,  even  from  the 
west  of  Ireland  to  England,  and  embarking  them, 
without  being  told  that,  no  matter  how  sound 
they  may  be  when  leaving  his  farm,  or  land,  or 


premises  they  are  too  frequently  found  affected 

with  foot  and  mouth  disease  when  they  arrive  Z 
Great  Britain,  and  I attribute  that  in  the  maioritv 
of  cases  to  the  railway  trucks  not  being  diam 
fected ; they  were  not  then  disinfected ; they  werP 
in  a most  filthy  state  at  the  time  I refer  to 

4880.  Having  the  police  at  your  disposal,  v0n 

had  ample  means  to  compel  their  disinfection  if 
you  had  been  authorised  to  do  so  ?— But  all  the 
orders  to  the  police  relative  to  that  subject  must 
come  from  the  Government,  so  that  the  supine- 
ness did  not  rest  upon  me.  r 

4881.  You  say  your  staff  is  so  short,  that  vou 
are  not  able  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  'the 
law,  and  the  orders  of  the  Privy  Council ; I say 
that  in  this  case  the  difficulty  did  not  arise  from 
any  shortness  of  staff,  you  had  ample  means  at 
your  disposal  to  have  those  trucks  disinfected?— 
Ample  means. 


4882.  And.  also,  I presume,  to  deal  with  the 

nuisances  which  have  been  complained  of  before 
this  Committee  at  the  point  of  embarkation  at 
the  North  Wall  ’—Decidedly ; some  of  the  cattle 
lairs  at  the  North  Wall  are  in  a most  filthy  and 
objectionable  state,  and  others  are  as  perfect  as 
could  be;  those  belonging  to  the  London  and 
■North  Western,  and  Great  Western  are  very 
perfect  and  very  clean.  3 

4883.  I have  a letter  in  my  hand  in  regard  to 
the  large  Ballinasloe  fair,  in  which  it  is  stated  by 
the  writer  that  he  thinks  “ the  principal  cause  of 
the  disease  spreading  in  Ireland,  and  certainly 
the  cause  of  great  loss  to  farmers  is  the  fact  that 
there  is  no  check  whatever  on  the  sale  of  diseased 
animals  in  the  public  fairs  and  markets;  that 
the  last  two  great  annual  sheep  fairs  at  Ballinasloe 
spread  the  foot  and  mouth  distemjier  over  the 
greatest  part  of  Ireland;  a great  number  of 
diseased  sheep  were  driven  there,  and  vast  numbers 
which  came  there  sound,  and  got  infected  upon  the 
ground,  Borne  from  the  foul  ground,  and  some 

being  in  contact  with  sheep  which  were 
affected;  those  sheep  were  then  sent  all  over  the 
country,"  and  so  on ; now  how  do  you  account 
for  such  a state  of  things  as  that,  are  there  really 
no  means,  taken  to  prevent  diseased  animals  being 
exposed  in  fairs? — To  inspect  all  animals  going 
into  such  a fair  as  that  of  Ballinasloe  would  be 
quite  impracticable,  the  only  reasonable  thing  to 
do  in  a case  like  that  would  be  to  seize  the 
diseased  animals  and  fine  the  owners. 

4884.  Then  in  what  particular  has  the  short- 
ness of  your  staffi  of  which  you  complain  in 
answer  to  one  or  two  of  my  earlier  questions, 
impeded  the  proper  working  of  the  law  ? — Unless 
there  be  a sufficient  staff  of  veterinary  surgeons 
to  send  to  different  parts  of  the  country  where 
the  existence  of  disease  is  disputed,  we  have  got 
no  remedy. 

4885.  But  did  you  not  say  that  the  police, 
though  not.  competent  to  decide  with  reference 
to  the  particular  character  of  the  disease,  were 
perfectly  competent  to  decide  as  to  whether  the 
cattle  were  diseased  or  not,  and  to  make  a report 
to  you,  and  that  their  reports  were  generally  so 
accurate  that  from  them  you  were  able  to  detect 
what  the  character  of  the  disease  was  ? — They 
were ; but  very  frequently  persons  applied  for  in- 
spectors to  be  sent  to  examine  the  cattle,  they 
denied  the  accuracy  of  the  police  reports,  and 
it  has  frequently  occurred  that  I have  had  no 
inspector  to  send. 


4886.  I thought  you  said  that  latterly,  at  all 
events,  the  Irish  Government  when  you  applied 

to 
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to  them  allowed  you  to  send  down  an  Inspector?  to  you  from  the  county  of  Meath  and  for  von  to 
—I  did  not  say  that  that  was  invariably  the  send  down  an  inspector  ?— It  might  not  take 
case.  an  hour.  ° 

488".  Ton  stated  that  latterly  they  had  allowed  4897.  Did  that  facility  prevent  the  disease 
you  to  do  so?— Latterly  there  has  been  less  from  being  concealed  in  the  county  of  Meath hv 

difficulty  about  it  than  preyionsly,  but  as  a matter  the  farmers  ?— No,  it  did  not  • but  unfortunately 
of  fact,  I have  had  no  permanent  staff  of  in-  the  people  in  the  county  of  Meath  became  rare7 
specters  at  my  disposal  for  the  purpose  of  sending  less,  I think  in  consequence  of  eettintr  at  deBnnne 
them  to  inspect  throughout  the  country.  the  result  of  summonses,  for  in  the  county  of 

4888.  Looking  at  the  different  means  of  spread-  Meath,  generally  speaking,  the  tinee  imnosed  In 
ing  the  disease  to  which  the  last  questions  put  to  cases  of  conviction  are  merely  nominal 
you  have  referred  of  trucks  not  being  properly  * <r,r'n  T J ■ - - 


disinfected,  the  state  of  the  North  Wall,  and  the 
wanl  of  supervision  of  fairs  and  markets,  none  of 
those  things  arise  from  the  absence  of  a sufficient 
staff  of  inspectors,  do  they  ? — No,  I do  not  think 
that  those  things  arise  from  the  absence  of  a 


4898.  Is  that  more  the  case  in  Meath  than  in 
other  counties  in  Ireland  ? — I think  it  is. 

4899.  Do  you  know  any  reason  for  that? — 
les,  there  are  two  or  three  reasons ; the  majority 
of  the  magistrates  there  are  persons  very  much 
engaged  themselves  in  the  cattle  trade,  and  thev 

RVrmVmilAP  Wlfll  +lio  rvr.  1..  ..  iJ 


sufficient  staff  of  veterinary  surgeons,  hut  they  syiplthise  with  the  persons' who"  me'smnmoned7 
anse  from  prompt  action  not  having  been  taken,  and  independently  of  that,  I think,  in  the  county 
The  fact  of  it  is,  that  the  steam  packet  companies  Meath  no  ordinary  magistrate  or  very  few  or- 
and  the  railway  companies  offered  such  remou-  dinary  magistrates,  unless  in  fact  a stipendiary 
stances  to  the ! Government  that  they  have  been  magistrate,  would  like  to  impose  as  high  a penaltV 
temporised  with ; the  fault  does  not  lie  with  the  as  he  would  in  many  other  parts  of  Ireland  were 
Veterinary  Department.  he  a magistrate  there.  1 

4889  But  I think  you  stated  in  answer  to  one  4900.  I will  now  ask  yon  a few  questions 
of  my  former  questions  that  you  had  ample  means  with  regard  to  foot  and  month  disease  : the  spread 
at  your  disposal  for  dealing  with  this  disease  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  during  the  last  year 


, , , . during  the  last  year 

was  very  remarkable,  I believe,  was  it  not,  and 
very  alarming  ? — Foot  and  mouth  disease  did 
not  exist  so  extensively  in  Ireland  in  the  year 
1872  as  it  did  in  the  year  1871,  according  to 
the  returns,  but  it  existed  much  more  extensively 
on  large  farms. 

4901.  Will  you  first  state  what  number  of 
centres  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  there  were  if 


where  it  was  found  out ; that  no  additional  num- 
ber of  inspectors  would  assist  you  in  detecting 
disease? — I think  that  an  additional  number  of 
inspectors  would  decidedly  assist  me  in  detecting 
disease,  but  they  would  not  assist  me  much  in 
dealing  with  the  disease  after  it  was  detected. 

4890.  How  would  they  assist  you  ; how  would 
an  inspector,  for  instance,  living  in  Limerick,  

WlietfeM isease Lihairrok?n  ?efam~d  in  1872  ouTbreaks’Vn 

out  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Newcastle  West  in  foot  and  mouth  distemper  reported  as  having  oc- 
the  county  of  Limerick?  — When  the  disease  cured  during  the  year  1872  was  14  857 
was  reported  if  there  was  any  doubt  about  its  4902.  And  of  pleuro-pneumonia, how  many  ?- 
nature,  the  cattle  and  farm  should  be  visited  by  Pour  hundred  and  sinty-emlit. 

...n....:, Vh*  y™  “*■>.  .*».  «r  » ‘Itot  was  the 

“a  . .A*  mV.st  be  tbe  loc?1  authority  which  number  of  farms  upon  which  there  was  foot  and 

X nnni  5the  1 *0t 5 y,0U,  moutb  diseas*  aild  the  number  upon  which  there 

rely  upon  the  police  for  the  detection  of  the  di-  was  pleuro-pneumonia  ?— Yes  1 

32/T1  jJ  TV  Tl’e  Up0n  tllC  I>?°ple  them-  4904.  Can  you  state  what ‘number  of  cattle 
selves,  lor  I fand  m the  great  majority  of  cases  were  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease?— 
Irq6 9°P  D SpVe  n°Se.  °f  ?ie  d,s,easc  themselves.  Yes ; the  number  of  cattle  which  became  affected 
^ut  no  additional  number  of  inspectors  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  durino-  the  year  1872 
would  assist  you  m detecting  disease  ? -I  think  was  152,573  cattle. 

a there  were  an  additional  number  of  inspectors  4905.  And  how  many  sheep  ? — Fifty-four 
f People  would  he  afraid  to  try  to  evade  the  thousand  three  hundred  and  seventy. 

-f.  “mk  ™ a numbev  Persons  who  now  4906.  And  swine  ? - Eight  thousand  nine 
tl,  ^ se?se.  and  do  not  acknowledge  it,  would  hundred  and  eighty-four. 

4RQ8  tt  °f  hQ™Sjound  out  and  prosecuted.  4907.  Are  you  able  to  state  what  proportion 
' 4.0"5,t  would,  tba*  be  5.  take  the  case  I of  the  cattle  were  dairy  cows?— I am  not.  I 
Limpi-wO-  ’ k ewcastle  West  is  20  miles  from  had  returns  arranged  so  that  I could  distinguish 
\ !bould  the  existence  of  an  in-  the  difference  between  the  sexes  of  the  animals. 


•adarIT1  a former  at  Newcastle  and  whether  they  were  dairy  stock,  and  their  ages 
would  pa!  Wiat  .he  otherwise  and  everything  else;  but  I had  not  sufficient 

We»t  „c?e  ^ in  tlle  ,offiee  t0  keBP  the  retums 


dowp  We/e  a^are  tbat  tbe  constabulary  had  the  going  properly. 

Mma«h„,,fei  “ga’n  without  ,my  4908.  Oo  you  recollect  at  all  what  the  pro. 

anro  "nf  „ i.';?DdiriS  UP  to  office,  the  assist-  portion  was  when  you  did  keep  the  returns  ? 


t-ho  a_Ve  ennary  surgeon  from,  we^  will  say,  t do  not;  they  were  stopped^  a very  short 

time.  I do  not  think  they  were  continued  a 
be  more  akm^rl 1 ^ couple  of  months.  I could  give  you  the  number 

cattle  but  in  vo  ’ ^ a °ne  m fo°bmS  after  their  of  animals  which  died  during  the  year  1872  from 
Lwe,  out  m reporting  cases  of  d sense  ns  t.l.p-rr  a: r. ? l..x 


occurred.  1 ^01  1D“  cases  disease  as  they  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  those  returns ; but, 

4894  TUoo  course,  they  are  not  absolutely  correct,  be- 

the  great  for, e v GOU“t^  Meath  one  of  cause  there  have  been  many  cases  concealed,  no 

4895  TW  - ofdl8ease?-Ss-  . , doubt;  713  cattle  are  returned  as  having  died, 

Yes.  ' 1 cIose  Dublm’ 18  xt  not?—  411  sheep,  and  117  6wine,  and,  in  my  opinion, 

4896  Haw  inv  , , that  is  less  than  the  reality. 

0.58.  ° would  it  take  to  telegraph  up  4909.  Can  you  form  any  sort  of  estimate  of 

B B 4 how 


Professor 
H.  Ferguson. 

l May  1873. 
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Professor  how  much  less  than,  the  reality  that  is  ? I can- 
H.  Ferguson,  not ; 1 would  not  venture  to  do  so. 

4910.  Could  you  form  any  approximate  esti- 

l May  1873.  mate  (of  course  it  must  he  rather  rough)  of  the 
pecuniary  loss  by  suffered  the  farmers  in  the  last 
year  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— I would  not 
venture  to  do  so ; the  loss  must  be  considerable, 
but  it  must-be  modified  very  much,  according  to 
. circumstances. 

4911.  You  stated  that  the  farmers  were  very 
much  inclined  to  conceal  disease  ; do  you  think 
that  the  very  severe  losses  which  they  have  suf- 
fered latterly  have  at  all  educated  them  to  submit 
to  more  stringent  measures  than  those  which  now 
exist?— I think  the  losses  which  they  have  ex- 
perienced have  in  a measure  induced  them  to  take 
a more  reasonable  view  of  the  matter ; and,  as  I 
have  stated  before,  there  is  not  that  amount  of  con  - 
cealment  which  there  was  before.  I believe  that 
the  concealment,  in  the  first  instance,  we  will 
say  in  the  year  previous  to  the  termination  of 
the  vear  1871,  arose  from  the  restrictions  im- 
posed by  the  Council  Orders  being  so  very  vexa- 
tious that  persons  preferred  running  the  risk  of 
being  fined,  to  having  their  farms  placed  under 
too  vexatious  restrictions,  and  the  movement  of 
their  cattle  prevented. 

4912.  In  how  many  instances  did  you  send 
down  veterinary  inspectors  to  inspect  cases  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  last  year  ? — I could  not 
say.  I have  not  the  return,  but  I should  say 
that  I would  be  considerably  above  the  mark, 
were  I to  say  50. 

4913.  Do  you  believe  that  a great  number  of 
animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
have  been  exported  from  Ireland  to  Great 
Britain  during  the  last  year? — I think  that  a 
great  number  of  animals  must  have  been  found 
affected  with  the  disease  on  or  subsequent  to  their 
debarkation  in  Great  Britain ; but  I do  not  think 
that  many  animals  were  intentionally  sent  across 
from  Ireland  in  that  state. 

4914.  Could  the  sending  of  diseased  animals 
from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain  be  effectually  pre- 
vented ?— No,  I do  not  think  anything  could  com- 
pletely prevent  it,  because,  as  far  as  regards 
portal  inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation  (set- 
ting aside  that  it  would  be  very  embarrassing, 
and  almost  impracticable,  to  be  carried  out 
thoroughly  well  or  effectually),  the  animals,  on 
their  arrival  in  Great  Britain,  although  embarked 
in  an  apparently  healthy  state,  would  frequently 
present  appearances  seemingly  indicating  their 
having  the  disease  in  a much  more  advanced 
state  than  they  really  had.  At  one  time  I was 
very  much  in  favour  of  portal  inspection  at  the 
port  of  embarkation,  but  now  I have  altered  my 
opinion  as  the  result  of  practical  experience. 
There  is  one  circumstance  which  should  be  re- 
garded as  a sort  of  circumstantial  evidence  that 
inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation  could  not 
be  relied  upon  ; I believe  that  it  was  in  1871,  at 
the  Smithfield  Cattle  Show,  when  every  precau- 
tion was  taken,  as  far  as  I can  read  in  the 
journals,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  animals 
in  a diseased  stated  from  getting  into  that  show ; 
I understood  that  no  animal  would  be  received 
unless  it  brought  a clean  bill  of  health  with  it. 
There  were  inspectors,  as  I understand,  stationed 
at  the  show  yard  door,  and  every  animal  was 
minutely  inspected  previously  to  entering  the 
yard,  yet,  on  the  following  morning,  foot  and 
mouth  distemper  was  discovered  to  have  broken 
out.  Now,  if  foot  and  mouth  disease  broke  out 


under  such  circumstances  as  those,  it  could  not  be 
expected  that  portal  inspection  of  animals  upon 
their  embarkation  would  be  anything  like  a surety 
against  the  introduction  of  disease  into  Great 
Britain  at  the  ports  of  debarkation. 

4915.  Do  you  know  whether  the  regulations 
in  1872,  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  the  Smithfield  Club  Cattle  Show  were  success- 
ful ? — I do  not. 

4916.  Chairman/]  You  stated  that,  having 
been  in  favour  of  inspection,  you  have  changed 
your  opinion  a good  deal  from  the  result  of  the 
failure  of  the  inspection  in  1871;  but  if  you 
were  informed  that  the  arrangements  with  regard 
to  inspection  and  supervision  in  1872  were  suc- 
cessful, you  would  think  that  that  requirec}  you 
to  reconsider  your  opinion,  would  you  not?— 
No,  I should  not;  1 should  require  it,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  be  proved  to  me  that  the  con- 
ditions were  imperfect  in  1871. 

4917.  Would  you  not  consider  that  the  fact 
of  additional  care  with  regard  to  inspection  in 
1872,  at  the  time  when  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  so  rampant  through  the  country,  having  been 
successful,  was  important  ? — I dare  say  it  con- 
tributed to  the  success,  but  I am  not  aware  of 
the  regulations  of  1872. 

4918.  Are  you  aware  of  what  happened  in 
1872  ?— No. 

4919.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  In  1871,  cattle  were 
allowed  to  be  shown  at  Birmingham  and  at  other 
shows  before  they  came  to  Smithfield,  whereas, 
at  the  Smithfield  Show  in  1872,  the  animals  had 
to  come  to  the  show  direct  from  the  owners’  pre- 
mises in  horse  boxes,  with  a declaration  that  they 
were  free  from  disease  ? — That  must  have  made 
a very  great  difference. 

4920.  Therefore,  you  would  think  iliat  it  was 
the  regulation  with  respect  to  the  animals  pre- 
vious to  the  exhibition,  and  the  declaration  which 
had  to  be  made,  rather  than  the  inspection, that 
did  the  good  ? — That  does  not  alter  my  original 
position  as  far  as  regards  the  inspection  of  ex- 
ported cattle  at  the  ports  of  embarkation,  for  we 
could  have  no  extra  control  whatever  over  the 
cattle,  previously  to  their  being  presented  for  in- 
spection almost  at  the  ship’s  side. 

4921.  Were  you  at  the  show  in  1871  ? — I was 

not.  • 

4922.  Mr.  Mouse//.]  Besides  the  suggestion 
which  has  been  made  with  regard,  to  inspection 
either  at  the  port  of  embarkation  or  debarkation, 
another  suggestion  has  been  made  with  ■regard  to 
quarantine,  what  is  your,  opinion  of  that?— I 
think  that  would  be  perfectly  impracticable. 

4923.  What  are  your  reasons  for  thinking  so. 
— It  would  be  perfectly  impracticable  at  the 
ports  of  embarkation,  because  under  a system  ol 
quarantine,  I presume  you  would  not.  allow  any 
animal  to  be  removed  from  the  quarantine  ground 
or  premises  until  10  clear  days  should  have 
elapsed  subsequent  to  the  total  disappearance  0 
the  disease,  you  would  have  a great  number  0 
animals  accumulating  there,  and  the  trade  worn 
be  stopped  completely.  And  we  must  take  m 
consideration  that  in  deciding  an  affair  like  t 
we  are  not  to  look  at  the  abstract  question  0 
what  is  the  best  method  of  stopping  or  arresting 
& disease,  or  stamping  it  out,  but  i presume  v 
must  take  into  consideration  the  .most  that  can 
done  in  that  direction,  compatible  with  the 
quirements  of  the  trade  of  the  country  an 
absolutely  necessary  cattle  movement.  I ST, 
freely  that  it  is  perfectly  easy  to  stamp  ou 
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disease  if  you  kill  every  animal,  but  then  there 
is  the  consideration  with  reference  to  the  amount 
of  the  loss ; the  question  is,  would  it  pay  ? 

4924.  We  will  come  to_  that  afterwards ; now 
I presume  you  would  agree  with  the  other 
witnesses  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  a disease 
of  foreign  origin,  and  that  it  cannot  occur  except 
as  the  result  of  the  importation  of  diseased  animals, 
or  from  the  conveyance  of  the  infection  ? — That 
is  a very  vexed  question ; it  is  a question  which 
I am  not  at  all  in  a position  to  give  a decided 
opinion  upon,  inasmuch  as  I have  seen  cases 
frequently  of  the  foot  and  mouth  distemper  break- 
ing out  where  I could  not  by  any  possibility  trace 
the  carriage  of  infection  unless  it  was  conveyed 
tln'ough  the  medium  of  the  air. 

4925.  Would  you  mention  some  of  those  in- 
stances ?— I have  observed  the  disease  break  out 
in  milch  cows  kept  in  stables  and  premises  where 
there  were  no  other  animals,  not  even  a horse 
kept,  and  where  they  had  been  for  a considerable 
time  previously,  and  T have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  persons  in  attendance  upon  the  cows  had 
been  near  diseased  cattle. 

4926.  But  I suppose  you  could  hardly  abso- 
lutely say  with  confidence  that  the  persons  iu 
attendance  upon  those  cattle  had  not  been  in  con- 
tact with  diseased  cattle? — The  thing  has  occurred 
so  very  frequently  that  you  could  scarcely  regard 
it  as  such  a sort  of  negative  evidence,  that  it  should 
not  to  be  relied  upon  in  any  way. 

4927.  Upon  the  whole,  arc  you  inclined  to  be- 
lieve that  the  disease  can  bo  so  propagated,  or 
not? — I believe  it  can  be  propagated  in  that  way; 

I believe  it  can  be  conveyed  in  other  ways,  I 
believe  the  disease  can  break  out,  I may  say 
endemically,  the  same  as  some  fevers,  such  as 
typhus  in  Ireland,  although  that  very  rarely 
occurs,  but  the  way  to  consider  it  practically  is 
to  deal  with  the  disease  as  a disease  which  is  of 
foreign  origin,  and  which  is  so  highly  contagious 
and  infectious  that  it  is  easily  transmitted  from 
one  animal  to  others,  and  one  which  requires  to 
be  dealt  with  upon  that  principle ; upon  no  other 
principle  can  you  successfully  deal  with  it. 

4928.  Are  you  aware  of  Mr.  Baldwin’s  sugges- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  eradicating  foot  and 
mouth  disease  from  the  country  ? — I am. 

4929.  Do  you  agree  with  his  views? — His  plan 
mmht  be  worthy  of  experiment,  hut  I would  not 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  roccnnnending  it 
to  be  carried  out. 


4930.  Do  you,  in  tlie  first  place,  believe  that  if 
ms  plan  were  carried  out  it  would  be  effectual? 
—I  believe  if  his  plan  were  carried  out,  most 
decidedly ; if  sufficient  time  were  given,  the  dis- 
ease could  be  eradicated  from  Ireland,  but  it 
would  involve  serious  results. 

4931.  In  what  length  of  time  do  you  suppose 
tnat  could  be  done  ? — I could  not  give  an  opinion 
upon  that  subject. 

4932.  What  is  the  longest  time  of  the  incuba- 
uon  ot  foot  and  mouth  disease  which  has  come 
under  your  notice  ? — I have  seen  some  cases  of 
an  annual  becoming  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
maease,  which  decidedly  had  not  been  exposed  to 
f I • , ovrn  infection  or  contagion  for  fully  a 

b,ut  Previously  to  that  fortnight  it 
inff  i V-Q  keen.  with  other  animals  which  were 
ln.  an„  iQ°ipient  stage;  for  instance,  a 
not  v,  ammai  might  have  licked  it,  and  it  might 

wli ; nk  If  turned  its  tongue  to  the  part  of  the  hide 
of  the  ft  a-nipna^  ka<*  kicked  for  the  greater  part 


4933.  Have  you  tried  any  experiments  in  that 

regard?— In  any  experiments  which  I have  tried 
I have  never  known  flic  length  of  the  incubation 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  he  more  than  from 
36  to  about  50  hours,  and  seldom  as  long  as  the 
latter.  B 

4934.  If  the  period  of  incubation  of  disease  has 
been  such  as  your  experiments  lead  you  to  believe 
that  it  is,  could  not  you  at.  all  give  the  Committee 
the  advantage  of  your  opinion  as  to  how  lon<v  it’ 
would  be  necessary  to  stop  the  circulation” of 
cattle  in  order  to  stump  out  the  disease? — That 
would  greatly  depend  upon  the  size  of  the  farms 
and  the  management  of  the  cattle  thereon.  Thus, 
if  a farm  is  a very  large  one,  and  there  be  several 
fields  if)  it,  and  it  be  very  heavily  stocked,  and 
those  animals  are  separated  in  lots  from  one 
another,  it  might  take  four  or  five  months  before 
the  malady  would  go  through  the  whole  of  the 
animals  upon  the  farm  susceptible  of  taking  it. 

4935.  Have  the  police  the  right  of  entry  upon 
farms  in  Ireland  ? — They  have.  Another  thing, 
which  I forgot  to  mention  is,  that  the  movement 
of  a living  animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
distemper  is  prohibited,  excepting  under  extra- 
ordinary circumstances,  and  by  the  authority  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  but  there  are  circumstances 
which  require  it  occasionally  to  be  permitted. 

4936.  Was  that  law  or  order  of  the  Privy 
Council  enforced  at  the  time  of  the  last  Balli- 
nasloe  fair? — It  was. 

4937.  And  were  the  animals  then  suffering 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  prevented  from 
moving  ? — They  were  not  discovered,  but  as  far 
as.  regards  Bullinasloo  Fair,  I did  not  attend  the 
fair,  hut  from  my  own  observation  of  many  of  the 
animals  which  came  from  it,  I feel  assured  that 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  sheep  were  pro- 
nounced to  be  ailing  witli  foot  and  mouth  distem- 
per, when  the  only  thing  which  ailed  their  feet 
was  foot-rot. 

4938.  The  letter  which  I have  already  quoted 
speaks  of  the  sheep  in  another  fair  as  being  “ so 
very  far  gone  in  disease  that  a child  could  have 
detected  it,  but  no  one  interfered  in  the  slightest 
degree;  the  police  all  seemed  to  take  it  as  a 
matter  of  course  for  which  there  is  no  remedy  ” ? 

— I am  not  in  a position  to  contradict  that. 

4939.  Your  idea  is  that  the  law  must  have  been 
very  inefficiently  carried  out 1 — My  idea,  as  far 
as  regards  inspection  is,  that  to  do  away  with  it 
altogether  is  perfectly  absurd  ; it  would  be  even 
worse  than  the  position  in  which  wc  arc  unfor- 
tunately placed  now,  but  I think  that  there  should 
be  veterinary  surgeons  able  to  recognise  the  dis- 
ease having  power  as  inspectors  to  seize  those 
animals,  and  to  act  with  the  police,  for  no  police 
will  undertake  the  responsibility  themselves  of 
making  a seizure  on  their  own  responsibility. 

4940.  But  if  the  police  see.  that  animals  are 
moving  about  which  obviously  are  diseased,  do 
they  not  neglect  their  duty  in  not  preventing  the 
circulation  of  those  animals?— Yes,  it  is  a neglect 
of  duty ; but  I do  not  think  they  neglect  their 
duty  to  the  extent  which  has  been  stated. 

4941.  But  as  a matter  of  face,  was  not  the  re- 
sult of  the  Ballinasloe  fair,  and  the  driving  away 
of  the  quantity  of  beasts  and  sheep  which,  were 
collected  there,  to  spread  the  disease  right  and 
left  throughout  a great  portion  of  Ireland  ?— I 
believe  it  was ; but  I do  not  know  what  could  be 
done,  even  supposing  there  were  a lot  of  inspec- 
tors there.  I gave  distinct  orders. to  the  gentle- 
man who  went  down  to  report  relative  to  the  fair,  . 

C 0 ' not 


Professor 

H.Ferguson. 

l May  1873. 
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Professor  not  to  interfere,  unless  he  saw  something  extra- 
E.  Ferguson,  ordinary,  with  the  movement  of  cattle.  Several 

propositions  had  been  made  to  the  Government 

l May  1873.  to  stop  Ballinaeloe  fair.  I grant  you  that  if  Bal- 
linasloe  fair  had  been  stopped,  there  is  not  the 
slightest  doubt  but  that  you  would  not  have  had 
the  unfortunate  results  of  the  disease  being  spread 
from  it,  but  it  would  be  very  impolitic  to  stop 
such  a fair  at  Ballinasloe.  I do  not  see  how  the 
stock  owners  would  be  able  to  pay  their  rents  or 
to  meet  their  engagements,  if  you  stop  such  a fair 
merely  on  account  of  foot  and  mouth  distemper. 

4942.  But  if  during  the  months  of  June  and 
July  the  disease  had  been  extirpated  from  Ireland, 
there  would  have  been  no  foot  and  mouth  disease 
at  Ballinasloe  fair,  would  there?— Not  unless  it 
had  been  subsequently  introduced.  For  instance, 
to  show  how  uncertain  we  are  with  regard  to  the 
origin  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  Spanish  and 
Portuguese  cattle  have  been  considered  perfectly 
free  from  it,  but  there  was  a cargo  either  of 
Spanish  nr  Portuguese  cattle  landed  at  the  port 
of  Dublin  the  day  before  yesterday,  and  it  was 
discovered  that  the  foot  and  mouth  distemper 
existed  among  that  cargo ; three  of  the  animals 
were  affected,  they  were  slaughtered  immediately 
after  landing,  and  the  rest  were  removed.  All 
those  which  were  not  apparently  diseased  were 
removed  to  slaughterhouses  for  immediate  slaugh- 
ter under  license  by  the  police. 

4943.  Can  you  suggest  to  the  Committee  any 
plan  less  stringent  than  that  of  Mr.  Baldwin’s,  . 
which  would  have  the  effect  which  you  admit  his 
plan  would  have,  if  it  were  tried  for  a sufficient 
time,  namely,  of  extirpating  the  disease? — No, 
hut  with  regard  to  anolher  branch  of  the  question, 

I could  suggest  a plan  which,  if  adopted,  would, 

I think,  effectually  prevent  persons  from  wilfully 
attempting  to  export  diseased  animals  from  Ireland 
to  Great  Britain,  that  is  to  say,  by  extending  the 

. provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  relative  to 
foreign  cattle  on  their  debarkation  to  Irish  cattle. 
Under  the  Irish  Act,  if  a diseased  animal  is  dis- 
covered to  be  disembarked  in  Ireland,  we  can 
seize  that  animal  and  confiscate  it  as  a contraband, 
according  to  the  laws  of  the  Customs,  and  were 
an  English  Act  or  an  English  Council  Order 
issued  enabling  the  authorities  to  do  the  same 
thing,  if  that  were  put  into  force  in  two  or  three 
cases,  depend  upon  it  they  would  never  attempt 
subsequently  to  send  over  cattle  which  were 
diseased,  but  I think  the  quantity  of  diseased 
cattle  received  by  this  country  from  Ireland  is 
very  much  exaggerated.  * 

4944.  Can  we  so  deal  with  British  cattle  ? — 
Indeed  we  can. 

4945.  "Will  you  give  the  Committee  the  section 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  which  you  refer  ? — 
It  is  section  5 of  the  33  & 34  Viet.,  c.  36.  “ If 
any  person  lands,  or  attempts  to  land,  in  any 
port  or  place  in  Ireland,  or  ships,  or  attempts  to 
ship  from  any  port  or  place  in  Ireland,  to  any 
part  of  England,  W ales,  or  Scotland,  any  animal 
or  thing,  in  contravention  of  any  order  under 
this  Act,  such  animal  or  thing  shall  be  forfeited 
in  like  manner  as  goods,  the  importation  whereof 
is  prohibited  by  the  Acts  relating'to  the  customs, 
are  liable  to  be  forfeited.”  Now  in  the  draft  of 
the  Irish  Act,  I altered  this  section  when  I was 
revising  it,  and  I had  it  inserted  in  this  way. 
In  the  English  Act  they  can  only  deal  with 
foreign  cattle  in  that  way. 

4946.  To  recur  to  Mr.  Baldwin’s  plan,  to  give 
his  plan  a full  chance  of  success,  what  conditions 


would  be  necessary? —It  would  be  necessary 
that  the  action  taken  in  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  would  be  similar  and  simultaneous ; also 
that  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  would  be 
prohibited  during  that  time,  otherwise,  I think, 
you  would  be  very  likely  subject  to  the  same 
thing  that  we  were  subjected  to  in  Ireland  the 
day  before  yesterday. 

4947.  But  you  seem  to  have  dealt  with  that 
cargo  which  arrived  in  Ireland  in  a satisfactory 
way  ? — I have  dealt  with  it,  but  I do  not  know 
what  will  be  the  consequence ; I do  not  know 
whether  a number  of  people  who  had  been  going 
about  the  custom  house  and  docks,  and  feeling 
the  animals  over,  and  so  on,  may  not  have  carried 
the  disease  further. 

4948.  Were  they  Spanish  or  Portugese  cattle? 
— The  telegram  mentioned  Spanish  cattle,  but  I 
should  fancy  from  the  name  of  the  vessel  that 
they  were  Portuguese. 

4949.  But.  are  you  aware  that  part  of  Mr. 
Baldwin’s  scheme  w'as,  after  the  disease  was  ex- 
tirpated, to  deal  with  the  disease  in  the  very 
summary  way  which  you  have  described?—! 
understand  that  he  intended  to  pole-axe  them, 
and  compensate  fully  the  owners,  hut  I do  not 
know  where  the  money  will  come  from  to  com- 
pensate them,  because  with  regard  to  compensa- 
tion you  were  upon  the  committee  which  recom- 
mended compensation  to  be  given  for  compulsory 
slaughter  of  the  animals  affected  with  cattle 
plague,  and  animals  which  had  been  in  contact 
with  them,  and  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
in  1866  enabling  the  Government  to  compensate 
the  owner  out  of  a fund  called  the  Cattle  Plague 
Fund ; that  was  a rate  levied  upoq  all  the  poor 
law  unions  in  Ireland,  but  that  gave  a vast  deal  of 
dissatisfaction.  A great  number  of  people  riot 
engaged  in  the  cattle  trade  at  all  naturally  asked 
why  they  should  be  taxed  for  a trade  which  they 
were  not  at  all  interested  in. 

4950.  Do  you  thiuk  that  there  is  any  person 
who  eats. meat  who  is  not  interested  in  putting 
down  diseases  in  cattle  ? — I think  not,  but  for  all 
that  there  is  a difficulty  about  it. 

4951.  Does  pleuro-pneumonia  ever  occur  in 
Ireland,  except  as  the  result  of  infection  and 
contagion  ? — I am  convinced  that  that  disease 
does. 

4952.  Why  do  you  think  so  ? — Because  I have 

frequently  seen  that  disease  break  out  in  cattle 
which  for  months  upon  months  could  not  by  any 
possibility  have  been  exposed  to  infection,  and 
another  reason  is  that  pleuro-pneumonia  ha3 
existed  in  Ireland,  I think,  about  two  years  longer 
than  is  generally  believed;  it  has  been  stated 
that  it  was  originally  introduced,  not  into  Water- 
ford, but  into  Cork,  by  some  Dutch  cattle  which 
were  brought  over  by  Lord  Clancarty’s  family,  I 
believe,  but  I have  made  every  inquiry,  and  I 
cannot  find  that  any  cattle  had  been  introduced 
into  Ireland  at  the  time,  and  I requested  the 
present  Lord  Clancarty  (he  was  then  Lord 
Dunlo)  to  make  inquiries  as  to  whether  such  a 
thing  had  occurred,  and  he  assured . me  it  had 
not ; I was  speaking  to  him  about  it  the  other 
evening.  Many  go  so  far  as  to  state  they  know 
for  a fact  that  such  foreign  cattle  were  imported 
into  Ireland  at  that  time,  and  that  they  them- 
selves had  them.  I regard  such  statements  as 
fictions.  ... 

4953.  How  would  you  propose  to  deal  witn 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I think  that  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  would  be  effectually  dealt  with  by  t e 
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complete  isolation  of  infected  animals,  and  the  fairs  which  will  be  held  upon  any  day  in  any  Professor 

prevention  of  their  movement.  county  in  Ireland.  B.  Ferguson. 

* 4954.  Do  you,  in  point  of  fact,  deal  with  it  in  4962.  Will  you  mention  the  number  of  fairs  ' 

that  way  now  ? — No,  we  go  further  than  that  a held  in  each  month  in  the  whole  of  Ireland  ? — 1 1°73* 

oreat  deal.  In  January  there  are  367  ; in  February,  402  ; in 

° 4955.  Do  you  think  your  regulations  at  present  March,  409;  in  April,  394;  in  May,  679  ; in 

arc  too  strict? — No,  they  have  been  altered;  June,  557  ; in  July,  442;  in  August,  571;  in 

under  the  regulations  in  1871  it  was  imperative  for  September,  488  ; in  October,  529 ; in  November, 

the  farm  land,  or  place  on  or  in  which  the  disease  579;  and  in  December,  522 ; this,  the  month  of 

.was  to  be  kept  as  an  infected  district  for  30  clear  May,  in  fact,  is  the  month  in  which  the  largest 

days  after  the  disappearance  of  the  disease,  and  number  of  fairs  are  held  in  Ireland. 

the  consequence  was  that  it  was  found  a very  4963.  But  not,  I think,  the  most  important 

oreat  hardship  upon  persons  who  had  a quantity  fairs? — No;  but  still  there  is  live  stock  of  one 

of  cattle,  perhaps,  ready  for  the  market,  that  they  kind  or  another  sold  at  the  whole  of  them;  the 

would  be  running  the  risk  of  being  fined,  or  most  important  fairs  are  those  which  are  held  at 

moving  them,  although  not  affected.  And,  again,  the  latter  end  of  the  year ; the  October  fairs,  for 

it  did  not  work  well  in  another  way ; in  Ireland  example ; although  in  the  months  of  September 

we  have  a number  of  farms  which  take  in  cattle  and  October  there  are  the  two  great  fairs,  the 

for  grazing  during  the  summer  months ; there  Banagher  fair  and  the  Ballinasloe  fair,  still  there 

would  be  several  hundreds  of  cattle  upon  them,  are  only  488  fairs  in  September,  and  589  in 

and  sometimes,  perhaps,  just  before  the  termina-  October. 

tion  of  the  grazing  season,  the  disease  would  4964.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.']  The  month  of  May 
break  out,  and  then  it  would  go  on  dropping  is  the  month  in  which  the  largest  number  of 
from  one  lot  of  cattle  to  the  other ; if  the  animals  store  cattle  are  sold,  for  exportation  to  Great 
were  kept  upon  this  farm  until  the  disease  had  Britain,  is  it  not  ? — Yes,  there  is  not  the  slightest 
entirely  disappeared,  they  would  be  starved  doubt  of  that,  at  least  of  late. 

Therefore,  in  the  last  Order  in  Council  relative  4965.  Mr.  Mousell]  Are  you  acquainted  with 
to  pleuro-pneumonia,  there  is  a provision  enabling  the  English  system  of  dealing  with  the  diseases 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  alter  the  provisions  in  of  animals?— No  further  than  from  reading  the 
certain  cases,  as  he  may  think  proper,  from  time  Council  Orders  and  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
to  time,  according  to  the  circumstances,,  and  that  from  what  I hear.  I have  had  no  practical  ex- 
has  been  found  to  work  remarkably  well.  perience  of  it. 

4956.  That  was  a relaxation  of  a previous  4966.  What  are  the  main  differences  between 

order,  was  not  it  ? — No,  there  was  no  discretionary  the  English  and  the  Irish  systems? — The 
power  in  the  previous  order ; it  was  all  impera-  English  system  is  worked  through  the  medium 
tive.  of  tire  local  authorities ; there  is  a central  power, 

4957.  But  there  is  now  a discretionary  power  ? and  the  local  authorities  are  responsible  to  it. 

— Yes,  there  is  a discretionary  power ; it  is  abso-  The  Irish  system  is  different ; the  central  autho- 

lutely  essential  that  there  should  be.  rity,  the  Government,  works  it  directly  itself.  I 

4958.  What  is  the  state  of  Ireland  now  with  consider  that  the  Irish  plan  is  the  best  plan; 

regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia ; do  you  know  how  there  are  facilities  of  working  that  plan  out  in 
many  cases  have  been  recently  reported  ? — Ireland  which  there  are  not  at  all  in  England, 
Pleuro-pneumonia  and  the  other  disease,  foot  and  because  in  Ireland  you  have  one  police  under 
mouth  distemper,  appear  to  me  to  be  coming  down  the  central  authority ; therefore  the  English 
very  rapidly  to  a minimum;  reports  are  sent  on  Veterinary  Department  is  at  a decided  disadvan- 
to  me  in  London  twice  a day  by  telegraph ; the  tage.  1 do  not  think  anything  could  be 
day  before  yesterday  there  were  only  two  known  more  perfect  than  the  Council  Orders  and  the 
new  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  reported  from  regulations  of  the  English  Veterinary  Depart- 
the  entire  of  Ireland,  and,  I think,  one  case  of  ment,  if  they  had  but  the  proper  machinery  for 
pleuro-pneumonia  ; I think  there  was  yesterday  carrying  them  out. 

only  one  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  reported.  4967.  But  you  prefer  the  Irish  machinery  ? — 

4959.  It  is  generally  the  case,  is  it  not,  that  at  Yes,  most  decidedly. 

this  time  of  year,  the  number  of  cases  of  disease  4968.  Why  do  you  prefer  it? — Because  there 
diminishes  very  much  indeed? — Yes;  but  the  is  no  intervening  power.  The  English  Veteri- 
cases  had  not  diminished  previously  with  such  nary  Department,  although  it  has  the  inconve- 
extraordinary  rapidity  as  they  have  of  late ; I nience  of  not  having  direct  control  over  the 
think  it  is  exceedingly  probable  that  this  foot  police  of  the  country,  they  belonging  to  the  local 
and  mouth  disease,  like  epidemics  in  human  authorities,  yet  has  one  very  great  convenient 
beings,  and  some  other  epizootics,  will  run  itself  advantage  over  the  Irish  V eterinary  Department, 
out.  inasmuch  as  it  can  relieve  itself  from  responsi- 

4960.  But  assuming  that  there  is  very  little  bility,  and  throw  it  and  the  onus  completely 

disease  in  Ireland  at  present,  would  not  this  be  a upon  the  local  authorities,  which  it  is  perfectly 
very  good  time  fo'r  trying  the  experiment  of  right  to  do;  because,  as  far  as  I have  read  in 
extirpating  it  altogether  ? — If  you  determined  the  papers  and  in  different  proceedings,  I do  not 
upon  doing  it,  this  would  be  a good  time,  but  think  the  local  authorities  in  Great  Britain  act 
supposing  it  were  tried  now,  if  you  stopped  all  at  all  in  unison  ; the  very  moment  any  particular 
fairs  and  stopped  all  - cattle  movement,  I do  not  action  is  decided  upon  in  Ireland,  you  may  rest 
know  how  the  people  would  pay  their  next  gale  assured  that,  if  pressure  is  put  upon  the  Inspector- 
rents.  General  of  Constabulary  by  the  Government,  in 

4961.  But  there  is,  as  a matter  of  fact,  very  the  course  of  24  hours  action  will  be  commenced; 
httle  sale  of  fat  cattle  at  this  time  of  year  ?—  that  it  will  be  simultaneously  taken,  and  that  it 
There  is  a great  deal  of  store  cattle  exported  at  will  be  exactly  similar  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
this  season ; there  will  be  during  this  month  679  which  is  not  the  case  in  England,  1 believe. 

fairs  held  in  Ireland;  I can  tell  the  number  of  4969.  Chairman.]  The  Order  in  Council  under 
. 0.58.  o c 2 which 
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which  you  act  in  Ireland,  in  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  is  that  of  the  3rd  of  November 
1870,  1 think  ?— Yes. 

4970.  Before  that  order  was  issued  did  you 
take  any  steps  to  stop  the  spread  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  Ireland  ? — There  had  been  one 
order  issued  previously  to  that;  it  was  not  ari 
order  relative  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  parti- 
cularly ; it  was  a general  order,  in  which  the 
movement  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  was  prohibited.  Its  date  is  6 March  1868. 

4971.  What  I want  to  know  is,  when  did  you 
first  attempt  in  Ireland  to  stop  foot  and  mouth 
disease  by  restrictions  upon  home  cattle  ? — Upon 
the  21st  day  of  October  1869. 

4972.  You  had  had  bad  attacks  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  before  that  time  ? — We  had. 

4973.  Had  you  had  a worse  attack  than  this 
of  1872  ? — Never ; it  was  bad  at  first  in  the  Dub- 
lin dairies,  but  until  this  last  year  it  did  not 
become  so  very  bad  generally  throughout  the 
country. 

4974.  Then,  I suppose,  we  must  acknowledge 
that  the  same  thing  has  happened  in  Ireland  as 
happened  in  England,  that  notwithstanding  our 
attempt,  both  by  our  veterinary  departments  in 
Enn-land  and  in  Ireland,  to  stop  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  we  have  had  since  we  began  these  efforts 
as  bad  and  prevalent  an  attack  as  we  had  in  the 
previous  times  ? — Yes,  decidedly. 

4975.  In  fact,  the  result  seems  to  show  that 
nothing  which  has  been  done  in  Ireland  has 
seriously  checked  the  spread  of  the  disease  ? — 
That  is  so,  compared  with  other  diseases. 

4976.  You  have  the  power  of  entry  by  the  6th 
clause,  have  you  not? — Yes. 

4977.  Is  that  often  made  use  of? — Frequently. 

4978.  I understood  you  to  state  that  there  was 
a great  want  of  veterinary  surgeons  throughout 
Ireland? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

4979.  In  Connaught,  for  example,  you  stated 
that  there  was  no  duly  certified  veterinary  sur- 
geon?— No,  there  is  no  duly  certified  veterinary 
surgeon  in  Connaught,  and  according  to  the  last 
list  tli  ere  were  only  about  60  or  70  of  them  in 
Ireland  altogether. 

4980.  Where  there  are  no  duly  certified  vete- 
rinary surgeons,  do  the  cattle  owners  get  on 
without  any  medical  assistance  at  all,  or  do  they 
have  uncertified  practitioners?  — The  practice 
among  cattle  owners  in  Ireland  is  very  different 
from  what  it  is  in  England ; they  will  not  call  in 
veterinary  surgeons,  as  a general  rule,  to  treat 
their  cattle. 

4981.  I suppose  they  have  what  a veterinary 
surgeon  would  call  “cow  leeches”?— Yes ; but 
they  treat  their  own  animals  to  a great  extent. 

4982.  We  have  had  it  given  in  evidence  by 
Professor  Baldwin  that  there  are  parts  of  Ireland, 
mountainous  districts,  in  which  there  is  no  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  .in  Donegal  and  Kerry  espe- 
cially, I believe? — In  the  year  1872  there  were 
379  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
Donegal,  34  sheep,  and  Y1  swine. 

4983.  How  many  counties  are  there  in  Ire- 
land from  which  you  had  no  returns  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  1872  ? — None. 

4984.  What  are  the  figures  in  Kerry  ? — In 
Kerry  there  were  4,789  cases  in  cattle,  494  cases 
in  sheep,  and  in  swine  261. 

4985.  The  statistics  of  the  total  number  affected 
give  a very  much  larger  number  of  cattle  affected 
than  of  sheep ; do  you  think  you  have  got  any- 
thing like  accurate  returns  with  regard  to  the 


sheep?  — No,  nor  all  the  returns  of  cattle 
either. 

4986.  W ould  you  not  be  much  more  likely  to 
have  imperfect  returns  of  sheep  than  of  cattle? 
— Much  more  so ; .1  do  not  think  the  people  them- 
selves, in  some  of  the  large  sheep-farming 
places,  could  ascertain  the  exact  number  which  am 
affected. 

4987.  Nor  would  they  perhaps  think  it  so  im- 
portant to  send  in  a return  of  the  number  of  sheep 
affected  as  they  would  of  the  cattle  ? — I think 
they  would,  because  the  pol  ice  generally  are  very 
anxious  to  get  a conviction ; they  are  very  anxious 
to  show  their  zeal. 

4988.  But  you  gave  a very  much  smaller  num- 
ber of  swine ; do  you  think  that  return  was  at 
all  complete  ? — I do-  not. 

4989.  I was  very  much  struck  with  the  fact, 
that  although  the  number  of  swine  affected  was 
smaller  yet  the  proportion  of  deaths  was  larger? 
— It  is  a very  well  known  fact,  that  although  it 
is  not  at  all  a fatal  disease  with  cattle  it  is  an 
eminently  fatal  disease  with  swine. 

4990.  That  is  an  important  point ; what  per- 
centage of  the  swine  should  you  say  would  be 
likely  to  die  ? — The  per-centage  iu  1872,  5-75. 

4991.  I see  that  in  the  14th  page  of  your  Ke- 
port  there  is  a table  which  shows  the  average 
per-centage  of  the  deaths  of  swine  to  he  5T,  of 
sheep  to  be  '09,  and  of  cattle  to  he  *32  ?— That 
is  so. 

4992.  You  say  you  work  through  the  central 
authority  in  Dublin,  and  you  show  an  advantage 
which  you  have  in  having  the  police  under  your 
orders,  working  in  the  same  manner  throughout 
the  kingdom,  but  as  regards  the  veterinary  in- 
spection, you  are  almost  driven,  are  you  not,  to 
the  central  authority,  from  the  want  of  local 
veterinary  inspection  ? — That  is  the  fact. 

4993.  You  have  to  rely  for  a very  large  part 
of  Ireland,  upon  the  veterinary  inspectors  whom 
you  send  out  from  the  central  office  ? — Yes.  At 
present,  and  since  July  1871,  the  Treasury  will 
not  go  to  greater  expense  for  veterinary  inspec- 
tors in  connection  with  the  office  than  one  guinea 
for  any  one  d ay.  There  arc  two  kinds  of  inspectors ; 
the  pay  for  inspection  throughout  the  country 
must  come  out  of  the  fund  called  the  Cattle 
Plague  Account,  which  is  to  ho  levied;  it  has 
not  been  levied  as  yet  a second  time. 

4994.  But  you  mention  the  advantages  of  the 
principle  of  stopping  these  diseases  by  the  cen- 
tral authority ; is  it  not  a very  considerable  dis- 
advantage to  be  obliged  to  send  the  veterinary 
inspectors  and  the  veterinary  surgeons  from 
Dublin  to  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  ? — A very 
great  disadvantage ; and  the  fact  of  the  matter 
is,  that  there  have  not  been  persons  to  send.  My 
opinion  is,  that  there  should  be  persons  posted 
throughout  the  kingdom  for  that  purpose,  particu- 
lary  at  telegraphic  centres  from  winch  there  are 
railways  running. 

4995.  Why  would  you  want  those  inspectors 
throughout  the  kingdom? — It  very  frequently 
occurs  that  a person  applies  to  have  the  restric- 
tions taken  off  from  a farm ; and  the  constable 
may  be  of  opinion  that  the  restrictions  should  not 
be  taken  oft';  under  such  circumstances,  it  is  very 
reasonable  for  the  owner  of  the  farm  to  require 
an  inspector  to  visit  and  inspect  the  stock. 

4996.  We  have  had  it  suggested  with  regard 
to  England,  that  the  only  effectual  way  of  stop- 
ping the  foot  and  mouth  disease  would  be  by  the 
stoppage  of  fairs  for  a shorter  or  longer  space  ot 
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time,  and  by  the  restriction  of  movement  during 
that  time ; but  that  suggestion  has  been  accom- 
panied with  a recommendation  of  a power  to 
some  one  in  the  locality  to  grant  licenses  for  move- 
ment, he  being  guided  by  veterinary  informa- 
tion; supposing  such  a plan  were  started  in  Ire- 
land, would  it  be  practicable  to  work  it,  without 
veterinary  knowledge,  upon  the  spot  ? — I do  not. 
think  so ; I should  not  like  to  undertake  it. 

4997.  You  have  been  asked  one  or  two  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  the  suggestions  of  Professor 
Baldwin,  and  I should  like  to  ask  you  about 
them  more  in  detail.  Professor  Baldwin’6  first 
statement  was,  that  he  thought  the  stoppage  ot 
fairs  during  the  months  of  June  and  .)  uly,  and 
the  stoppage  of  the  movement  of  cattle  would  so 
diminish  the  disease  as  to  reduce  it  to  a minimum, 
which  could  be  easily  dealt  with  afterwards ; do 
you  think  that  a stoppage  for  those  two  months 
would  be  sufficient  ? — It  might  be,  but  I should 
not  like  to  say  that  it  was. 

4998.  Am  I right  in  supposing  that  in  order 
that  it  should  answer,  there  arc  at  least  two  con- 
ditions necessary;  first,  that  that  two  months 
should  give  time  for  a herd  in  which  there  was 
diseasejto  have  that  disease  cleared  out  of  it ; 
and  secondly,  that  we  should  have  reason  to  ex- 
pect that  the  police,  whose  duty  it  waste  act  upon 
the  orders  issued,  would  discover  all  the  herds 
affected  during  those  two  months  ? — Yes,  I should 
imagine  so. 

4999.  Now  with  regard  to  the  first  condition; 
do  you  think  that  a period  of  only  two  months 
would  give  you  time  to  banish  the  disease  from 
all  the  herds  that  were-  affected  at  the  beginning 
of  the  two  mouths  ? — A gentleman  gave  evidence 
before  this  Committee  relative  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  into  Victoria, 
and  he  attributed  it  to  an  animal  which  had  been 

ut  on  board  in  an  unsound  state,  which  animal 
ad  not  perfectly  recovered  when  it  arrived  out 
at  Victoria.  If  I were  in  my  office  in  Dublin  I 
could  show  you  reports  of  farms  which  in  the  , 
earlier  times  of  the  last  outbreak  of  the  disease 
were  considerably  more  than  two  months  under  re- 
strictions ; I cannot  exactly  recall  the  names  of 
them,  but  if  it  is  necessary  I will  lay  the  names 
before  the  Committee. 

5000.  With  your  experience  you  would  find  it 
difficult,  would  you  not,  to  state  a time  which 
you  are  quite  sure  would  be  sufficient  ? — I would 
not  venture  to  do  such  a thing ; I would  not 
imperil  my  reputation  by  doing  so. 

5001..  Of  course  the  second  condition  would 
still  more  require  to  be  fulfilled ; that  is  to  say, 
that  the  whole  of  these  experiments  would  have 
been  almost  tried  in  vain,  if  at  the  end  of  the  two 
months  there  were  herds  or  cases  which  had  never 
been  reported,  and  in  which  no  action  had  been 
taken? — Yes,  decidedly. 

. 5002.  Could  we  rely  upon  the  police  discover- 
ing all  these  cases  through  Ireland  ?— I do  not 
think  you  could,  particularly  when  I reflect  upon 
one  thing,  that  it  is  proposed  after  the  expiration 
of  the  two  months,  when  they  would  get  a clean 
bill  of  health,  to  pole-axe  all  the  animals  as  they  . 
were  supposed  to  become  affected,  and  to  recom- 
pense the  owners;  in  that  case,  I think  that  a 
number  of  persons  would  be  very  glad  to  keep 
back  their  diseased  animals  and  hide  the  disease, 
with  a view  to  getting  the  remuneration  as  soon 
as  possible. 

5003.  Those  fairs  which  are  held  in  June  and 
" gFe ^rs  what  description;  they  are  not 


very  large  fairs  like  Ballinasloe,  I believe?  — 
They  are  not  so  very  large,  but  they  are  very 
considerable  fairs,  there  is  a very  large  number  of 
them  ; the  fact  of  it  is,  that  on  everyday  in  June 
and  July  in  every  county  in  Ireland  there  are  a 
number  of  fairs. 

5004.  Do  you  think,  from  your  knowledge  of 
the  cattle  trade  throughout  Ireland,  that  many 
of  the  cattle  owners  depend  upon  selling  their 
animals  in  those  months  ? — I do.  I will  tell  you 
the  reason  why.  The  half-year  is  from  January 
to  June;  the  farmers  have  always  to  meet  en- 
gagements, if  not  of  rent ; if  the  gale  days  are 
not  at  that  date,  they  have  always  serious  engage- 
ments to  meet. 

5005.  When  is  the  gale  day  generally  ? — The 
25th  March  and  the  29th  of  September. 

5006.  They  would  have  to  make  sales  to  meet 
the  autumn  gale  day? — Yes,  they  would  have 
ample  opportunities  for  doing  that. 

5007.  Supposing  the  fairs  were  stopped,  there 
would  be  enormous  inconvenience,  would  there 
not,  unless  there  were  opportunities  afforded  for 
private  sales  ? — There  would  he  great  incon- 
venience, insuperable  inconvenience. 

5008.  I understand  the  proposal  to  be  to  stop 
the  movement  from  private  sales  except  by  li- 
cense, but  would  it  not  be  necessary,  unless  the 
farmers  were  put  to  very  great  inconvenience,  to 
allow  a great  number  of  movements  in  the  case 
of  private  sales  ? — I consider  the  movement  would 
be  as  bad  as  the  fairs. 

5009.  But  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  that 
movement,  would  it  not? — It  would  be  necessary 
to  have  that  movement ; you  could  not  stop  all 
movement,  the  people  would  be  starved. 

5010.  Supposing  you  carried  that  out  with  the 
stringency  which  was  really  necessary  to  make  it 
effectual,  do  you  imagine  that  you  would  have 
the  public  opinion  of  the  cattle  farmers  in  Ireland 
on  your  side  ? — My  impression  is  that  you  would 
not. 

5011.  Will  you  just  turn  to  these  statistics  of 
Ireland  in  “ Thom’s  Almanac,”  with  which  I dare 
say  you  are  acquainted? — Those  are  my  own 
tables. 

5012.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  the  num- 
ber of  cattle  exported  from  Ireland  to  England 
in  the  month  of  June? — The  exportations  last 
year  were  greater  than  ever,  but  taking  this 
year  which  is  given  the  exportation  in  J une  of 
oxen,  bulls,  and  cows,  was  28,779;  calves  6,438  ; 
sheep  and  lambs  7,712 ; and  swine  25,191. 

5013.  Now  will  you  take  July? — In  July 
(this  is  about  our  greatest  month  of  export),  the 
number  of  oxen,  bulls,  and  cows  exported  was 
32,043,  calves,  7,514,  sheep,  104,138,  and  12,729 
swine. 

5014.  Looking  at  the  figures  of  that  table,  is 
it  not  the  case  that  in  J une  and  July  there  was  a 
larger  exportation  than  in  any  of  the  previous 
months  of  the  year  ? — Yes. 

5015.  But  the  exportation  goes  on  during  the 
other  autumn  months  ; August  and  September 
are  also  large  ? — Yes,  they  are. 

5016.  Then,  so  far  as  regards  the  present  trade 
between  England  and  Ireland,  its  stoppage 
during  the  months  of  June  and  July  would  be  a 
great  interference  with  it? — Decidedly  so. 

5017.  And  if  it  was  found  necessary  to  extend 
the  stoppage  into  the  autumn  months,  that  would 
be  a greater  interference  than  if  it  was  done  in 
the  spring,  would  it  not  ?— So  it  would  appear. 

5018.  Is  there  a larger  proportion  of  fat  cattle, 
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compared  to  store  cattle,  in  those  months  than  in 
other  months  ? — I have  no  statistical  information 
upon  that  point. 

5019.  What  is  your  opinion  upon  it? — I should 
fancy  that  there  was  not  a larger  number  in  June 
and  July  ; you  will  excuse  me  giving  a decided 
opinion  upon  that  point. 

5020.  At  any  rate,  you  have  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  the  number  of  fat  cattle  would  be 
larger  than  that  of  store  cattle  ? — No,  decidedly 
not  ; because  the  fat  cattle  go  over  just  at  the 
finishing  of  the  grazing  season,  and  then  at  the 
end  of  the  season  there  is  the  stall  feeding ; those 
are  the  two  seasons. 

5021.  There  was  a letter  read  to  you  by  my 
right  honourable  friend  about  the  immense  quan- 
tity of  animals  which  were  evidently  diseased  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease  a month  after  a lar^e  fair? 

Yes  ; in  this  particular  extract  it  says,  that  the 

sheep  at  Screen  fair  were  so  far  gone  in  disease 
that  a child  could  have  detected  it. 

5021*.  You  made  a remark  about  foot-rot;  do 
you  think  that  many  of  those  cases  would  he 
likely  to  be  foot-rot? — Most  decideilly ; we  had 
a frightfully  wet  season  last  year,  and  last  winter 
was  frightfully  wet ; and  I have  seen  thousands  of 
animalswhich  came  from  Ballinasloe,  and  through- 
out Ireland,  which  were  stated  in  Ireland,  and  by 
some  professional  men,  to  he  affected  with  the 
foot  and  mouth  distemper,  but  it  was  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  foot-rot. 

5022.  What  were  the  particulars  of  this 
Spanish  or  Portuguese  cargo  which  arrived  the 
day  before  yesterday  ? — It  arrived  the  day  before 
yesterday,  and  I got  a telegram  stating  that  out 
of  176  cattle  (which  I should  presume,  from  the 
name  of  the  vessel,  were  Portuguese,  although 
the  telegrdm  said  Spanish),  there  were  three 
affected  with  the  foot  and  mouth  distemper. 

5023.  What  did  you  do  ? — I telegraphed  back 
to  give  the  order  that  they  must  be  slaughtered. 

5024.  Have  you  not  got  a rule  that  if  there  is 
one  animal  diseased  in  a foreign  cargo,  they 
must  all  be  slaughtered  ? — It  is  not  a rule  ; it  is 
optional  with  us ; I have  by  telegram  submitted 
to  the  Government  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
stop  the  importation  altogether;  itis  so  very  trifling. 

5025.  I suppose  you  would  be  prepared  to 
acknowledge  mat  unless  we  can  have  much  more 
stringent  regulations  with  respect  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  it  is  of  little  use  attempting  to 
stop  it  by  the  present  restrictions  in  Ireland? — 
Were  you  to  revoke  or  repeal  all  the  restric- 
tions relative  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  it  would 
have  a most  injurious  effect,  and  I will  explain 
the  reason  why : it  is  necessary,  with  regard  to 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  to  have  it  reported ; if 
you  took  the  restrictions  off  that  disease,  and 
ceased  requiring  it  to  be  reported,  even  were 
cattle  plague  to  come  into  the  country,  the 
people  would  say  that  they  fancied  it  was  foot 
•and  mouth  disease. 

5026.  That  is  an  inference ; but  I mean  with 
regard  to  the  actual  effect  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; I understood  you  to  admit  that  you 
had  not  stopped  that  disease  any  more  than  we 
have  been  able  to  do  in  England,  but  do  you 
think  that  if  you  had  no  restrictions  at  all  you 
would  at  this  moment  have  less  foot  and  mouth 
disease  than  you  have? — I do  not;  most  deci- 
dedly not. 

5027.  I understand  that  you  are  not  prepared 
to  indorse  with  your  authority  the  very  strong 
recommendation  with  regard  to  the  stoppage  for 


two  months,  or  such  time  as  may  be  required 
of  all  movement ; I am  right  in  presuming  that 
am  I not  ? — I would  not  take  the  responsibility 
of  doing  that ; but  I think  it  looks  a plausible 

suggestion. 

5028.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  make  your- 
self  with  regard  to  the  stoppage  of  the  foot  and' 
mouth  complaint  in  Ireland  ?— None;  I think  if 
the  Council  orders  in  Ireland  and  those  in 
England  could  be  carried  out  further,  they  are 
as  good  as  could  be  made. 

5029.  Do  you  agree  with  the  estimate  of  loss 
for  this  last  year,  which  was  made  by  Professor 
Baldwin,  in  which  ho  estimated  that  the  loss  to 
Ireland  was  a million  and  a half  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — I could  not  form  any  estimate 
of  it;  it  is  a matter  I could  not  go  into  at  all; 
I know  that  the  loss  of  feeding-stuif  and  capital 
lying  dormant,  from  not  being  able  to  be  duly 
turned,  must  be  very  great ; but  I have  never 
turned  my  mind  to  it ; the  fact  is,  I could  not  do 
such  a thing  without  too  much  loss  of  time. 

5030.  What  is  the  order  upon  which  yon 
require  the  railway  trucks  to  be  disinfected?— 
The  order  of  the  19tlx  of  May  1871,  that  is,  an 
order  cited  as  the  “ Transit  of  Animals  Order," 
and  the  Order  of  the  6th  of  March  1808. 

5031.  That  is  the  order  under  which  you  were 
at  work  ? — Yes. 

5032.  Has  that  order  ever  been  modified?— 
Yes,  it  has  been  modified  by  the  order  of  the 
28th  of  July  1871. 

5033.  I see  that  the  order  of  the  28th  of  July 
1871  postpones  the  operation  of  Section  11  of 
the  previous  order,  which  requires  spring  buffers 
to  be  fitted  to  each  truck,  and  that  order  entirely 
revokes  No.  14  ? — Yes. 

5034.  No.  14  being  the  one  for  the  disinfection 
of  trucks  and  carriages ; is  not  that  so  ? — There 
is  another  order  requiring  disinfection,  which 
I have  not  got  with  me ; a previous  one. 

5035.  Upon  the  28th  of  July  the  disinfecting 
order  of  May  was  revoked?— Yes. 

5036.  Was  it  roimposed  ?— It  was  reimposed, 
I think.  If  not  reimposed,  that  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Order  of  6th  March  1868,  being 
still  in  force. 

5037.  Were  the  railway  companies  in  Ireland 
informed  that  the  railway  companies  in  England 
had  not  dissented  from  the  disinfecting  clause 
with  regard  to  trucks  ?— They  were  informed  of 
it;  everything  was  done  that  could  be  done. 

5038.  You  have  had  forwarded  to  you  from 

the  English  Veterinary  Department,  from  time 
to  time,  have  you  not,  complaints  from  the  local 
authorities  and  other  persons  in  England,  with 
regard  to  the  introduction  of  disease,  particularly 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Frequently.  , 

5039.  Has  anything  been  done  by  the  Insn 
Veterinary  Department  in  consequence  of  those 
representations? — Yes;  there  have  been  per- 
sons placed  at  some  of  the  ports  for  the  purpose 
of  watching  the  ports  and  inspecting  the  cattle, 
and,  strange  to  say,  some  of  the  cattle  whic 

assed  muster  on  embarkation  in  Ireland,  have 

een  found  to  he  diseased  almost  immediately 
after  debarkation  in  Great  Britain. 

5040.  At  which  of  the  ports  have  persons  been 
placed? — At  Dublin,  at  present. 

5041.  And  whore  else  ? — I had  an  inspectoral 
Cork,  but  Dublin  is  the  only  place  where  1 nave 
an  inspector  at  present. 

. 5042.  Dublin  and  Cork 
where  that  plan  has  been  in 


are  the  only  places 
operation  ?— ^ 
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had  a person  at  Waterford,  a person  at  Drogheda, 
and  another  at  Belfast,  but  an  order  has  been 
issued  recalling  them ; I think  Dublin  is  the  most 
likely  place  at  this  season  of  the  year  particularly 
to  make  a seizure  or  arrest ; I have  given  direc- 
tions for  no  animal  to  be  seized  until  it  is  on  the 
gangway,  and  if  they  attempt  to  ship  a diseased 
animal,  no  matter  with  what  disease,  it  would  be 
seized  and  confiscated. 

5043.  When  did  you  appoint  the  first  officers 
for  the  purpose  of  inspecting  at  the  port  of  em- 
barkation?— Except  during  1866  and  1871,  I 
think  it  was  in  the  month  of  J anuary  this  year, 
but  it  is  only  just  for  our  own  information ; the 
fact  of  it  is,  in  Ireland  there  is  practically  no 
regular  portal  inspection  of  the  cattle  previous  to 
embarkation. 

5044.  I understood  you,  in  answer  to  my  pre- 
vious question,  when  1 asked  what  steps  had 
been  taken,  to  state  that  persons  had  been  em- 
ployed to  inspect  at  the  ports  ? — This  year,  only 
one  person  has  acted,  and  he  has  been  sent  to 
two  or  three  different  ports  more  with  the  view 
of  reporting  than  anything  else. 

5045.  From  what  port  does  the  export  to 
Bristol  chiefly  come? — Mostly  from  Cork  and 
Waterford. 

5046.  No  person  was  employed  at  Waterford? 
—We  had  a man  at  Waterford. 

5047.  I gather  from  what  you  state,  that  you 
do  not  consider  it  to  be  any  use  to  send  anybody  ? 
—I  think  there  is  very  little  use  in  it,  except 
in  the  way  I say. 

5048.  What  were  the  instructions  you  gave  to 
the  person  who  was  sent  to  inspect,  in  case  he 
found  any  animals  affected  with  disease? — The 
instructions  given  in  Dublin  were,  that  the  animals 
should  be  seized,  and  that  it  was  the  intention  to 
confiscate  any  animal  that  was  diseased;  un- 
fortunately that  has  become  known,  and  no 
opportunity  of  making  a seizure  has  been  as  yet 
afforded. 

5049.  That  direction  was  given  under  the  5th 
clause  of  the  Act? — Yes,  the  clause  which  I read 
to  you  some  time  ago. 

5050.  This  clause  gives  the  power  to  the  Irish 
Government  through  the  Customs,  and  acting,  I 
suppose,  by  the  advice  of  your  department,  to 
confiscate  any  animal  found  diseased  on  embarka- 
tion?— It  says  we  Bhall,  but  it  has  never  been 
attempted  to  be  carried  out. 

5051.  It  orders  you,  in  fact,  to  confiscate  any 
animal  which  is  discovered  to  be  affected  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease  at  the  port  of  embarka- 
tion?— Yes,  that  is  the  case. 

5052.  Has  that  clause  ever  been  carried  into 
effect? — Never,  although  it  has  been  frequently 
suggested  that  it  should  be. 

5053.  By  you  ?— By  me  ; at  least  I have  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  permission  for  it  to  be  done. 

5054.  And  you  have  now  given  instructions 
that  it  should  be  done  ? — I have  now  given  in- 
structions that  it  should  be  done  at  the  port  of 
Dublin. 

5055.  What  is  the  Act  of  Parliament  which 
provides  for  a rate  in  Ireland  for  the  expenses 
incurred  in  working  these  Acts? — That  of  the 
6th  of  March  1866,  tire  29  Viet.  c.  4. 

. 5066.  For  what  purpose  was  it  contemplated 
m the  Act  of  1866  that  the  rate  should  be  levied  ? 


0.58. 


— For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act. 

5057.  But  that  was  an  Act  for  the  stoppage  of 
the  cattle  plague,  was  it  not? — Yes;  then  sub- 
sequently, by  the  35  & 36  Viet.,  the  provision 
was  extended  to  all  other  diseases. 

5058.  Has  any  rate  been  levied  under  that 
Act? — Not  as  I understand. 

5059.  There  has  been  no  attempt  to  raise  by 
rate  under  that  Act  any  sum  of  money  in  Ireland 
for  the  purpose  of  stopping  the  spread  of  what 
may  be  called  the  home  diseases  ? — No. 

5060.  Supposing  that  anything  approaching  to 
Professor  Baldwin’s  suggestion  was  carried  out, 
implying  a very  considerable  compulsory  slaughter, 
and  consequently  a very  considerable  amount  of 
compensation,  do  you  think  it  would  be  easy  to 
obtain  that  compensation  by  a rate  from  Ireland  ? 
— Physically  it  might  be  very  easy,  but  it  would 
give  a great  deal  of  dissatisfaction. 

5061.  Do  you  think  that  the  fact  that  such  a 
rate  was  levied,  and  had  to  be  paid,  would  at  all 
militate  against  the  working  of  the  Act  by  pre- 
venting its  being  supported  by  the  farmers  ? — As 
far  as  regards  the  farmers,  I should  say  they 
would  be  delighted ; I think  you  would  have  an 
enormous  number  of  animals  reported  as  being 
diseased ; but  as  a natural  result  the  farmers 
would  never  take  precautions  under  those  cir- 
cumstances to  prevent  disease  getting  into  their 
farms,  and  they  would  take  good  care  to  see  that 
the  animals  were  well  valued  before  slaughter. 

5062.  Supposing  there  were  slaughter  without 
compensation,  you  would  have  the  farmers  doing 
all  they  could  to  defeat  the  Act,  would  you  not  ? 
— I cannot  reasonably  suppose  that;  I do  not 
think  the  Government  in  Ireland  would  venture 
upon  a Council  Order  making  such  an  unjust 
regulation. 

5063.  The  rate  contemplated  by  the  Irish  Act 
was  a general  rate  throughout  Ireland,  was  it 
not? — It  was  a general  rate  throughout  Ireland. 

5064.  Thereby  differing  from  the  English 
plan,  which  makes  the  expense  fall  upon  the 
locality  in  a local  rate  ? — Yes,  the  conclusion  was 
come  to,  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  follow 
that  plan  ; for  instance,  Dublin  is  an  exporting 
port,  and  there  is  a very  great  deal  of  disease 
brought  there  from  other  parts,  and  it  would  be 
a very  hard  thing  for  the  citizens  of  Dublin ; they 
would  kick  up  a row  if  they  had  to  pay  all  the 
expenses  incurred  in  consequence  of  diseased 
animals  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  passing  through 
their  city  in  transit  for  exportation; 

5065.  Upon  the  other  hand,  if  the  measure  was 
applied  as  suggested,  and  there  was  a good  deal 
of  slaughter  in  some  of  the  country  parts  of  Ire- 
land, would  there  not  then  be  an  objection  to 
paying  tlae  rate  if  it  was  a general  rate  ? — There 
would  be  some  objection ; but  as  a matter  of 
fact,  I think  that  in  Ireland,  although  they  are 
exceedingly  poor,  they  are,  as  a general  rule, 
very  good  tax-payers. 

5066.  You  do  not  think  that  the  feeling  would 
be  so  strong  aboutit? — I do  not  think  they  would 
kick  up  such  a row  about  it,  being  engaged  in 
other  matters  which  they  think  more  important 
as  grievances. 

5067.  Mr.  Monsell.']  Under  what  circum- 
stances do  you  receive  your  remuneration  ? 
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Mr.  Robert  Fisher,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  5068.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  You  area  farmer  in 

R.  Fisher.  Yorkshire,  and  Chairman  of  the  East  Riding 

r Chamber  of  Agriculture,  are  you  not? — Yes, 

' 1873.  j 

5069.  What  extent  of  land  do  you  and  your 
sons  farm  ? — About  1,700  acres ; that  is  not  all  in 
Yorkshire  ; there  are  about  500  acres  in  Rutland. 

5070.  So  that  you  have  great,  experience  in 
the  management  of  cattle  and  sheep  ? — Yes. 

5071.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  recent 
outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in  Yorkshire? — Yes; 

I know  principally  about  it. 

5072.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  the  disease 
came  through  the  port  of  Hull? — No,  not  at  all; 
it  went  from  the  port  of  Hull  to  Podclington, 
and  from  the  port  of  Hull  near  to  Bridlington  ; 
there  were  two  centres  where  it  went  from  near 
Hull  at  first. 

5073.  Do  you  consider  that  the  local  authority 
did  its  duty  well  upon  that  occasion  ? — Yes,  re- 
markably well ; both  the  local  authorities. 

5074.  Which  local  authority  do  you  mean,  the 
local  authority  of  the  county  or  of  the  borough 
of  Hull?— The  local  authorities  in  the  country. 
As  soon  as  it  was  known  to  be  the  cattle  plague 
at  Bridlington,  which  was  the  last  place  it  was 
known  to  be,  of  course  the  magistrates  took 
action  at  once,  and  then  it  spread  from  there  to 
Pocklington,  and  that  district. 

5075.  You  are  now  speaking  of  two  local 
authorities  in  the  country ; not  of  the  port  of 
Hull  ?— No. 

5076.  Chairman.]  You  have,  in  the  East 
Riding,  committees  appointed  in  particular  dis- 
tricts by  the  general  local  authorities,  have  you 
not? — We  have  not,  lately;  but  we  had  in  the 
former  cattle  plague  times. 

5077.  How  do  you  come  to  have  a local  autho- 
rity for  a particular  part  of  the  East  Riding  ? — 
The  local  authorities  of  the  East  Riding  meet 
and  appoint  committees. 

5078.  When  speaking  of  two  local  authorities, 
you  mean  the  two  committees  which  were  ap- 
pointed to  work  in  each  locality? — Yes. 

5079.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  think  the  local 
authorities  did  all  they  could? — Yes. 

5080.  Notwithstanding  that,  you  had  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  stamping  out  the  plague  ? 
— We  had  very  considerable  difficulty  indeed. 

5081.  Do  you  think  that  resulted  from  what 
you  consider  the  inadequate  compensation  given 
to  the  owners  *)f  stock? — Yes,  in  a very  great 
measure,  it  did. 

5082.  Do  you  think  that  if  a larger  and  more 
just  compensation  was  given,  the  farmers  would 
give  notice  of  the  disease  more  readily  than  they 
do  ? — Yes ; the  moment  they  had  a beast  ill  they 
would  send  to  the  veterinary  surgeon  un- 
doubtedly, to  ascertain  whether  it  was  the  cattle- 
plague  or  not. 

5083.  I suppose,  in  the  very  early  stages  of 
cattle  plague,  the  disease  might  be  mistaken  for 
a bad  cold  ? — Yes. 

5084.  And  an  ordinary  farmer  would  not,  in 
the  very  first  stages  of  the  disease,  know  what 
was  the  matter  with  his  stock  ? — He  would  not  at 
all  know. 

5085.  What  is  your  idea  of  proper  compensa- 
tion ? — The  full  value  of  the  animals  ought  to  be 
paid. 

5086.  Do  you  mean  of  those  in  contact,  as 


well  as  those  that  are  slaughtered? — I would 
give  three-fourths  of  the  value  of  those  that  were 
diseased,  but  with  regard  to  all  those  which  had 
been  in  contact,  and  ought  to  be  slaughtered,  I 
think  the  full  value  ought  to  be  paid. 

5087.  You  mean  the  full  value  before  the  dis- 
ease appeared  ? — Yes. 

5088.  And  who  should  pay  it? — It  ought  to 
be  paid  from  the  national  exchequer. 

5089.  Why  so?— Because  it  is  for  the  nation’s 
good  to  cheapen  the  food  of  the  people. 

5090.  You  mean  to  say,  that  as  the  cattle 
plague  is  introduced  from  abroad,  and  the  cattle 
are  imported  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  nation, 
it  is  the  nation  and  not  the  locality  which  should 
pay  the  compensation  ? — Of  course. 

5091 . I think  you  are  aware  that  all  that  the 
local  authority  can  now  do,  and  that  is  optional, 
is  to  slaughter  those  animals  which  have  been 
actually  herded  with  the  diseased  cattle ; would 
you  extend  that  power  to  those  animals  which, 
although  not  in  actual  contact,  were  in  close 
proximity  to  those  that  were  affected? — Certainly 
I would. 

5092.  Do  you  think  that  if  the  local  authorities 
had  had  that  power  at  the  first  outbreak  of  the 
cattle  plague,  and  if  there  had  been  adequate 
compensation  given,  you  would  have  got  rid  of 
the  cattle  plague  in  a much  shorter  time  than  you 
did? — Yes,  and  at  very  much  less  expense;  lam 
quite  certain  of  that. 

5093.  Why  would  it  have  been  at  much  less 
expense? — Because  there  would  have  been  so 
many  cattle  which  would  not  have  been  destroyed, 
and  the  disease  would  never  have  spread  as  it 
did  ; if  the  farmers  liad  made  it  known  at  once, 
when  they  had  a beast  ill,  and  hail  sent  for  the 
inspector,  and  the  disease  had  been  detected  to 
be  cattle  plague,  it  would  have  saved  a great 
many  beasts  from  being  killed  which  had  to  be 
killed. 

5094.  And  there  would  ho  no  necessity  for 
actually  destroying  the  carcasses  of  beasts  which 
had  been  in  an  adjoining  herd,  I suppose  ? — Not 
at  all. 

5095.  Although  it  might  have  been  necessary 
to  slaughter  them? — They  might  have  been 
slaughtered  for  food. 

5096.  There  would  have  been  very  good  sal- 
vage upon  animals  in  adjacent  herds,  so  that  the 
loss  would  not  have  been  very  material  upon 
them?— No;  if  they  had  been  anything  like  get- 
ting up  to  maturity  in  fatness  there  would  not; 
if  they  had  been  store  animals  the  loss  would 
have  been  greater. 

5097.  There  would  be  the  after  results  to  the 

farmer,  for  which  he  would  not  be  compensated ; 
he  might  lose  his  whole  season’s  grass,  might  he 
not  ? — The  after  loss  is  very  serious ; when  I had 
fhe  cattle  plague  attack  me,  I lost  all  the  cattle 
upon  one  farm.  t , 

5098.  When  was  that? — That  was  in  I860. 

When  I lost  all  the  cattle  in  the  beginning,  it 
was  in  November  1865  ; the  cattle  were  bough 
to  make  the  straw  into  manure.  After  the  loss 
I could  not  purchase  any  more.  I durst  no 
take  them  on  to  the  premises,  and  the  consequence 
was*  that  the  straw  was  not  made  into  manure  a 
all,  and  it  was  a very  great  loss.  _ The  loss  to  me 
was  before  compensation  was  paid,  so  that  1 los 
the  whole  of  it  altogether.  0 A d 
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5099.  And  in  a less  degree,  I suppose,  alter 
an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  farmer 
is  subjected  to  similar  inconveniences  ? — Yes ; 
itisa  longtime  afterwards,  if  he  has  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  severely,  before  he  dare  be  at  the 
expense  of  introducing  fresh  stock  upon  his  farm. 

5100.  Are  you  at  all  acquainted  with  the  port 
of  Hull?— Yes,  I am. 

5101.  How  far  do  you  live  from  it? — About 
12  miles. 

5102.  Are  you  aware  that  at  the  port  of  Hull 
foreign  fat  stock  and  foreign  store  6tock  are  im- 
ported ? — Yes. 

5103.  Do  you  think  that  should  be  permitted  ? 
— No,  certainly  not. 

5104.  You  do  not  think  that  foreign  cattle, 
both  fat  and  store,  should  be  allowed  to  be  im- 
ported at  the  same  port? — Certainly  not. 

5105.  However  good  the  regulations  may  be  ? 
— No ; with  the  slaughterman  going  backwards 
and  forwards  in  markets,  if  there  is  any  cattle 
comes  up  with  cattle  plague ; the  infection  must 
necessarily  be  conveyed,  and  it  was  conveyed, 
there  is  no  doubt  about  it,  from  the  foreign  cattle 
into  the  store  cattle  market;  those  were  store 
cattle  that  went  from  Hull,  in  which  the  cattle 
plague  broke  out,  and  no  doubt  it  was  that  very 
lot  of  cattle  which  came  up  to  Hull  in  the 
“Joseph  Soames,”  which  spread  the  cattle  plague 
in  the  East  Riding  .this  time. 

5106.  Without  there  being  any  actual  contact 
between  the  cattle  ? — No,  there  was  no  actual 
contact  between  the  cattle,  but  the  markets  are 
not  far  distant. 

5107.  Chairman.']  You  mean  to  say  the  foreign 
cattle  market  is  not  far  from  what  market? — 
From  the  home  cattle  market  for  both  fat  and  store. 

5108.  It  is  one  market  for  both  fat  and  store 
cattle? — Yes,  it  is. 

5109.  It  is  chiefly  the  fat  cattle,  is  it  not  ? — 
No;  there  is  a great  deal  of  store  cattle  now 
which  comes  down  from  York  to  Hull,  after  the 
York  market. 

5110.  Mr.  Clare  Rcad.~\  Would  you  say  that 
Hull  was  better  adapted  for  store  cattle  from 
foreign  ports,  or  for  lat  stock  ? — For  fat  stock, 
decidedly. 

5111.  What  would  you  say  with  regard  to 
foreign  store  stock? — Foreign  store  stock  ought 
all  to  be  properly  quarantined. 

5112.  Where  ? — At  one  place,  if  possible. 
The  best  suggestion  I have  ever  heard  was  from 
Mr.  Mechi ; he  thought  that  it  might  be  possible 
to_  quarantine  the  store  stock  on  the  “Black” 
River,  in  Essex,  where  there  was  plenty  of  land 
which  might  be  made  available  for  that  purpose. 
I certainly  do  think  (and  I have  seen  the  locality 
myself)  that  there  seems  to  be  a good  deal  in  it, 
if  the  land  could  be  procured,  if  all  store  stock 
could  be  quarantined  at  one  place;  then  they 
could  be  sent  about  by  rail  all  over  England, 
after  they  were  made  safe. 

5113.  You  would  have  the  dairy  cows,  and  the 
foreign  store  stock  generally,  quarantined  at  one 
or  two  ports  only? — Yes,  because  the  expense 
■would  he  so  enormous  to  quarantine  them  at  every 
place  where  foreign  cattle  are  now  landed. 

5114.  Are  not  you  of  opinion  that  animals 
carry  the  infection  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  their  coats  some  time  after  they  are  themselves 
cured  ?— I am  quite  certain  of  that. 

5115.  What  would  you  do  with  the  foreign 
sheep  after  they  had  been  quarantined,  or  rather 
before  they  went  into  the  country? — I would 


have  them  all  dipped  with  a disinfectant,  and  well 
washed  in  the  usual  way  with  a strong  disinfect- 
ing solution. 

5116.  Are  you  aware  that  foreign  sheep  are 
very  often  infected  with  scab  ?— Yes. 

5117.  And  your  dressing  might,  perhaps,  cure 
both  diseases  at  once? — Yes,  possibly.  If  the 
Committee  will  allow  me,  I will  give  them  a case 
in  point.  I bought  some  sheep  which  I knew 
had  had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease ; I kept  the 
land  clear  for  a fortnight,  and  then  I kept  them 
another  fortnight  after  that.  It  was  in  the 
autumn,  when  the  rains  were  very  drenching. 
I thought  there  could  not  be  any  possible  fear  of 
infection ; but  I found  in  a few  days,  when  I 
turned  them  amongst  my  own  sheep,  that  the 
disease  broke  out  amongst  the  others,  while  those 
which  were  turned  in  amongst  them  did  not  take 
it  a second  time. 

5118.  Do  you  suppose  that  those  sheep  were 
suffering  from  any  secondary  symptoms,  or  do 
you  think  that  the  germs  of  the  disorder  were 
located  in  the  wool  ? — In  the  wool,  I have  no 
doubt  about  it,  the  same  as  scarlet  fever  is  in  the 
clothes  of  people. 

5119.  Returning  to  the  subject  of  quarantine 
for  foreign  store  stock,  I supposp  that  if  you  had 
one.  or  two,  or  three,  ports  set  apart  for  that  pur- 
pose, that  would  entail  special  steamers  being 
required  for  that  trade  ? — Yes. 

5120.  You  think,  perhaps,  that  that  would  be 
an  advantage,  as  being  less  likely  to  communicate 
disease  ? — Yes. 

5121.  Have  you  many  store  stock  imported 
into  the  port  of  Hull  from  abroad  ? — 'There  are  a 
good  many  imported,  but  I think  not  so  many  as 
there  were  at  one  time. 

5122.  Sheep  as  well  as  cattle ? — Yes;  but  the 
farmers  do  not  seem  to  appreciate  them.  Many 
farmers  have  tried  them,  but  they  do  not  seem  to 
get  on  well  with  fattening ; they  are  about  tired, 
I think,  of  having  them  now.  There  are  very 
few  farmers,  I believe,  who  buy  them  now. 

5123.  Is  that  in  consequence  of  their  being 
liable  to  disease,  do  you  think,  or  in  consequence 
of  their  being  badly  bred  animals? — Both.  They 
have  not  sufficient  aptitude  to  fatten,  and  there 
is  the  risk  of  disease  as  well.  Those  are  two 
things  which  tell  very  much  against  the  farmers 
buying  foreign  store  cattle. 

5124.  Are  there  many  dairy  cows  imported? 
— There  are  a good  many  dairy  cows  imported. 

5125.  Do  you  think  that  if  a reasonable  system 
of  quarantine  were  established  for  store  stock, 
they  would  be  worth  anything  more  after  the 
quarantine  than  they  are  now? — Yes,  there  is 
no  question  about  that;  people  would  have  more 
confidence  in  buying  them ; the  cows  are  the 
principal  things  which  are  cared  for  now. 

5126.  How  much  do  you  think  it  might  raise 
the  value  of  the  cows  ? — It  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  tell,  because  a cowkeeper,  if  he  had  no 
risk  in  introducing  those  animals  amongst  his 
herd  of  cows,  would  have  something  very  con- 
siderable, I should  think. 

5127.  £.  1.  or  2/.  a head? — Yes;  there  is  no 
doubt  about  that,  and  more,  I should  think. 

5128.  Have  you  had  much  experience  your- 
self of  foot  and  mouth  disease? — Yes,  a very 
great  deal  too  much. 

5129.  When  had  you  it  first? — In  the  month 
of  September,  in  the  year  1840. 

5130.  Was  that  the  first  outbreak  in  tbe  East 
Riding  ? — It  was  the  first  I heard  of. 

D d 5131.  What 
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5131.  What  sort  of  cattle  -were  they  ? — They 
were  Irish  cattle,  purchased  at  Market  Weighton  ' 
fair,  upon  the  25th  of  September  1840. 

5132.  They  seem  to  have  made  a deep  impres- 
sion upon  your  mind  ? — Yes,  they  did. 

5133.  Were  they  very  badly  affected  with  the 
disease  ?— rYes ; I turned  them  among  ray  breed- 
ing ewes,  and  of  course  they  were  all  attacked 
with  it  in  a very  short  time. 

5134.  Being  ignorant,  I suppose,  of  the  nature 
of  the  disease?— Yes;  we  were  very  much 
alarmed  then. 

5135.  You  did  not  know  anything  about  its 
contagious  nature,  perhaps? — Not  in  fact;  I had 
not  heard  of  it  before. 

5136.  Did  you  lose  very  much  ? — I think  we 
did  not  lose  so  very  many ; I lost  some  halt  dozen 
sheep  out  of  about  100  ewes,  perhaps. 

5137.  I do  not  refer  to  that;  but  was  your 
pecuniary  loss  great  or  little  upon  that  occasion  ? 
—Of  course  it  whs  pretty  considerable  for  the 
number  of  cattle  I had  at  that  time. 

-5138.  But  I suppose  you  lost  a good  deal  in 
condition;  the  disease,  I presume,  was  as  bad 
then  as  it  is  now  ?— But  it  was  at  the  latter  end 
of  the  year,  and  the  principal  part  of  the  grazing 
cattle  had  gone  off  the  farm  then. 

5139.  What  is  your  recent  experience  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — My  losses  have  been  very 
serious  among  sheep  from  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  during  the  last  twelve  months. 

5140.  Will  you  explain  to  the  Committee  the 
particulars  of  the  loss  ? — It  will  be  rather  more 
than  the  twelve  months,  but  taking  it  for  the  year, 
the  sheep  were  attacked  twelve  months  last 
February,  just  before  lambing  commenced,  and 
the  result  was  that  we  lost  50  ewes  out  of  about 
300,  through  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

5141.  What  was  the  loss  in  lambs  ? — In  lambs 
we  should  lose  at  least  150;  perhaps  I might 
explain  the  way  in  which  the  ewes  were  lost; 
when  the  time  came  for  the  ewes  to  produce  the 
lambs,  the  lambs  died  at  the  time  the  ewes  had 
the  disease,  and  they  were  swollen  to  an  immense 
extent,  and  the  ewes  could  not  get  rid  of  them ; 
they  were  obliged  to  die ; in  other  cases  the 
lambs  were  dead  in  the  mother,  and  the  ewes 
got  quit  of  the  lambs,  and  got  better. 

5142.  Have  you  had  any  loss  this  year  among 
sheep  from  sheep-pox? — Yes,  I had  a loss  this 
year  of  which  I tolu  you  amongst  sheep  which 
had  had  the  distemper ; I thought  they  were  all 
right  and  I sent  them  among  a flock  of  100  fat 
sheep  and  600  hogs,  and  they  all  took  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ; the  fat  sheep  had  it  so  badly 
that  the  hoofs  of  many  of  them  slipped  off,  and 
there  was  such  an  amount  of  suppuration  that 
after  the  horny  part  came  off  you  might  have 
nipped  the  sheep’s  foot  all  to  pieces ; it  would 
all  crumble  in  pieces : the  effect  of  that  was  that 
the  sheep  could  not  stand  for  weeks,  although 
we  got  them  up  under  sheds  and  houses  ; but  the 
result  was  that  the  disease  flew  to  the  lungs 
and  liver ; we  had  a very  great  loss  indeed,  and 
we  have  many  of  them  now  which  are  showing 
the  after-effects  of  the  disease. 

5143.  Of  course  a sheep  would  continue  very 
lame  after  it  had  recovered  from  the  actual 
effects  of  the  disease,  would  it  not? — Yes,  it  is 
so  long  before  the  horny  part  can  grow  again 
that  the  sheep  is  laid,  and  the  pressure  upon  the 
lungs  causes  a sort  of  inflammation,  and  then 
suppuration  of  the  lungs  takes  place  after  that,  and 
of  course  there  is  an  end  of  it ; they  die  at  once. 


5144.  Are  your  losses  exceptional,  or  do  they 
extend  to  your  neighbours  ? — Hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  sheep  in  the  East  Riding,  during  the 
lambing  time  have  died ; I have  heard  of  one 
farmer,  four  or  five  miles  from  me,  who  had  lost 
183  ewes  out.  of  about  600,  a fortnight  or  three 
weeks  ago,  and  very  many  young  sheep. 

5145.  Is  there  much  mortality  amongst  lambs? 
— There  is  a great  deal  of  abortion ; the  ewes 
cast  the  lambs,  if  they  have  the  disease,  in  an 
early  stage  of  parturition. 

5146.  'Have  you  experienced  any  abortion 
amongst  cows? — Yea;  I never  had  the  disease 
amongst  my  cows  without  having  a great  loss  by 
abortion. 

5147.  Do  you  attribute  that  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease? — Yes,  entirely  to  that;  I had  it  twice 
amongst  my  cows  last  summer. 

5148.  Do  you  mean  twice  over? — No,  two 
separate  times;  I had  about  50  cows,  and  by 
adopting  the  plan  of  isolation,  I think  I only  had 
about  eight  ot  the  cows  attacked  each  time,  but 
then  I had  sheep  in  the  fields  which  were  suffer- 
ing from  it  all  round,  and  that  caused  the  cows 
to  be  attacked  at  different  times  I have  no 
doubt. 

5149.  During  the  cattle  plague  restrictions  I 
suppose  you  lost  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  from 
your  district? — Yes,  wo  entirely  lost  it ; I never 
heard  of  a case,  although  some  one  said  they 
knew  there  was  a case,  but  I never  heard  of  one 
myself. 

5150.  How  long  was  that,  do  you  think,  after 
the  cattle  plague  restrictions  were  issued  ? — It 
would  be  at  least  for  about  six  months ; and  then, 
immediately  after  the  restrictions  were  taken  off, 
we  got  beasts  from  Ireland,  and  for  all  they  had 
to  suffer  the  same  fatigue  and  everything  that 
they  have  now;  there  was  no  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  them  ; they  were  entirely  clean. 

5151.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  fatigue  and 
misery  which  they  undergo  in  transit  very  much 
accelerates  the  disease  ? — It  predisposes  them  to 
it,  no  doubt;  when  they  come  into  our  cattle 
markets,  if  there  bo  any  infection  left,  they,  no 
doubt,  arc  very  much  predisposed  to  it  by  the 
journey  and  the  hardships  they  have  to  undergo. 

5152.  You  are  of  opinion,  arc  you  not,  that  no 
amount  of  misery,  starvation,  and  bad  ventilation, 
would  produce  the  disease  of  themselves  ? — I feel 
quite  certain  of  it,  from  my  own  experience  and 
observation ; I am  certain  that  the  disease  does 
not  break  out  spontaneously. 

5153.  Because  you  had  notit  before  1840, and 
I suppose  the  Irish  cattle  were  subject  to  all  the 
same  inconveniences  and  miseries  then  that  they 
are  now? — Yes;  I had  cattle  from  Ireland  pre- 
vious to  that  time,  and  we  had  no  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  they  had  the  same  sufferings  to 
undergo  then  as  they  have  now. 

5154.  And  perhaps  even  rather  niore,  consider- 
ing that  there  were  then  no  regulations  in  force . 
— Yes,  I should  think  that  would  be  so. 

5155.  Do  you  consider  the  markets  the  great 

centres  of  disease  ? — Yes.  , , 

5156.  "What  would  be  your  remedy  against  tne 
constant  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  r . 
would  not  allow  any  cattle  to  leave  any*ai,“ 
without  the  farmer  signing  a declaration  that  tne 
cattle  to  bo  removed  were  clear  of  the  disease, 
and  that  they  had  not  been  in  contact  with  any 
diseased  animals  for  so  many  days. 

5157.  Then  if  they  come  to  the  market,  whai 
then? — If  they  came  to  the  markets,  and,  w 
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markets  were  properly  disinfected  and  cleansed, 
whicli  they  never  have  been  to  my  knowledge,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
would  very  soon  be  got  rid  of  without  closing  any 
fairs  or  markets  at  all. 

5158.  What  I meant  was  this,  would  you  have 
any  declaration  made  by  the  owner  of  the  stock  ? 
— By  the  owner  or  his  agent 

5159.  Before  he  moved  the  stock  to  market?— 
Yes,  to  any  place  out  of  the  village. 

5160.  Would  you  have  one  person  in  every 
villaoe  to  give  those  licenses  ? — Certainly  I 
would,  and  I would  have  a very  heavy  penalty 
imposed  upon  every  one  who  was  convicted  of 
making  a false  declaration. 

5161.  What  do  you  call  a very  heavy  penalty  ? 

I should  say  20  l.  for  the  first  offence,  and 

imprisonment  afterwards,  and  I would  allow,  a 
certain  portion  of  the  fine  to  be  given  to  the  in- 
former on  conviction. 

5162.  Then  you  do  not  agree  with  the  recom- 
mendation which  we  have  had  for  the  stoppage 
of  the  cattle  transit  during  say  two  months  in  the 
year  ? — No,  there  would  be  no  occasion  to  stop 
it  at  all  if  that  plan  was  properly  carried  out. 

5163.  How  long  would  you  continue  those 
regulations  with  regard  to  licenses? — I would 
continue  them  until  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  exterminated,  the  same  as  the  cattle  plague 
was. 

5164.  And  then  upon  a future  outbreak  what 
would  you  do  ? — I would  put  the  restrictions  in 
force  at  once,  that  no  person  should  move  any 
cattle  from  any  farm  in  the  United  Kingdom 
without  signing  a declaration. 

5165.  Do  you  imagine  that  the  farmers  are  so 
afraid  of  the  disease  that  they  would  cheerfully 
comply  with  those  regulations? — The  breeders 
would. 

5166.  How  would  you  get  on  with  the  jobbers? 
— Many  of  the  jobbers  would  do  anything;  I would 
make  them  take  out  a license  the  same  as  horse 
dealers  and  auctioneers  do;  I do  not  see  why 
they  should  not  do  so. 

5167.  What  would  you  call  a jobber? — If  a 
man  did  not  keep  stock  in  his  own  possession 
upon  his  own  premises  for  14  days,  I should  call 
him  a jobber. 

5168.  Would  you  make  him  take  out  a license 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing'  the  revenue,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  increasing  his  respectability? — 
"For  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  respectability 
of  the  dealers,  and  there  would  likewise  be  very 
much  less  cruelty  in  driving  animals  about  from 
one  fair  to  another. 

5169.  Who,  in  your  opinion,  should  give  those 
. licenses ; would  you  say  the  magistrates  in  the 

immediate  vicinity  of  the  residence  of  the  jobber? 
— I have  not  considered  that  point. 

5170.  T suppose  if  a man  was  guilty  of  gross 
cruelty  to  his  stock  in  the  way  you  have  stated 
you  would  say  he  should  forfeit  his  license? — Yes, 
if  that  was  so ; that  would  be  an  after  considera- 
tion, but  I would  have  every  one  who  dealt  in 
stock  obliged  to  pay  a license ; if  a man  did  not 
keep  the  stock  in  his  possession  on  his  own  pre- 
mises, or  premises  hired  for  14  days,  I should 
consider  him  a dealer. 

5171.  Would  you  oblige  the  owner  if  he  jobbed 
cattle  to  take  out  a license"? — Yes,  I would. 

5172.  That  is  to  say,  anybody  who  did  not 

keep  his  stock  on  a farm,  or  premises,  for  14 
days  ?— Yes.  . ' 

5173.  Chairman.']  We  will  suppose  a man 
0.58. 


keeps  some  stock  a good  deal  more  than  14  days, 
if  he  also  buys  and  sells  in  14  days  you  would 
make  that  man- take  out  a license?— I would,  in- 
deed, if  the  man  sold  any  of  them  under  14  days. 

. 5174-  M-1'-  Clare  Read.]  What  better  regula- 
tions would  you  have  for  the  disinfection  of  fairs 
and  markets  ? I would  have  a very  similar  pro- 
cess to  what  the  local  authorities  adopted  in  the 
case  of  the  cattle  plague;  they  had  all  the  fields 
where  the  cattle  had  been  grazing  done  over  with 
lime,  and  the  gate  posts  with  chloride  of  lime, 
&c.,  and  there  has  not  been  an  outbreak  there 
since ; I am  quite  certain  that  it  can  be  done, 
but  it  has  not  always  been  done ; I will  instance 
York  if  the  Committee  will  allow  me ; the  York 
market  was  shut  up  for  a considerable  time  while 
the  cattle  plague  was  raging  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Pockliugton,  and  after  the  first  market 
that  was  opened  at  York  cattle  came  into  my 
neighbourhood,  and  broke  out  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

5175.  You  do  not  think  that  the  shutting  up  of 
fairs  and  markets  does  any  good,  unless  they  are 
properly  disinfected  ?— It  does  not  do  the  slightest 
good.  That  market,  I should  say,  had  been  closed 
two  months  ; the  infection  was  there,  and  I know 
of  many  lots,  both  of  sheep  and  beasts,  which 
came  from  York  market  and  broke  out  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease ; thtit  was  the  first  market 
after  it  had  been  shut  up. 

5176.  Would  you  have  one  local  authority  for 
a county,  or  would  you  allow  the  borough  still  to 
have  their  own  separate  authority? — I would 
make  the  legislation  compulsory.  Now  there  is 
no  compulsion  at  all;  one  local  authority  acts, 
and  another  does  not,  and  the  large  expense  which 
is  incurred  might  as  well  be  thrown  away  ; it 
does  not  do  the  slightest  good. 

5177.  And  you  would  trust  to  uniformity  of 
action  by  compulsory  legislation  rather  than  have 
one  local  authority  for  a larger  district? — Yes. 
As  it  is,  one  local  authority  acts  and  another  does 
not;  one  local  authority  is  trying  to  stop  the 
disease,  and  another  is  allowing  it  to  spread ; and 
it  is  wasting  all  the  money  which  is  expended 
over  inspection  and  everything  else. 

5178.  Without  wishing  to  say  anything  dis- 
respectful of  the  local  authority  of  the  city  of 
York,  I should  imagine  that  their  great  idea  was 
to  get  a good  market ; they  would  not  care  so 
much  about  the  health  of  the  cattle  as  your  local 
authorities  in  the  county  would  ? — That  may  be 
so,  but  I hpld  the  opinion  that  market  inspection 
is  impossible  to  be  carried  out  fully ; it  is  im- 
possible for  the  inspectors  to  detect  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  every  case  where  there  are  so 
many  cattle  going,  as  in  such  a market  as  that  of 
York.  For  instance,  take  a lot  of  beasts  from 
any  fold  and  drive  them  20  miles  upon  the  road ; 
having  been  treading  upon  the  heated' manure 
before  they  get  there,  their  feet  are  in  such  a 
state  and  are  so  tender,  that  the  inspector  might 
think  they  had  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  there 
would  be  such  an  'immense  quantity  of  beasts  to 
examine  ; them  mouths  would  have  to  be  looked 
into,  so  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  inspect 
them  properly ; there  is  not  such  a thing  possible ; 
in  fact,  we  should  want  the  market  full  of  in- 
spectors, and  we  should  want  three  or  four  men 
all  over  the  market  to  keep  catching  the  beasts 
to  look  into  their  mouths,  and  that  is  a very  dif- 
ficult thing  to  do. 

5179.  They  might  convey  it  from  one  to  the 
other  ? — Yes,  there  are  some  cattle  as  to  which  it 
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Mr.  is  impossible  to  tell  without  examining  their 
R.  Fisher,  mouths,  whether  they  have  the  disease  or  not ; 

some  which  apparently  have  it,  have  not  got  it, 

i May  1873.  and  you  cannot  tell  without  looking  into  the 
mouth. 

5180.  Then  you  do  not  place  much  reliance 
upon  inspection  ? — Not  at  all;  it  rests  with  the 
farmers  generally,  I may  almost  say  as  a rule,  if 
the  farmers  have  any  fat  cattle,  the  moment  that 
they  observe  a few  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  they  will  send  for  a dealer  and  he  meets 
them  at  a fair,  and  they  are  sold  there ; we  know 
that  at  all  fairs  or  markets  now  the  store  and  fab 
cattle  are  mixed;  the  railway  trucks  get  infected, 
and  the  store  cattle  are  brought  to  the  same  mar- 
ket, and  perhaps  go  in  the  same  trucks  where  the 
animals  have  been  which  have  been  in  contact 
with  those  which  have  been  left  at  home,  and 
after  going  to  the  fairs  perhaps  they  break  out 
with  the  disease. 

5181.  Would  you  have  a general  separation  of 
store  and  fat  markets  in  the  country  ? — No,  there 
would  be  no  need  for  that  if  every  farmer  had  to 
make  a declaration  that  he  did  not  send  any  ani- 
mal which  had  been  in  contact  with  a diseased 
animal ; it  is  animals  which  have  been  in  contact 
which  generally  spread  the  infection ; people  are 
not  so  stupid  as  to  send  animals  which  are  actually 
suffering  from  disease ; the  dealers,  many  of  them, 
will  risk  it;  if  the  fanners  dare  not  do  it  the 
dealers  will. 

5182.  With  regard  to  animals  coming  from 
Ireland,  do  you  agree  with  the  suggestion  of  the 
Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture, . that  they 
should  be  kept  for  six  hours  after  they  are  landed 
in  order  to  be  fed  and  watered,  and  rested  and 
inspected ; do  you  think  that  is  a good  suggestion  ? 
— It  would  he  a very  good  thing  for  the  animals 
certainly ; I do  not  know  that  it  would  prevent 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  hut  I think  that  ani- 
mals certainly  ought  to  be  fed  and  watered,  after 
coming  over,  before  being  removed  to  York  or  any 
other  place. 

5183.  Although  you  do  not  think  it  would 
check  the  disease,  at  the  same  time  it  would  bo 
very  agreeable  to  the  animals? — 1 do  not  regard 
it  at  all  as  a means  of  preventing  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

5184.  What  do  you  consider  the  cause  of  the 
dearness  of  meat  at  the  present  time?— The 
principal  cause  is  the  very  great  loss  of  animals 
through  these  different  diseases;  there  is  no  ques- 
tion about  that. 

5185.  Do  you  think  the  chief  reason  of  the 
dearness  of  meat,  irrespective  of  the  extra  con- 
sumption, is  the  small  quantity  that  is  produced 
m consequence  of  these  diseases  ?— I feel  quite 
sure  of  it. 


5186.  How  much  .Jo  you  put  down  to  the  ex- 
tra consumption  ?— Supposing  I had  50  beasts 
last  summer  (I  had  not  more  than  fifty  that  were 
lal)  which  were  attacked  ; they  were  six  weeks 
before  they  appeared  to  be  as  good  as  they  were 
when  they  were  attacked  • with  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease.  If  the  butchers  happened  to  get 
hold  of  one  of  them  they  told  you  that  if  it  was 
a 60-stone  beast,  it  weighed  five  or  six  stone  les= 
than  expected ; that  the  disease  had  taken  the 
nature  out  of  the  meat,  so  that  instead  of  weigh- 
ing like  a lump  of  lead,  I might  say,  it  will  wend: 
like  a parcel  of  feathers,  comparatively ; they  are 
very  particular  in  asking,  if  they  come  upon  youi 
farm,  if  the  beast  they  are  looking  at  had  the 
disease  lately. 


5187.  That  is  to  say,  that  frequently  a bullock 
so  entirely  loses  Ins  flesh  that  he  really  never  en 
tirely  recovers  that  amount  of  sap  that  he  Lari 
before  ?— No,  after  about  six  weeks  lie  will  have 
pretty  much  the  same  appearance  in  hulk  that  he 
had  previously,  but  still  lie  lias  not  got  the  weight* 
the  flesh  lias  lost  its  nature  through  havin<Mhe 
fever  so  strongly. 

5188.  And  although  he  might  look  almost  as 
well  he  loses  his  internal  fat,  and  docs  not  wei-di 
so  heavily?— Yes,  and  the  sap  from  the  flest- 
the  meat  is  drier,  and  not  so  good. 

5189.  Is  that  what  the  butchers  tell  you  or 

have  you  reason  to  believe  that  it  is  so? I ’be. 

lieve  it  to  he  quite  correct,  because  the  butchers' 
shun  those  beasts. 


5190.  Could  you,  or  any  other  farmer,  tell 
whether  a beast  had  had  the  disease  by  the  touch 
after  it  has  recovered  ? — I could  tell  myself  for 
some  weeks  afterwards,  having  been  a very  close 
observer  of  it  for  so  many  years. 

5191.  How  would  you  ascertain  that?— For 
one  thing,  there  is  quite  a stickiness  of  appear- 
ance in  the  hair ; the  hair  of  the  animal,  and  the 
skin,  docs  not  get  that  bright  appearance;  even 
by  the  look  of  it  you  may  tell ; the  hair  is  stuck 
up,  and  looks  dry ; it  is  not  sleek,  and  the  touch 
will  bo  quite  hard. 

5192.  It  would  have  lost  the  mellowness  of  a 
good  fat  animal  ?— Yes  ; there  would  be  as  much 
difference  as  between  touching  a fine-bred  short- 
horn and  a rough- bred  animal. 

5193.  One  of  the  causes  of  dear  meat  you 
imagine  to  be  the  increased  consumption ; do  you 
think  that  that  has  as  much  to  do  with  it  as  the 
losses  from  disease  ? — The  increased  consumption 
certainly  has  a great  deal  to  do  with  it,  but  I am 
ot  opinion  that  if  proper  statistics  could  he  come 
at,  of  the.  loss  of  animal  food  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  it.  would  he  something  fearful,  and  it 
would  perfectly  astonish  many  people  who  have 
no  conception  of  it  at  the  present  time. 

5194.  It  would  perfectly  astonish  honourable 
Members  who  represent  great  manufacturing 
towns? — I have  no  doubt  they  would  gladly  sub- 
mit to  any  restrictions  if  they  could  bo  carried  out 
fairly  and  properly ; 1 mean  that  the  loss  of  animal 
food  from  different  diseases,  pleuro-pnemnonia, 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  the  cattle  plague,  ia 
of  minor  importance. 

5195.  But.  with  regard  to  honourable  Members 
who  represent  large  towns  and  cities,  and  who  do 
not  happen  to  possess  any  cattle  ; you  mean  that 
they  would  not.  object  to  restrictions*  upon  the 
importation  of  foreign  stock  ? — Yes,  nor  the  ex- 
pense of  quarantine,  &c.  If  they  could  only 
know  the  actual  loss  they  would  not  object  to 
paying  the  expense  from  the  national  Exchequer. 

5196.  Do  you,  or  other  farmers,  keep  less 
stock  in  consequence  of  the  fear  and  dread  of 
disease  ? — I have  not  done  so,  but  if  I had  the 
losses  every  year  that  I have  had  this  last,  I 
should  soon  be  compelled  to  do  so,  because  I 
think  I shall  have  lost,  at  a small  calculation, 
1,000Z.  from  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

5197.  Upon  what  value  of  animals  do  you 
suppose  ? — Taking  sheep,  beasts,  and  calves,  I 
think  I hate  lost  about  5 per  cent,  of  calves,  and 
I think  I have  80  living  now  under  a year  old. 

5198.  I think  you  breed  pedigree  shorthorns, 
do  you  not?— Yes,  I do  upon  one  farm. 

5199.  And  you  keep  a very  superior  class  of 
sheep  ? — Yes,  I always  let  about  100  rams  in  the 
year. 


5200.  Therefore 
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5200.  Therefore  your  losses  would  oe  very  doing,  and  get  the  disease.  That  is  such  an 
much  more  than  upon  ordinary  stock?— Yes;  immense  waste  of  food,  that  it  is  quite  nonsense- 

but  I have  only  taken  them  as  ordinary  stock  in  there  would  be  no  danger,  if  they  were  not  suffer- 
mahdng  my  calculation.  mg  from  the  disease,  in  taking  them  to  a near 

5201.  What  would  your  stock,  if  they  were  slaughterhouse.  I would  not  send  them  bv  rail 
ordinary  stock,  be  worth,  do  you  suppose  ?— Tho  20  or  30  miles ; but  I would  have  them  sent  to 
ewes  that  I lost  would  be  worth  5 l.  each ; many  the  nearest  slaughter-house,  whence  they  could 
of  them  which  were  not  nearly  so  large  nor  so  be  conveniently  removed  for  food.  J 

fine  as  those  I lost  were  sold  at  sales  for  51.  5212.  Mr.  Dodson.]  When  your  beasts  o-et 

each.  , n f°nt  and  mouth  disease,  what  do  you  estimate 

5202.  That  was  the  market  value  ?--Y  es.  the  average  loss  per  animal  affected  ? — It  would 

5203.  As  good  breeding  stock,  les,  as  good  vary  very  much  according  to  the  value  of  the 

breeding  stock.  animal. 

5204.  What  sort  are  they  ?— They  are  Leices-  5213.  Setting  aside  your  pedim-ee  animals?— 

tog  wools.  It  would  depend  upon  whether  it  was  a fat 

5205.  But  not  Lincolns ?— They  are  not  ex-  animal  or  a store  animal;  upon  store  animals  the 

ure  br ed . loss  would  not  be  nearly  so  much  as  upon  fat 

o206.  Have  you  had  any  loss  from  pleuro-  animals, 
pneumonia  at  all  ’-Scarcely  any ; 1 may  say  5214.  What  would  you  put  the  loss  at  upon  a 
that  I have  had  some  beasts  which  had  the  foot  fat  animal  on  an  average  ? — I should  put  it  at  1 s 

and  mouth  disease  three  times  within  six  months  per  stone,  at  least,  upon  a fat  one.  1 

las*y®ar-Wi  x n i , 5215.  And  upon  store  animals? — Upon  store 

5207.  What  would  you  do  to  exterminate  animals  it  is  the  after  effects  which  they  suffer 

pleuro-pneumonia  ?— I would  deal  with  pleuro-  most  from;  if  they  have  the  disease  very  badly 


pneumonia  in  the  same  way  as  with  cattle  plague, 
with  the  exception  of  isolating  those  which  had 
been  in  contact  instead  of  killing  them. 

5208.  Of  course  you  would  compensate  the 
owner? — Yes,  I would  compensate  him  the  same 
as  for  cattle  plague,  but  I would  not  kill  those 
which  had  been  in  contact ; although  I have  not 


- - - — very  badly 

it  often  leaves  a something.  There  are  a o-0od 
many  of  them  that  fall  off  in  inflammation  of  the 
lungs,  and  the  liver  is  very  often  diseased  as 
well. 

5216.  If  an  animal  gets  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  should  you  say  that  you  stand  to 
e , . , |osc  1 or  2 7.  by  it? — Yes;  more  upon  a fat 

any  from  pleuro-pneumoma,  I have  had  beast  of  from  60  to  70  stone,  I should  put  the  loss 
some  attacked  with  inflammation  of  the  lungs,  at  1 s.  per  stone. 

but  not  contagious  pleuro-pneumonia;  but  from  5217.  And  amongst  cows?  — Iu  cows  it  is 
what  I have  seen,  I believe  it  to  be  a very  in-  fearful ; I only  had  eight  cows  diseased  at  each 
fectious  disease,  and  would  treat  it  as  cattle  time,  and  they  took  up  about  the  time  of  two 
plague  except  that  I would  adopt  isolation  in-  men  to  keep  them  anything  like  right ; the  skin 
slaughtering.  came  all  off  the  teats ; the  udders  were  swollen, 

. °209;  fou  would  isolate  those  which  had  been  and  the  men  had  to  keep  attending  to  them  to 
m contact,  and  when  they  became  the  subjects  draw  them,  to  keep  them  from  losing  the  whole 
ot  disease,  you  would  slaughter  them,  giving  the  udder;  but  they  frequently  do  lose  either  one 
owners  three-fourths  ot  their  value? — Yes;  and  teat  or  perhaps  more,  and  the  disease  is  very 
i would  have  the  person  who  grants  the  passes  often,  dangerous  to  the  animal  itself,  although  I 
make  known  to  the  inspector  at  once,  when  there  did  not  ever  lose  one  from  the  foot  and  mouth 
was  any  disease  in  the  village.  I,  myself,  this  disease,  except  from  the  after  effects  of  it. 
wm  er,  had  a neighbour  who  had  the  foot  and  5218.  But  the  udder  is  sometimes  permanently 
mouth  disease  among  his  cattle  for  at  least  a injured,  is  it  not?— Very  often  so. 
month  before  I got  to  know  of  it  myself,  and  5219.  Could  you  estimate  your  loss  in  milk 
wei’e.  ““ding  their  c°ws  to  his  bull.  upon  the  average  ?— The  milk  is  destroyed  for  a 

• “ ”.  * °u  .uk  that  the  Act  which  makes  it  long  time  when  the  animals  have  the  disease 

imperative  to  give  notice  to  the  inspector  should  badly. 

of  ®d,  80  that  the  neighbours  should  know  5220.  Could  you  give  us  the  average  of  what 
e existence  of  the  disease? — Yes,  il  there  yon  lost  in  milk,  by  having  a cow  affected  with 
j a Pe*[s°n  appointed  to  take  the  declarations  foot  and  mouth  disease?— People  who  sell  milk 
+ 1,  l’a3Sf?i  lf  a far“er  had  the  disease  would  lose  a very  great  deal.  I boiled  some  of 

_ °U  J jle  ®taoulcl  communicate  at  once  to  that  mine  and  gave  it  to  the  calves,  and  the  young 

V\and.  ™en  ie  t°  the  inspector.  I would  calves,  those  which  were  under  three  months  olef, 
wer  f?6  *n8Pect°r  to  pass  all  animals  which  took  the  disease  and  died. 

contnnt  a.°^  to  be  killed,  if  they  had  been  in  5221.  Could  not  you  give  us  the  average  of 
reo-arrl  dlseased  ones  ; that  is  to  say,  with  what  your  loss  in  value  of  milk  is  ? — If  a cow 
them  tn  i °0t  and  iyout  l disease,  I would  allow  gives  you  a gallon  of  milk,  or  a gallon  and  a half, 
be  killed  6 a near  slaughterhouse  to  it  would  be  all  lost  for  a considerable  time, 

until  tlie-nO?  j xu  m stoP  upon  the  premises  5222.  In  fact,  statistics  with  reference  to  the 
of  their  fl  p t d^ease  and  lost  a great  deal  loss  inflicted  by  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ancldis- 
farmer  had  " d ^ *n  this  way : if  a eases  which  are  not  fatal,  cannot  be  got  at? — 

amons-st  V *f  \ atta?h  °f  foot  and  mouth  disease  They  cannot  be  got  at,  unless  the  farmers  would 

comes*  and  l Cattle’  „ inspector  immediately  honestly  and  fairly  give  them,  the  same  as  you 
actuallv  Rnffi.  ? passes  all  those  which  are  not  rely  upon  the  farmers  giving  the  statistics  with 
pass  for  TS  *rorr!  tae  disease,  and  gives  a • regard  to  the  number  of  acres  of  corn.  They 
52 it  r>  *°  slaughtered  at  once.  can  give  the  number  of  cattle  they  have,  and 
—Yes  - t thePu^'Poses  of  immediate  slaughter  ? all  that  sort  of  thing. 

deal  of  °0d’  would  Save  an  immense  5223.  In  the  case  of  loss  from  disease  it  can 

wise  have  +r/  ,becaus?  those  beasts  would  other-  only  be  an  estimate? — If  all  the  farmers  were 
0.58.  8 ln  t ie  held,  as  many  have  been  asked  to  make  returns  of  their  yearly  loss  from 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


those  diseases,  and  were  to  do  it  honestly,  it 
would  be  come  at  then. 

5224.  Have  you  had  sheep-pox  among  your 
sheep?— No,  I do  not  know  of  it  at  all. 

5925  Have  any  of  your  neighbours  had  sheep 
Tiox  ? — No,  I do  not  think  so ; I may  just  say 
that  when  the  cattle  have  the  disease  a second 
and  third  time,  they  appear  to  have  it .worse  than 
the  first  time.  I had  one  that  was  all  swo  len 
the  head,  and  some  of  them  we  had  to  feed  with 
gruel  for  some  days,  or  they  would  have  been 


been  diseased?— Yes ; if  the  farmer  made  a false 
declaration. 


5226.  You  stated  that  you  had  had  animals 
which  had  taken  foot  and  mouth  disease  three 
times  over  in  six  months?— Yes,  in  six  months, 
between  Christmas  and  Midsummer  last. 

5227.  Have  you  ever  known  that  to  happen 

before  ? — Never  before.  . 

5228.  Had  you  ever  known  au  animal  to  have 
the  disease  twice  over  before  last  year  ?—  Never 

5229.  Chairman Where  is  your  farm?  -At 
Leconfield,  near  Beverley ; Beverley  is  nine  miles 
from  Hull. 

5230.  I suppose  if  there  was  an  entire  stoppage 
of  foreign  importation,  you  would  not  expect  that 
by  that  alone  you  would  get  rid  of  foot  and  mouth 

disease  ?— It  would  be  impossible. 

5231.  In  fact,  it  would  be  of  little  use  unless 
you  had  strong  measures  for  the  stoppage  of  the 
disease  at  home  ?— Certainly  not. 

5232.  I understand  your  recommendation  relies 
upon  a license  for  the  movement  of  every  animal? 

Yes,  upon  a declaration  such  as,  “ I de- 
clare that  these  cattle  that  I wish  to  remove  to 
So-and-so  are  clear  of  any  infectious  disease,  and 
have,  not  been  in  contact  with  animals  diseased 
for  so  long  a time.”  . 

5233.  You  remember  the  regulations  with 
regard  to  movement  at  the  time  of  the  cattle 
plague  ?— I recollect  them  perfectly  well ; I was 
upon  the  committee  at  the  time  with  the  magis- 

* 5234.  When  you  had  the  same  regulation  in 
force  ?_ Yes.  except  with  regard  to  the  granting 
of  passes. 

5235.  What  change  would  you  make  m the 
granting  of  passes  ? — I would  have  one  person 
appointed  in  every  parish,  and  I would  pay  him. 

5236.  What  sort  of  a person  would  you  have? 

X would  have  a respectable  man  ; it  would  rest 

upon  the  farmers  more  than  upon  the  man, 
because  you  hear  what  they  have  to  say  and  then 
you  grant  the  pass. 

5237.  But  you  would  allow  no  pass  to  be 
granted  for  an  animal  which  had  the  foot  und 
mouth  disease  ? — Decidedly  not. 

5238.  The  man  who  grants  the  pass  should  be 
able  to  tell  the  disease,  I suppose?— No,  it  should 
rest  with  the  farmers,  and  if  a man  was  found  out 
to  have  made  a false  declaration,  whieh,  I think, 
he  would  be  very  careful  about  doing,  I would 
fine  him,  and  if  he  did  so  twice  I would  imprison 
him. 


inn. 

5239.  Your  reliance  would  be,  that  the  farmer 
would  be  too  much  frightened  at  having  to  pay 
the  fine  to  attempt  to  pass  an  animal  which  was 
not  healthy? — Yes;  because  all  his  neighbours 
would  have  their  eyes  upon  him ; and  I would 
actually  go  further,  as  I said  before,  and  give 
the  informer,  upon  conviction  of  any  fanner  who 
had  broken  the  restrictions,  some  part  of  the  fine. 

5240.  You  would  give  the  informer  part  of  the 
fine  upon  its  being  found  out  that  the  animal  had 


iciarauou. 

5241.  Have  you  ever  considered  that  there 
might  be  a difficulty  in  proving  that  the  animal 
was  diseased  at  the  time  it  was  removed  ’—There 
might  certainly  be  a little  difficulty  about  it,  but 
there  would  not  bo  a very  great  deal. 

5242.  You  rely  upon  this  check  upon  move- 
ment, much  more  than  upon  the  stoppage  of  the 
fairs? — Yes,  and  more  than  upon  inspection; 
that  is  no  use  in  the  world.  I told  you  of  the 
case  where  the  York  market  was  stopped. 

5243.  But  you  would  not  stop  the  fail's?— No, 
certainly  not. 

5244.  Now  with  regard  to  compensation;  in 
the  cases  of  cattle  plague  and  pleuro-pnemnonia 
you  would  compensate  to  the  extent  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  value  of  the  animals  which  had 
been  affected,  and  the  whole  value  of  the  animal 
which  was  herded  with  it  ? — Yes. 

5245.  Take  cattle  plague,  for  instance:  sup- 
posing one  of  your  animals  caught  the  cattle 
plague,  do  you  think  that  animal  would  be  worth 
anything  approaching ' to  what  it  was  before  it 
caught  the  disease  ?— No,  it  would  not  be  worth 
so  much,  certainly. 

5246.  Therefore,  do  you  think  it  would  be 
quite  reasonable  that  you  should  have  three- 
fourths  of  the  value  of  the  animal  given  to  you? 
—Yes,  I do  think  so  when  the  disease  has  been 
brought  to  me  when  I had  no  business  to  have  it 
at  alf;  where  the  animal  has  been  brought  in  for 
the  good  of  the  nation  at  large. 

5247.  You  base  your  belief  that  you  ought  to 
have  the  value  of  the  animal  previously  to  its 
being  affected  upon  the  fact  of  the  cattle  plague 
being  brought  in  from  somewhere  else?— les. 

5248.  You  admit  that  if  one  of  your  beasts 
caught  the  cattle-plague,  which  was  worth  20  L 
previously  to  becoming  affected,  it  would  not  be 
worth  15 1 after  it  had  caught  the  disease. -1 
should  not  think  it  worth  1 s.,  because  the  ska 
and  all  would  have  to  be  buried  altogether. 

5249.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  animal  whicb 
was  alongside  of  a diseased  animal,  would  be 
worth  a good  deal  less,  seeing  its  danger  ot  catch- 
ing the  disease  would  be  so  great  ?— Of  course 1 j 
would  ; upon  one  farm  I had  an  attack  of  a sing 
beast  with  the  cattle-plague  amongst  my 
herd  of  shorthorns,  but  having  had  it  before,  and 
paying  close  attention  to  my  animals,  1 noticeuu 
in  that  animal  two  days  before  an  inspector  co 
say  it  was  cattle-plague;  I took  the  animal^ 
from  the  rest,  and  liad  it  two  days  isolated beto 
it  was  known  to  be  the  cattle-plague ; ^w 
very  first  symptoms  of  the  disease  ; 

when  it  rose  stretching  down  the  back. 

5250.  To  go  back  to  your  remedy  for  the 
and  mouth  disease,  would  you  not  be  afraid l tta 
the  jobbers  would  throw  great  difficulties  “ 
way  of  working  it  ?-No,l  do  not  thmk*< £ 
bers  would  do  that ; there  would  be  someof 
very  glad  to  have  the  remedy  in  iorce.  — 

5251.  I understood  you  to  say  that  y°  * 
upon  the  farmers  themselves  not i attempts 
move  any  animal  which  had  the  di«»e, 

Y<5252.  Have  you  the  same  «li™“  J 
jobbers?— The  farmers  durst  not  sell  them  t 
jobbers,  because  they  could  not  go  i . 
village  without  that  declaration  bemg  ' 
5253.  Would  you  have  the  same  rehan^ 
that  very  large  class  who  are  partly , QUite 
partly  jobbers  ?-Decidedly ; it  would  have  q ^ 
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the  same  effect ; I would  not  liave  cattle  removed 
from  one  fair  to  another,  without  a declaration 
being  made,  before  they  were  shown  in  the  next 
fair  that  they  were  clear  of  disease. 

5254.  You  have  got  less  disease  now  than  you 
had  in  the  beginning  of  the  year;  it  is  going 
down,  is  it  not?— Yes. 

5255.  Now  supposing  the  same  thing  was  to 
happen  as  has  happened  several  times  before, 
that  the  disease  was  to  be  very  much  diminished, 
do  you  think  that  the  farmers  would  quietly  put 
up  with  those  restrictions  if  they  were  ordered  at 
a time  when  the  disease  was  not  very  prevalent  ? 
—I  am  quite  certain  that  a great  many  of  the 
farmers  who  are  breeding  would,  and  thoseare 
the  people  who  ought,  I think,  to  be  protected, 
both  for  themselves  and  for  the  good  of  the 
country ; I would  just  add  that  I am  afraid  that 
when  stock  comes  to  be  passed  about,  the  disease 
would  re-appear ; I heard  the  other  day  of  a lot 
of  beasts  which  came  from  the  Leicester  market, 
which  are  down  now  with  the  disease,  and  I fear 
that  that  wouid  be  the  result  generally. 

5256.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  You  stated  that  after  a 
farmer  had  had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon 
his  farm,  it  would  be  a long  time ’before  lie  could 
introduce  any  fresh  stock ; how  long  do  you  think 
it  would  be  before  it  was  safe  to  do  so? — It 
would  very  much  depend  upon  the  nature  of  the 
stock  which  he  bought ; if  it  was  6tore  stock  he 
would  run  the  risk  of  it  for  so  long  a time. 

5257.  But  how  long  do  you  think  a farm  is  in- 
fected after  an  attack  of  the  disease  ? — It  would 
be  infected  a long  lime ; the  farmer  would  not 
put  the  beasts  into  the  same  field ; he  would  keep 
that  field  clear  in  which  there  had  been  cases  of 
disease,  until  there  had  been  a good  deal  of 
ram. 

5258.  What  do  you  call  along  time? — I should 
explain  that  there  is  a very  great  amount  of  saliva, 
which  comes  from  ■ the  animals  when  they  have 
this  foot  and  mouth  disease,  left,  all  over  the  field, 
and  if  there  came  a very  heavy  rain,  I think  that 
that  would  take  away  the  infection  in  a very  short 
time;  but  it  would  depend  very  much  upon  the 
weather  with  reference  to  the  time  of  the  infec- 
tion lasting  in  the  field. 

5259.  You  stated  that  all  foreign  store  stock 
ought  to  be  quarantined,  do  you  include  in  that 
Irish  stock  ? — No,  by  no  means.  I would  have 
Insh  stock  treated  similarly  to  our  own  stock 
with  regard  to  restrictions.  Tho  Irish  stock  is  a 
very  great  assistance  to  English  farmers;  we 
could  not  do  without  the  Irish  cattle  on  any 
account ; they  are  very  good  cattle,  and  there  is 
an  immense  deal  of  them. 

5260.  You  would  not  like  the  Irish  trade  to 


be  put  a stop  to  altogether  ? — No,  by  no  means ; 
we  should  suffer  a great  deal. 

5261.  Mr.  Cairfey.]  You  would  have  the 
same  restrictions  upon  moving  cattle  in  Ireland, 
as  we  have  upon  moving  cattle  in  England  ? — 
.Tust  the  same. 

5262.  You  do  not  want  cattle  to  come  from 
Ireland  to  England  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease? — No;  and  we  do  not  want  the  vessels 
to  be  infected  that  bring  them. 

5263.  Nor  the  railway  trucks  in  Ireland  ? — 
No. 

5264.  Mr.  Dodson.]  And  you  do  not  want 
quarantine  ? — No  ; I might  say  that  the  animals 
might  be  fed  and  watered  for  a short  time  when 
they  come  over,  before  they  are  put  upon  the 
rail ; I think  that  is  necessary.  Some  people 
have  urged  the  watering  of  cattle  during  the 
transit  by  rail,  but  I do  not  think  that  that  is 
necessary  ; I think  they  would  take  no  harm  in 
24  hours. 

5265.  Mr.  Kavanagh .]  Do  you  think  that 
watering  animals  when  they  are  upon  a long 
journey,  does  not  make  them  liable  to  scour  ? — I 
do  not  think  so  ; it  cools  them,  I think. 

5266.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Does  not  the  great  risk 
of  disease  discourage  Lhe  keeping  of  high  bred 
stock  ? — In  a very  great  measure,  I think  it  does 
amongst  farmers. 

5267.  Is  tho  risk  of  loss  from  disease  greater 
in  a high  bred  expensive  breeding  stock  than  in 
store  or  fattening  stock? — No,  I believe  the 
better  they  are  bred  the  better  constitutions 
they  have. 

5268.  But  if  the  disease  gets  into  a herd,  is 
the  loss  greater  to  a farmer  who  keeps  breeding 
stock  than  to  a farmer  who  keeps  fattening  stock? 
— Yes,  so  far  as  they  have  cost  him  a great  deal 
more  in  rearing : the  expense  of  keeping  bulls 
and  all  that  sort  of  thing  is  much  larger. 

5269.  The  salvage  upon  a high  bred  stock  is 
only  in  very  small  proportion  to  its  value;  it  is 
much  smaller  in  high  bred  stock  than  in  fatten- 
ing stock  ? — Yes. 

5270.  Therefore  the  loss  is  far  greater  if  the 
disease  gets  into  a breeding  stock  than  simply 
into  a fattening  stock  ? — Yes,  because  the  farmer 
who  takes  up  shorthorn  breeding  in  a district 
where  there  are  no  gentlemen  breeding,  is  dis- 
persing his  bulls  amongst  the  farmers  and  doing 
a great  deal  of  good,  and  he  is  keeping  them  up 
at  a great  expense. 

5271.  If  disease  should  unfortunately  come 
into  his  herd  his  loss  would  be  far  greater  than 
if  he  had  kept  simply  a fattening  stock,  would 
it  not  ? — Yes,  much  greater. 
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Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 


Mr.  Kavanagh. 
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Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  Hugh  Ferguson,  re-called ; and  further  Examined. 


Professor  5272.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  are  Director 
Ferguson.  General  of  the  Veterinary  Department  in  Ire- 
land  ? — I am. 

5 May  1873.  5273.  Have  yon  a secretary  in  that  depart- 

ment ? — There  is  no  allowance  for  one  by  the 
Treasury. 

5274.  Have  you  a chief  inspector  at  the  office? 
— Yes  ; I have  of  late  occasionally  had  one,  but 
I am  only  permitted  to  employ  him  as  urgent 
occasion  may  require. 

5275.  Have  you  a permanent  officer  whose 
whole  time  and  attention  are  devoted  to  your 
department? — No,  I have  not  Treasury  permis- 
sion for  that. 

5276.  Are  you  ever  called  away  yourself  for 
the  purposes  of  inspection  in  Dublin,  or  any 
places  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood? — I do 
not  go  unless  something  very  extraordinary  occurs ; 
I generally  send  a person  ; it  would  be  impossi- 
ble for  me,  excepting  under  very  extraordinary 
circumstances,  to  leave  the  office  duties  even  for 
a day. 

5277.  Will  you  kindly  repeat  how  many  hands, 
all  told,  you  iia7c  in  your  office  ? — At  present 
there  are  five  clerks  in  the  office,  and  a veterinary 
surgeon  whose  time,  as  I have  stated,  is  partially 
devoted  to  it ; I am  authorised  only  to  have  him 
occasionally.  There  are  five  clerks  at  present 
engaged,  but  the  Treasury  wanted  to  reduce  the 
number  to  two,  but  now  after  a great  deal  of 
difficulty  they  have  allowed  me  one  extra : I,  how- 
ever, keep  on  the  five,  two  at  my  own  risk  of 
expense. 

5278.  So  that  you  are  at  present  only  paid  for 
three  clerks? — I am  only  paid  at  present  for 
three  clerks. 

5279.  You  gave  the  Committee  on  the  last 
occasion,  a return  of  how  many  papers  went 
through  the  office  in  the  year  1872,  namely, 
55,785,  and  you  stated  that  those  papers  required 
to  be  registered,  and  most  of  them  to  be  noted 
as  well  as  registered? — Yes. 

5280.  Does  that  number  include  letters? — 
Yes. 

5281.  How  many  of  those  55,000  papers  would 
be  letters,  do  you  suppose  ? — The  letters  received 
were  926  ; those  are  letters  which  are  not  from 


the  constabulary  ; those  reports  which  I receive 
from  the  constabulary  I do  not  put  down  as 
letters  ; the  constabulary  reports  relative  to  the 
outbreaks  of  disease,  were  13,672;  one  report 
may  allude  to  many  outbreaks.  Then  there 
arc  weekly  returns.  The  stock  is  taken  upon 
each  farm  at  the  termination  of  the  week,  it  is 
checked  over  and  the  return  sent  up  with  any 
observations  which  the  constabulary  may  deem 
necessary  to  make  upon  them,  The  number  of 
those  returns  were  9,279  last  year;  and  then 
there  were  declarations  received  which  only  re- 
quired registry,  unless  there  was  a mistake  or 
some  informality  in  them,  and  then  they  were  Bent' 
back;  the  number  of  them  was  1,243.  The  ap- 
plications for  the  reports  of  the  removal  of  restric- 
tions were  5,583.  Their  there  is  a tiring  which 
only  requires  registering,  that  is  to  say,  the  .ap- 
plication s for  forms,  &c.,  from  constabulary  stations 
in  the  provinces ; they  only  require  short  regis- 
try; the  number  of  these  were  1,745.  Then  the 
number  of  licenses  which  were  returned  to  the 
department,  in  consequence  of  some  informalities 
for  further  instructions,  were  153.  Then  we  re- 
ceived 294  magistrates’  notices  sent  up  for  fur- 
ther instructions.  Then  there,  were  general 
letters  and  other  documents  registered  and.  re- 
plied to  to  the  number  of  926.  Then  this  ia  a 
formidable  item,  “ Constabulary  reports  upon  the 
outbreaks  of  disease.”  These  reports  have  no 
alone  to  be  registered,  but  a minute  of  instruc- 
tions has  to  be  written  upon  each,  and  then 
they  are  returned  to  the  constabulary  to  carry 
out  those  instructions ; the  number  of  them  were 
13,072.  Then  there  are  weekly  reports  which  wer 
returned  to  the  constabulary  for  correction  an 
explanation;  the  number  of  them  were  V ’ 
declarations  made  before  magistrates  return 
for  the  same  purpose  amounted  to  243 ; an 
have  returned  reports  relative  to  the  remoy 
restrictions  from  different  farms,  lands,  premise^ 
places,  which  reports  come  up  from  the 
stabulary  when  restrictions  are  about  to.  be  ^ 
moved  in  consequence  of  the  disease  having^  ^ 
appeared,  which  amounted  to  5,583. 
another  item  which  only  requires  registry  > 
is  no  trouble  whatever  about  tlris  item,  an  j5 
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is  the  receipts  from  the  constabulary  for  stores, 
stationery,  &c.,  sent  to  them  ; we  are  obliged  to 
produce  those  receipts ; they  have  to  be  registered 
and  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Stationery  Office 
or  of  the  clerk  at  the  Chief  Secretary’s  Office 
who  deals  with  the  stationery  ; they  amount  to 
1,745 ; but  they  are  not  much  trouble.  The 
number  of  licenses  returned  to  the  constabulary 
for  correction  and  explanation  is  only  20,  and 
there  were  25  niagisti  ates’  notices  returned  for 
some  informality. 

5282.  You,  yourself,  and  five  clerks  do  all  that 
amount  of  correspondence  without  the  aid  of  a 
secretary  ? — Yes ; the  permanent  staff  allowed 
me  is  only  three  clerks.  Since  the  Treasury 
have  undertaken  to  pay  for  the  conducting  of 
the  office  duties  of  the  department,  and  have 
consented  that  the  money  for  all  expenses  should 
not  be  levied  on  Ireland  alone  by  taxation,  some- 
thing like  the  local  rates,  there  is  a very  great 
difference  in  the  authorisation  as  to  expenditure. 
To  recur  to  the  papers  dealt  with  in  the  office. 
There  are  applications  which  are  sent  out,  those 
already  referred  to  are  merely  such  as  I receive ; 
may  I be  permitted  to  add  that  the  return  speaks 
of  “ general  letters  and  other  documents ; ” 
with  regard  to  parcels,  when  sending  them 
out  to  each  police  district  or  local* authority,  in- 
stead of  putting  down  the  circulars  and  such 
papers  in  the  return,  we  have  not  taken  them  into 
account,  for  each  parcel  contains  the  letters  and 
declarations  as  well  as  the  Council  Orders,  forms, 
or  circulars  required,  as  the  case  may  be;  but 
were  each  individual  paper  recorded  as  a separate 
document  they  would  amount  in  that  item  to 
upwards  of  69,000 ; but  then  in  the  return  given 
they  do  not  so  amount,  because  one  envelope  will 
cany  away  a great  number  of  such  papers,  per- 
haps all  that  are  required  for  one  entire  county. 

o283.  Do  I understand  you  that  if  you  had  two 
more  clerks  you  would  be  satisfied  ?— I do  not 
tlunk  I could,  because  the  average  hours  which 
my  clerks  work  are  10,  12  or  14,  and  sometimes 
to,  bundays  included,  and  not  very  unfrequently 
ati  ni|ht ; there  is  no  such  thing  as  a holiday  in 

office,  for  it  is  carried  on  completely  on  the 
police  system. 

5284.  WiU  you  explain  to  us  English  members 
i . liou.  6ftd  with  regard  to  certain  expenses 
emg  levied  under  local  taxation? — When  the 
o cc  on  which  was  founded  what  is  called  at 
'v  eterinaiT  Department  (ic  was  always 
caned  the  V eterinary  Department,  but  now  it  is 
aaepartment  re-organised- by  the  Treasury)  was 
rought  mto  operation,  and  the  Bill  of  1866  had 
passed,  provision  _was  made  in  that  Bill  for  the 
inff  oif  ?i  a ratc  aid  *°r  the  purpose  of  defray- 
operation  expeuses  of  cariy“g  the  Act  into 

in  D as  la^e  levied  in  different  counties 
«11?  •?ortl°31  to  their  loss,  or  what?— No,  not  at 
afarffilZf  i l?/ a ,c*rtl“n  Slim  ; 1 think  ifc  was 
levied  ° °r  pavtking  ^ the  pound  which  was 
of  thp  Up,0n,wkat  we  cal1  tke  poor  rate  valuation 
diatelv  '^lole  country-  I was  appointed  imrne- 
themLoP  the  pas,sm°  oi  that  ^ct  t0  undertake 
yetp  . oeinent  and  superintendence  of  the  Irish 
the  »;y  Department  under  that  Act,  upon 
to  be  Understauding  that  the  salary  was 

SunrWo  • i •,raie  °f  tllree  guineas  per  diem, 
Sundavc: . 1DC*uded>  for  the  office  is  not  closed  on 
whirl,  ana  there  was  a warrant  appointing  me, 
was  ve3un’e  the  Treasury  sanction.  It 

0.58t,ned  ^ Dprd  Wodehouse,  now  Earl  of 


Kimberley,  who  was  then  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland;  when  we  had  succeeded  in  stamp, 
ing  the  cattle  plague  out  of  Ireland,  and  you 
had  succeeded  in  England  in  attaining  the  sine 
result  m Great  Britain,  Lord  Mayo,  in  Lot  the 
Government,  determined  to  return  the  surplus  of 
the  money  which  had  been  collected,  and  then 
the  Irish  Department  stopped  as  far  as  paying 
me  any  salary,  although  I still  worked  on. 

5286.  Do  you  mean  they  determined  to  return 
the  surplus  to  the  different  counties  ?— To  return 
it,  to  the  different  Poor  Law  Unions,  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  which  had  been  levied  upon 
them.  That  is  what  is  done. 

5287.  So  that,  in  fact,  the  whole  cost  of  your 
Veterinary  Department  is  now  discharged  from 
Imperial  sources  ? — Yes,  that  is  so  as  regards  the 
mere  office  work,  but  not  as  regards  the  outer 
work. 

5288.  What  is  paid  by  the  rate  ?— There  has 
been  nothing  levied  under  this  rate  at  all  since 
the  return  of  the  surplus  moneys  of  the  Cattle 
Plague  Accounts. 

5289.  In  the  case  of  an  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague,  there  would  be  a rate  in  aid  levied  ?— 
Yes,  there  would  be  a rate  in  aid  levied  at  once, 
at  least  1 suppose  so. 

5290.  For  compensation  ?— Tes,  and  unless 
the  (government  come  to  some  arrangement,  of 
winch  I have  had  no  intimation,  or  unless  they 
come  to  some  different  decision,  the  cost  of  all 
inspectors,  and  all  operations  outside  the  mere 
office,  irrespective  of  cattle  plague,  must  be  de- 
frayed by  the  country  by  a rate  in  aid,  wliich 
is  by  no  means  relished  in  Ireland. 

5291  But  which  at  present  have  not  been 
defrayed  from  that  source?— No;  since  1866 
the  Treasury  have  advanced  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment some  sums  of  money  from  time  to  time,  to 
be  recouped  when  the  rate  in  aid  will  have  been 
again  levied. 

5292.  .Do  you  in  these  papers  which  you  have 
handed  in,  or  are  about  to  hand  iu,  give  the 
Committee,  any  statement  of  the  exjienses  of 
your  office  ? — I can  give  it  you,  independently  of 
my  own  salary. 

5293.  We  have  not  heard  at  present  what 
your  salary  is  ? — Since  the  Treasury  has  under- 
taken the  payment  of  it,  they  have  reduced  it 
from  very  nearly  1,200 1.  a year  to  750/.; 
although  the  work  is  upwards  of  twenty  times  as 
much,  and  my  time  is  fully  occupied  by  it,  I am 
obliged  to  devote'  a great  deal  of  my  time  to  it,  I 
may  almost  say  the  whole  of  it. 

5294.  Is  the  whole  of  your  time  entirely  devo- 
ted to  this  purpose  ? — I have  not  pledged  it,  but 
I gave  up  the  whole  of  it  practically ; I gave  up 
the  whole  of  my  cattle  practice,  and  my  visiting 
practice,  which  was  a most  lucrative  oue ; the 
only  thing  I. now  do  is,  that  if  a person  asks  my 
opinion  relative  to  an  animal,  say  a horse,  for  ex- 
ample, I occasionally  give  it,  if  brought,  but  not 
otherwise ; I have  relinquished  my  cattle  and 
visiting  practice,  and  I have  relinquished  being 
a teacher  and  a lecturer ; but  the  salary  allowed 
by  the  Treasury  is  insufficient  to  enable  me  to 
continue  doing  so. 

5295.  Then  I suppose  that  almost  all  your 
time,  is  devoted  to  this  department ; you  have 
no  time  to  spare? — I give  almost  double  the 
ordinary  official  time  to  it,  because  I work 
almost  solely  at  it  from  seven  or  eight  in  the 
morning  until  ten  or  eleven  or  even  twelve  at 

D e night. 


Professor 

Ferguson. 
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right,  even  on  Sundays.  I took  but  two  holi- 
days, and  those  only  in  parts,  in  seven  years. 

5296.  You  have  given  the  Committee  the 
amount  of  your  present  salary;  how  long  have 
you  received  file  reduced  salary  from  , the 
Treasury  ?— For  a couple  of  years  I got  nothing , 
the  reduced  salary  dates  from  July  Iom. 

5297.  Mr.  Dodson.']  Do  you  mean  to  say  that 
for  two  years  you  gave  your  services  gra- 
tuitously ?— Yes ; as  I organised  the  department, 
and  it  succeeded,  and  as  I wished  the  system 
thoroughly  tested,  I still  attended  to  it  regulm  y. 

5298.  During  what  years  was  that.  — that 
was  in  1867  and  1868,  and  if  my  memory  serves 
me  rightly,  the  Treasury  did  not  recoup  me 
further  back  than  from  l.ate  in  1869,  but  on  this 
point,  as  to  dates,  I am  uncertain. 

5299.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  YS  ill  you  be  hind 
enough  to  furnish  the  Committee  with  the  other 
items°  of  expenditure,  showing  us  what  your 
office  has  cost  the  country  in  the  last  two  yearn. 
—Commencing  with  my  present  salary,  which  is 
750  Z.,the  senior  clerk  gets,  including  extrapay  101 
extrahours’ work,  114Z.  2,.  10  rf.;  then  there  are 
two  clerks,  one  at  102Z.  6 s.  9 cl.,  the  other  at 
90  Z.  0 s.  5 d.,  in  the  year,  and  the  incidental 
expenses  may  be  calculated  at  300  Z.  a year. 

5300.  "What  do  the  incidental  expenses  include 

They  include  travelling,  fuel,  lights,  and  a 

creat  number  of  other  things. 

° 5301.  What  would  be  the  total  amount . 
£.1,446.  10s.  5 d.,  or  thereabouts;  I may  be  a 
shilling  or  a pound  out. 

5302.  It  is  under  1,500  Z.  a year  then  r Yes, 
decidedly  it  is;  that  is  exclusive  of  rent  and  veteri- 
nary assistance,  for  the  latter  of  which  I can  ex- 
pend 1 Z.  1 s.  in  case  of  emergency,  but  do  not  do 
so ; I am  not  allowed  to  incur  more  annual  ex- 
pense for  everything  than  1,982  Z.  19  s.,  and  the 
office  does  not  cost  that  much.  Here  is  an  ac- 
count of  all  items.  I must  tell  you  that  the 
office  is  a large  house  and  premises,  which 
were  placed  at  the  service  of  the  Veterinary 
Department.  At  first,  all  the  Treasury  would 
allow  me  for  a person  to  reside  in  the  house, 
keep  the  fires,  clean  up  offices,  and  do  every- 
thing else,  was  7 s.  a week  ; I could  not  get  any- 
body for  that,  and  I put  in  a servant  of  my 
own,  for  which  I have  never  been  repaid  ; they 
have  now  consented  to  allow  me  31 Z.  4 s.  per 
annum.  They  also  allowed  me  a messenger  at 
17  s.  a week,  and  a boy  at  14  s.  6rZ;  now  they 
have  taken  the  man  messenger  away,  I suppose 
because  I did  not  charge  for  him,  and  they  want 
to  allow  me  only  a boy  messenger,  which  would 
be  perfectly  useless  as  a final  arrangement,  as  no 
boy  would  be  able  for  the  work,  which  is  some- 
times severe,  and  while  one  messenger  is  out, 
there  must  be  some  one  remaining  in  charge. 

5303.  There  is  no  rent  for  the  house,  I pre- 
sume ?— I should  have  mentioned  that  the  rent 
and  taxes  of  the  house  and  quarantine  yard  all 
come  to  about  150  Z.  a year. 

5304.  Including  the  quarantine  yard?— Yes; 
that  is  exactly  the  rental  and  taxeB  that  are  paid 
for  them. 

5305.  How  many  more  clerks  would  you  like  ? 
— With  the  five  clerks  I could  manage  with  a 
great  push  at  overwork;  working  in  the  same 
way  as  I have  described,  I could  keep  the  thing 
going,  because  I do  not  think  1 am  a fraction  in 
arrears  up  to  to-day,  but  if  there  were  any 
changes  made  and  more  inspectors  were  required, 
I should  require  certainly  a greater  number  of 


clerks.  Taking  the  ordinary  office  hours,  if  f 
were  to  go  into  the  office  at  10  o’clock,  and  leave 
at  5,  and  also  allow  the  other  men  to  go  away  at 
five,  I should  say  it  would  require  from  12  to 
15  clerks,  but  the  men  that  I have  in  the  office 
at  present,  being  members  of  tlie  police  force 
it  is  a desideratum  with  them  to  be  kept  over- 
hours, inasmuch  as  they  are  certain  of  a trifle 
of  extra  pay ; they  get  a certain  extra  hour  pay, 
as  they  call  it. 

5306.  I am  asking  you  with  reference  to  the 
number  that  you  actually  require  now  at  the 
present  moment ; do  you  mean  that  you  would 
require  14  or  15  more  clerks? — Not  altogether. 
At  the  present  moment,  in  order  to  conduct  the 
office  properly,  and  not  to  overtax  the  mcD  by 
working  them  over-hours,  I should  think  12 
clerks  at  least  would  be  required,  because  there 
is  a branch  of  the  department  which  is  now  work- 
ing very  energetically  and  has  been  so  for  the 
last  three  weeks  or  a month,  that  is,  with  the 
disinfection  of  railroad  trucks  and  carriages  and 
vessels,  which  will  require  a considerably  larger 
staff  in  the  office,  inasmuch  as  we  get  a return 
of  every  vessel  which  leaves  Ireland,  what  it 
takes  away  and  what  it  brings  back,  and  as  re- 
gards all  the  railroads,  and  the  disinfection  and 
the  number  of  cattle  they  take. 

5307.  Who  looks  after  this  disinfection;  have 
you  an  inspector  ?— No,  the  constabulary  look 
after  it,  because  as  regards  the  disinfection  it 
does  not  require  professional  men  to  supervise  it; 
there  are  a certain  number  of  constabulary,  and 
a certain  number  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police  told  off  at  each  of  the  ports  in  Ireland,  and 
their  business  is  now  to  see  that  a vessel  is  pro- 
perly disinfected  and  cleansed  previously  to  its 
starting  with  animals. 

5308.  How  long  has  that  order  been  in  force? 
— It  lias  not  been  above  a month  in  force,  and  it 
has  commenced  to  operate  pretty  well.  I received 
a communication  with  regard  to  that  to-day.  I 
ordered  some  prosecutions  against  the  Dundalk 
Railroad  Company  for  having  their  vessels  filthy, 
and  we  were  successful  in  those  prosecutions  ana 
obtained  convictions  in  each  case  with  the  result 
of  a nominal  fine  of  1 s. 

5309.  It  was  a nominal  fine  just  to  show  that 

they  must  keep  the  vessels  clean  in  future  or  else 
that  they  would  be  subject  to  a heavier  fine. 
— I hope  so.  , 

5310.  You  do  not  imagine  that  that  is  going  to 

be  the  usual  fine  ? — I have  found  it  the  usua 
fine  in  that  locality ; there  are  a great  number  0 
magistrates  sitting  at  petty  sessions  who  are  very 
much  interested  in  the  pecuniary  welfare 
Steam  Packet  Companies.  , . 

5311.  Mr,  Dodson.]  Have  you  prosecuted  tne 
Steam  Packet  Company  before  ?— No,  those 
the  first  cases  which  have  been  prosecuted.  _ 

5312.  When  you  spoke  of  having  found  similar 

fines  imposed  in  that  district  before,  you  were 
speaking  of  the  Steam  Packet  Company . 
not ; I was  speaking  of  other,  breaches 
Council  Orders,  such  as  shipping  cattle  1 
travention  of  the  Council  Orders,  and  no  P 
ing  the  existence  of  disease.  , n(i. 

5313.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Have  you  ever 
application  to  the  Irish  Government  in  ^ 
qucnce  of  the  magistrates  inflicting  these 

those 

cations? — The  nature  of  those  commu  fj 
was  something  similar  to  'this,  that  1 c ^ 
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the  Council  Orders  and  the  law  to  be  a dead 
letter  unless  proper  fines  were  inflicted;  and  I am 
aware  that  the  Government,  upon  several  occa- 
sions, have  written,  remonstrating  with  the  ma- 
gistrates. 

5315.  When  were  those  remonstrances  made ; 
was  it  lately,  or  some  months  ago  ? — That  has 
been  done,  I should  say,  within  the  last  three 
or  four  months.  Although  there  are,  generally 
speaking,  resident  magistrates  attending,  I wrote 
to  the  Government  requesting  their  attendance 
in  all  such  cases,  but  a resident  magistrate  has 
but  a single  voice  on  the  bench,  and  he  is,  in  the 
majority  of  such  cases,  overruled. 

5316.  Mr.  Dent.~\  Can  a stipendiary  magistrate 
in  Ireland  attend  any  petty  sessional  bench  at 
any  time  ? — He  has  a right  to  attend  anywhere 
within  his  district. 

5317.  Mr.  Clare  liead.~\  Does  he  ever  sit 
alone? — Hot  in  such  cases  ; the  Government  do 
not  deem  it  desirable  that  he  should  do  so ; they 
are  peculiar  in  Ireland,  and  it  is  deemed  a very 
arbitrary  proceeding  to  try  a person  merely  by  a 
stipendiary  magistrate.  In  Dublin  everything 
goes  on  very  satisfactorily,  because  they  have 
there  what  are  called  divisional  magistrates. 

5318.  What  is  the  expense  to  the  local  autho- 
rities of  putting  this  Act  and  these  Orders  in 
force  in  Ireland  ? — I do  not  know'  what  the  ex- 
pense may  be  ; but  it  is  not  upon  any  particular 
local  authority  that  the  expense  would  come  ; the 


expense  comes  upon  the  county  generally. 

5319.  How  are  those  veterinary  surgeons  paid 
whom  you  are  obliged  to  call  in  in  cases  of 
disease?— They  must  be  paid  out  of  the  Cattle 
Plague  Account,  but  at  present,  although  there 
is  a recent  Act  of  Parliament  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland  to  re-tax  and  make  a re- 
collection, that  has  not  been  as  yet  done.  It  is 
desirable,  if  possible,  to  avoid  it. 

. 5320-  I suppose  it  is  so  extremely  small  that  it 
is  not  worth  while  doing  it  ? — That  is  what  is 
thought ; but  if  things  were  done  properly,  it 
might  perhaps  be  worth  doing.  I think  there  is 
a desire,  if  possible,  to  refrain  from  levying  this 
tax  except  in  a case  of  very  great  emergency. 
The  people,  as  a nation,  are  really  very  poor  in 
Ireland,  and  it  would  cause  a great  deal  of  dis- 
satisfaction. 

. 5321.  I should  say  that  in  England  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act  by  the  local  authority  costs  at 
least  50,000 1.  a year ; you  have  no  idea  whether 
the  expenses  of  your  Act  approach  5,000/.  ?— 
11 “e  expenses  have  hardly  approached  2,000/., 
ana  I do  not  suppose  that  since  the  Cattle  Plague 
Account  was  closed  in  1866,  and  the  surplus 
moneys  refunded  to  the  Poor  Law  Unions,  I have 
spent  anything  like  3,000  /.,  i.e.,  irrespective  of 
mJ  own  salary. 

5322.  Are  all  your  Government  offices  con- 
noted  upon  the  same  economical  scale  in  Ire- 
jjpnd-~l  tel1  you  candidly  it  is  generally  be- 
ved  that  thei-e  is  an  attempt  to  make  them  as 
-ooTCi]r  tkat  “•  818  *ow  as  possible, 
mifh  vL  - kinS  aB  y°u  do  through  the  central 
Inm,a01  appears  that  your  Act  is  very  much 
+i  clleap'y  administered  than  ours,  and  you 
hut  JT*  efficientI7  to°  '■ — I do  most  decidedly, 
on  Thi  i 6 ^0t  a Sreat  advantage,  as  I stated 
such  machinery^5  “ lmViDg  SU°h  a constabuIarr> 
emlul'  w the  rural  police  are  always 

Act  ZeA-for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
0.58  ^ 6uPPose  you  have  a superior  class  of 


men  ? I do  not  say  that  is  so  with  respect  to 
the  men.  If  there  be  any  failure  in  England, 
I attribute  it  to  the  working  of  the  Act  bein<* 
left  too  much  to  the  discretion  of  the  local  autho° 
rities.  In  Great  Britain  you  may  have  one  local 
authority,  who  will  push  matters  to  extremes,  and 
the  very  next  situated  local  authority  may  set 
the  Act  completely  on  one  side. 

5325.  There  being  county  authorities  and  bo- 
rough authorities,  you  apprehend  that  that  is  a 
bad  thing  for  carrying  out  this  Act  ? — I should 
fancy  so,  but  I have  had  no  practical  experience. 
I am  speaking  only  from  what  I read,  and  what 
I conclude.  The  failure  is  from  the  defective 
nature  of  the  police  system  in  Great  Britain. 

5326.  Is  it  true  that  cattle  are  ill-treated 
during  the  process  of  shipment  at  the  Irish  ports? 
— Most  decidedly,  but  not  so  much  so  as  they 
were. 

5327.  Have  you  made  any  report  to  the 
Government  upon  that  subject? — Yes,  and  the 
Government  have  sent  circulars  round,  still  it  is 
a very  difficult  thing  to  deal  with.  Were  I to 
present  myself  at  any  port  in  Ireland  to  watch 
the  shipment  of  cattle,  you  would  seo  them 
treated  with  the  greatest  kindness,  and  then  my 
back  would  scarcely  be  turned  before  you  would 
hear  the  whacks  off  tlieir  riba  and  their  horns, 
with  the  ash  or  other  sticks,  many  like  bludgeons. 
Some  time  ago  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 
were  called  upon  for  a report,  and  they  gave  a 
most  favourable  one.  I happened  to  be  down 
with  the  police  when  they  were  inspecting,  but 
on  the  very  day  following  that  upon  which  the 
report  went  in  to  my  office  a man  got  two  months 
tor  knocking  the  eye  out  of  a cow  upon  the  gang- 
way of  the  steamer  “ Countess  of  Dublin,”  at  the 
North  Wall.  Those  cattle  drivers  arc  not  a very 
humane  race  of  people. 

5328.  You  think  that  these  barbarities  are  not 
so  common  as  they  were  three  months  ago  ? — 
They  arc  not  nearly  so  common  as  they  were  a 
year  ago. 

5329.  Do  you  attribute  that  to  the  orders  of 
Government  ? — I do,  to  the  orders  of  Govern- 
ment, and  to  the  fact  that  the  police  have  done 
a vast  deal  since  it  has  been  required  that  there 
should  be  a certain  number  of  constables  present 
at  the  embarkation  of  cattle,  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  that  the  vessels  are  in  a proper  state. 

I think  the  presence  of  the  constabulary  and 
police  will  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the  bar- 
barous treatment  which  was  so  common. 

5330.  To  whom  do  the  Government  address 
those  circulars  ? — The  way  in  which  that  is  done 
is,  that  the  original  official  circular  is  sent  to  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Constabulary,  and  he 
sends  it  round  to  the  different  constabulary  stations 
concerned ; it  is  not  to  the  public  that  these  circu- 
lars are  addressed,  because  it  is  to  he  presumed 
that  every  person  knows  sufficiently  well  that  it  is 
illegal  to  ill-treat  an  animal,  and  that  he  is  liable 
to  punishment  for  doing  so. 

5331.  Could  you  furnish  the  Committee  with 
a copy  of  that  circular  ? — I have  not  one  with 
me ; I did  not  anticipate  being  asked  for  it,  but 
I could  procure  it.  I shall  put  in  some  Papers 
relative  to  the  matter  ; my  own  report  to  the 
Government  on  the  subject. — ( Vide  Appendix.) 

5332.  You  say  that  in  consequence  of  the  issue 
of  that  circular  there  has  not  been  so  much  cruelty 
as  there  was  ? — Yes. 

5333.  Has  anyone  been  prosecuted  for  cruelty  ? 
— Yes,  we  have  prosecuted  for  it. 

E E 2 5334.  For 
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5334.  For  instance,  you  told  the  Committee 
iust  now  of  one  man  who  heat  out  a bullock  s 
eye  ? — But  it  was  not  the  Government  who  pro- 
secuted ; it  was  the  Humane  Society,  or  a private 
person ; but  to  tell  the  truth.  I do  not  think  that 
you  are  much  better  off  on  this  side  the  Channel 
than  we  are  upon  the  other ; I went  down  oil 
Saturday  last,  to  see  one  of  your  markets,  ana 
everything  within  the  market  was  perfect,  but  1 
certainly  saw  a vast  deal  of  what  I considered 
cruelty,  in  the  way  of  beating  animals,  in  getting 
them  up  out  of  the  hold  of  a vessel  at  Deptfoid, 
on  Saturday  last  . 

5335.  Who  had  the  management  of  those  cattle 
which  came  to  Deptford  ; were  they  drovers?— 
No,  it  was  the  people  on  board  the  vessel ; people 
who . seemed  to  be  connected  solely  with  her  and 
with  the  landing  ; the  people  all  about  the  place, 
who  I imagined  were  connected  with  the  market, 
were  really  kind,  considerate,  and  humane  to  the 
cattle,  but  as  far  as  regards  the  sailors,  and  those 
people  who  were  getting  them  out  of  the  holds 
of  the  vessel,  they  certainly  did  make  their  sticks 
resound  off  the  animals’ backs  in  a most  barbarous 
manner.  . 

5336.  You  think  that  the  cattle,  as  a rule, 
when  they  are  shipped  or  when  they  are  un- 
loaded, receive  a good  deal  of  punishment?— Yes, 

I think  they  receive  a good  deal  more  than  in 
the  generality  of  instances  is  absolutely  necessary , 
but  the  infliction  of  a certain  amount  of  suffering 
or  the  use  of  force,  as  a general  rule,  is  necessary 
with  wild  cattle ; there  are  some  of  them  very 
stubborn.  In  Liverpool  some  of  the  persons 
there  who  are  agents  for  the  receipt  of  cattle, 
manage  it  much  better  ; instead  of  the.  ordinary 
heavy  sticks,  they  have  got  little  tilings  like 
prickers  ; a very  short  spike  at  the  end  of  a stick ; 
you  just  touch  the  animal  gently  with  the  point, 
and  he  flies  from  it  as  from  a pin  prod. 

5337.  The  Irish  cattle  are  specially  wild,  arc 
they  not,  as  a rule  ? — I think  they  are  more  so 
than  the  English  cattle,  and  decidedly  a great 
deal  more  so  than  the  foreign  cattle,  but  I do 
not  know  much  about  foreign  cattle,  except  the 
Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle. 

5338.  Those  coming  from  Spain  and  Portugal 
are  particularly  docile,  are  they  not? — They  are. 
generally  as  gentle  as  dogs  ; almost  every  one  of 
them  will  lead. 

5339.  I suppose  this  treatment  which  they 
receive,  in  the  way  of  beating  them  across  the 
ribs  with  a thick  ash  stick,  is  very  detrimental  to 
the  meat  as  well  as  cruel  to  the  animal? — Every 
heavy  blow  which  they  get  across  the  ribs  causes  an 
effusion  of  blood  just  the  same  as  though  a person 
got  a blow  upon  the  head  or  upon  the  arm,  and 
it  takes  some  time  for  that  effusion  of  blood  to  be 
absorbed,  and  the  flesh  to  be  restored  to  its 
pristine  state ; that  is  the  chief  reason  why  the 
Irish  fat  cattle  in  the  English  markets  have  got 
a depreciated  character  in  comparison  to  English- 
fed  animals. 

5340.  Chairman.']  But  that  makes  them  more 
careful  with  regard  to  fat  cattle  than  with  regard 
to  store  cattle,  I suppose? — Yes;  they  are  gene- 
rally more  careful  with  fat  cattle,  but  still,  for  all 
that,  unless  a man’s  own  drover  goes  with  the 
cattle  as  a bullock-man,  they  are  treated  badly 
in  transit.  It  is  not  the  drovers  themselves, 
but  it  is  the  people  on  the  quays  who  are  em- 
ployed in  loading  the  vessels  who  ill-treat  them 
most.  You  will  see  8 or  10,  or  may  be  20  persons, 
assisting  in  the  embarkation  of  cattle  ; those 


cattle  arrive  only  10  or  12  minutes  before  the 
vessel  is  about  to  start ; the  port  is  a tidal  one  ■ 
time  is  an  object ; and  then  they  desire  to  load 
those  cattle  as  quickly  as  possible,  and  if  a 
bullock  or  any  animal  stops  upon  the  gangway 
he  is  belaboured  generally  by  those  fellows  who 
assist  in  the  embarkation. 

5341.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  But  you  are  quite 
satisfied  that  this  cruelty  is  diminishing? — I ^ 
confident  of  that,  not  alone  from  my  own  personal 
observation,  but  from  what  I hear  officially. 

5342.  Why  do  some  of  the  Irish  store  cattle 
come  in  such  a wretchedly  starved  condition : I 
suppose  it  must  be  in  consequence  of  the  bad  feed- 
ing of  them  at  home;  it  cannot  arise  from  the  want 
of  feeding  in  transit? — They  are  originally  badly 
reared  and  badly  fed.  In  Ireland  a little  farmer 
rears  an  animal ; or  it  may  be  that  he  is  a farm  ser- 
vant, or  a country  person  who  has  saved  a few 
pounds,  and  be  and  a few  other  people  join  to- 
gether, and  they  go  to  a country  fair  and  purchase 
animals  which  have  not  been  half  fed,  often  even 
before  they  ai*e  quite  weaned.  Then  they  put 
these  animals,  it  may  be,  upon  a mountain  farm, 
and  the  object  is  to  keep  life  in  them  until  they 
have  attained  a certain  age;  then  they  are  brought 
into  the  fairs  and  sold.  They  are  collected  up 
by  another  class  of  men,  who  feed  them  for  sale 
and  then  sell  them  ; but  you  get  some  animals 
back  to  England  which  we  receive  in  Ireland  as 
calves  from  England.  It  appears  to  me  that  that 
trade  has  been  greatly  under-estimated ; we  get 
an  immense  number  of  calves  from  England. 

5343.  Where  do  they  come  from  ? — They  come 
from  Bristol,  and  a great  number  from  Liver- 
pool. They  are  not  all  veal  calves,  but  calves  to 
bo  reared. 

5344.  Do  you  suppose  that  they  come  from  the 
Cheshire  and  Wiltshire  dairies?— With  regard  to 
the  surplus  calves  here,  generally  speaking,  we 
consider  in  Ireland  that  you  have  got  a very  good 
breed  of  dairy  cattle,  and  wc  desire  the  heifer 
calves  for  breeding  purposes. 

5345.  What  counties  do  they  go  to ; are  they 
landed  in  Dublin? — They  go  to  the  County  Dub- 
lin. There  are  a great  many  calves  exposed  in 
the  Dublin  market.  Sometimes  they  are  bought 
to  go  to  the  port  of  Dublin,  and  arc  then  brought 
into  the  County  Meath.  The  last  importation 
that  we  had  of  foot-  and  mouth  disease  was  in  con- 
sequence of  an  import  of  calves,  which  were 
brought  over,  I think  it  was,  from  Bristol-  -they 
were  landed  in  Dublin,  and  brought  to  a fair  m 
Meath,  at  Castle  Pollard.  They  unfortunately 
had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  disseminated 
it  all  over  the  country,  and  we  have  never  been 
free  since,  or  anything  like  it. 

5346.  You  attribute  - your  recent  outbreak  of 
foot  and  mouth  complaint  to  the  importation  0 
those  calves  from  Bristol,  do  you  not  ?•— Ceruuny 
I do.  It  was  in  the  month  of  April  or  May  loj  > 
just  about  the  time  when  I pronounced,  as  tai  as 
'I  could  ascertain,  the  country  to  be  free  from  loot 
and  mouth  disease.  I do  not  say  that  it  was  q 
free,  but  I could  not  ascertain  any  cases  out. 

. and  two  persons  whom  I knew  had  been  esteem  y 
desirous  of  ascertaining  that  there  was  dis  ‘ 
there,  with  the  view  of  being  appointed  inspec 
for  its  suppression.  . , 

5347.  About  the  end  of  May  1871,  you  " 
that  Ireland  was  almost,  if  not  entirely,  free 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes;  it  is  the  on  y 

I have  remembered  it  so  since  1839. 
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5348.  To  what  do  you  attribute  its  suppres- 
sion ? — To  the  energy  with  which  we  acted.  I 
think  that  in  the  majority  of  cases,  as  a general 
ride,  where  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  brought  by 
infection  or  contagion  into  a locality,  if  the  parties 
who  direct  matters  make  the  proper  inquiries 
you  are  generally  able  to  obtain  information  as 
to  where  the  animals  go,  and  if  the  outbreak  occurs 
in  Ireland  in  a northern  county,  a manufacturing 
not  a cattle-grazing  district,  say  about  Belfast,  for 
example,  it  is  very  easily  suppressed ; I do  not 
believe  in  the  spontaneous  generation  of  anything. 
I say  that  because  honourable  Members  might 
fancy,  from  an  observation  which  I made  on 
Thursday,  that  I wished  to  impress  their  minds 
with  the  idea  that  the  disease  might  spontaneously 
arise ; I do  not  believe  it  cau,  or  that  any  disease 
can  spontaneously  arise,  but  it  is  conveyed  or 
caused  to  occur  in  ways  which  we  certainly  cannot 
discover. 

5349.  I understood  you  on  Thursday  last  to 
say  that  you  considered  that  there  were  some 
cases  of  spontaneous  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Ire- 
land?— I am  now  speaking  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; I firmly  believe  that  pleuro-pneumonia 
frequently  arises  in  Ireland  in  some  way  in  which 
we  cannot  possibly  trace  the  source  of  the  con- 
tagion or  infection,  but  then  there  is  one  fact 
greatly  in  favour  of  the  theory  of  those  diseases 
being  almost  invariably  propagated  by  infection 
or  contagion,  and  that  is  that  if  we  look  at  the 
map  we  find  that  the  course  of  the  disease  is 
always  in  the  way  of  the  cattle  traffic. 

. 5350.  So  that,  although  there  may  be  some 
instances  in  whibh  you  cannot  trace  the  contagion, 
you  still  believe  that  it  does  not  arise  from  spon- 
taneous generation? — I think  that  in  the  majority 
of  instances,  if  I were  obliged  to  give  an  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other,  I should  be  obliged  to 
confess  that  tlie  evidence  is  in  favour  decidedly 
of  the  contagious  and  infectious  principle  of  the 
dissemination  of  the  disease. 

5351.  That  is  to  say,  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, foot  and  mouth  disease,  cattle  plague, 
sheep-pox,  and  glanders? — No,  decidedly  not 
danders ; glanders  is  a disease  to  which  I have 
devoted  a vast  deal  of  my  attention  throughout 
my  life,  and  for  one  case  of  glanders  in  Ireland, 
which  is  the  result  of  infection  or  cantagion,  my 
firm  opiuion  is  that  there  are  a thousand  cases  in 
which  it  arises  idiopatliically  from  bad  ventilation 
and  other  ill-treatment.  If  you  put  50  or  100 
horses  down  in  the  hold  of  a sailing  vessel,  and 
from  stress  of  weather  you  are  obliged  to  batten 
the  hold  down,  allowing  but  little  for  ventilation, 
for  three  or  four  weeks,  there  is  not  the  slightest 
doubt  but  that  glanders  and  farcy  will  break  out 
amongst  the  annuals  if  they  survive. 

, 5352.  Can  you  cure  glanders? — Some  cases 
nave  recovered  by  themselves;  but  I know  of 
no  reliable  remedy  for  it-  Glanders  and  farcy 
are  practically  identical : glanders  is  no  other 
than  farcy  inside  the  nose,  but  farcy  is  more  upon 
the  surface,  and  by  giving  the  animal  some  tonics, 
and  burning  well  the  farcy  buttons  or  sores,  the 
disease  may  seem  to  disappear,  but  in  99  cases 
out  of  100  the  disease  comes  back  again,  sooner 
or  later. 

5353.  I gather  that  you  consider  farcy  almost 
as  incurable  as  glanders  ?— Not  quite  so  much  so, 
ecause  it  is  more  localised;  it  is  more  upon  the 
ur  ace ; the  poison  is  exactly  the  same ; you  can 
22®“®  glanders  by  inoculating  with  the  morbid 

0-*  a far°y  button ; and  you  can  produce 


a farcy  button  and  farcy  cords  by  inoculating 
with  the  discharge  from  a slandered  horse’s 
nose. 

5354.  We  have  it  in  evidence,  as  a recommen- 
dation from  one  witness  in  extensive  practice, 
that  all  glandered  horses  should  be  killed  ; would 
you  coincide  with  that  ?— Decidedly  I should, 
because  it  is  a most  dangerous  affection  even  to 
human  beings. 

5355.  Would  you  say  the  same  with  regard  to 
farcy,  too? — I would  not  allow  horses  affected 
with  farcy  to  be  moved ; I would  have  them 
slaughtered  unless  they  were  under  very  extra- 
ordinary restrictions,  unless  there  was  a certainty 
of  their  being  kept  isolated. 

5 356.  I understood  you  to  state  that  yon  do  not 
think  cattle  plague,  sheep-pox,  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  foot  and  mouth  disease  arise  spontaneously  ? 
— I will  not  say  that  none  of  those  diseases 
ever  do  arise  spontaneously,  for  they  must  have 
arisen  some  time  or  other ; but  if  it  is  the  case 
that  they  can  arise  spontaneously,  I am  confident 
that  for  once  they  do  arise  spontaneously  there 
are  thousands  upon  thousands  of  cases  in  which 
the  disease  is  propagated  by  infection  or  conta- 
gion ; and  I look  upon  it  in  this  way,  that  to  deal 
with  these  diseases  in  a practical  way  you  must 
deal  with  them  solely  on  the  principle  that  they 
are  diseases  of  a highly  infectious  and  conta- 
gious character. 

5357.  Now  we  will  refer  to  the  calves  imported 
into  Ireland  ; could  you  give  the  Committee  any 
idea  of  the  number  of  them  ? —I  could  not  at 
this  moment,  for  I did  not  anticipate  being  asked 
the  question,  but.  perhaps  I could  furnish  it  to  the 
Committee.  I do  not  say  that  I could  furnish  it 
for  the  lust  year,  but  some  time  ago  there  was  an 
inquiry  instituted,  and  the  books  of  every  steam 
packet  company,  that  is  to  say,  a copy  of  their 
manifests,  were  looked  over,  and  it  was  found 
that  there  was  a very  extensive  importation  of 
calves  into  Ireland  and  Great  Britain ; but  un- 
fortunately the  Customs  keep  no  account  of  the 
importation  of  animals  into  Ireland ; the  Board 
of  Trade  does  of  the  exportation  from  Ireland,  but 
not  of  animals  imported  into  it,  because  it  appears 
that  although  there  are  two  distinct  kingdoms  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  all  the  vessels  plying 
between  them  come  under  the  designation  of 
coasters;  but  I think  that  will  he  remedied. 
The  Irish  Government  lias  laid  before  the  Board 
of  Trade  the  desirability  of  producing  such  re- 
turns. 

5358.  I suppose  these  little  creatures  undergo 
a very  great  deal  more  of- privation  and  even  of 
suffering,  do  they  not? — They  do  not;  it  is  very 
strange,  hut  the  persons  who  bring  them  to  Ire- 
land are  what  are  called  cattle  dealers,  and  it  is 
a great  desideratum  to  them  to  bring  the  animals 
into  market  in  the  very  best  condition,  looking  as 
well  as  possible ; if  they  are  brought  over  for 
veal,  they  are  in  tolerably  good  condition ; then 
they  are  generally  bull-calves,  but  the  heifer- 
calves,  unless  they  look  comely,  do  not  find 
purchasers  in  the  fairs,  and  they  are  generally 
heifer-calves. 

5359.  Is  there  much  mortality  amongst  those 
English  calves? — They  are  very  liable  on  going 
over  to  Ireland  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  (the 
climate  being  more  damp  than  it  is  here)  to  a 
parasitical  disease  called  “boose;”  I call  it  para- 
sitical bronchitis,  that  is  an  affection  caused  by 
the  presence  of  a number  of  parasitical  worms 
within  the  bronohial  tubes,  which  multiply  to 
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such  an  extent  that  they  actually  choke  the 
animal;  but  it  is  a very  strange  thing  that 
the  pcr-centage  of  mortality  amongst  calves 
coming  from  England  when  turned  out  to  graze 
is  not  nearly  so  large  as  amongst  our  own 
calves.  Our  own  calves,  if  they  have  been  badly 
fed  after  they  have  been  weaned,  if  they  have 
been  purchased  as  yearlings,  or  even  before  they 
were  yearlings,  when  they  are  put  on  very  good 
grass  in  the  spring  time,  are  very  liable  to  what 
I call  apoplectic  congestion ; other  people  call 
it  blood-stroke ; others,  splenetic  apoplexy ; other 
people  call  it  black-leg  or  quarter-evil ; that  dis- 
ease is  very  prevalent  in  our  country. 

5360.  Mr.  Kavanagli.~\  Does  that  arise  from 
bad  feeding  ’—From  bad  feeding  at  first,  and  then 
putting  them  too  suddenly  on  good  feeding  they 
become  so  very  plethoric  that  the  vessels  cannot 
retain  the  blood  while  circulating  through  the 
frame,  so  that  you  have  a kind  of  apoplexy 
caused.  They  sometimes,  when  the  effusion  takes 

lace  within  the  head  on  a certain  part  of  the 

rain,  fall  as  though  they  were  shot.  The  blood 
is  effused  under  the  skin  most  frequently,  particu- 
larly in  the  hind-quarters,  and  sometimes  mortifi- 
cation takes  place,  and  that  is  called  black 
quarter. 

5361.  Mr.  Clare  Read. ~\  I understood  you  to  state 
on  the  last  day  of  your  examination,  that  no  in- 
spection could  prevent  the  introduction  of  disease 
from  abroad  ? — I do  not  think  if  could,  and  I will 
give  you  an  instance  of  it:  supposing  a lot  of 
animals  come  here,  and  that  30  or  40  of  them  are 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  a number  of 
people  would  be  going  about  amongst  those 
cattle,  and  I know  thoroughly  well  from  practical 
experience,  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  can 
be  carried  great  distances  by  the  infected  dirt 
that  may  be,  and  often  is,  picked  up  by  the  cover- 
ing of  persons’  feet,  such  as  their  boots  and 
gaiters. 

5362.  Do  you  approve  of  the  recommendation 
of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  that  all 
store  cattle  corning  from  Ireland  should  have  six 
hour's’  rest  at  the  ports  of  debarkation,  and  be  fed 
and  watered  before  they  proceed  inland  by  rail- 
way ? — 'flie  majority  of  cattle  come  over  so  very 
rapidly  that  I think  that  is  unnecessary ; you 
may  feed  cattle  if  they  are  going  from  Ireland  to 
England ; that  may  be  judicious  certainly  ; it  could 
do  no  harm  to  allow  them  a small  portion  of  hay 
and  a little  water.  If  they  are  fat  cattle,  unless 
you  do  that,  they  might  if  delayed  wasto  too 
much;  but  if  you  allow  them  to  drink  much  water 
before  placing  them  on  board,  particularly  if  it  is 
rough  weal  her,  it  may  have  the  effect  of  giving 
them  what  is  commonly  called  the  scour.  The 
drovers  have  a decided  objection  to  doing  that. 
There  is  one  exportation  yard  at  Dublin,  which 
has  very  capital  lair  age;  I do  not  think  there  are 
better  lairs  in  the  world  than  those  in  the  London 
and  North  Western  yard  in  Dublin  ; they  have 
got  troughs  for  water  and  everything  that  is 
necessary  ; but  the  drovers,  instead  of  allowing 
their  cattle  about  to  be  embarked  to  go  in  and 
drink  water,  will  wait  till  the  last  moment,  and 
then  quickly  drive  the  animals  through  the  yard 
to  the  ship’s  side.  It  is  a regulation  that 
the  Company  will  not  allow  any  cattle  to  be 
shipped  unless  they  come  from  the  yard;  but 
many  of  these  drovers  are  so  afraid  of  causing 
scour  or  hoove  upon  the  voyage,  that  they  drive 
them  as  quickly  as  they  can  through  the  yard  to 
on  board  the  vessels. 


5363.  Would  v'ater  have  the  same  effect  gene- 
rally, if  given  in  moderation  upon  this  site  of 
the  channel  before  the  cattle  are  put  into  trucks? 
— It  would  not,  but  I should  feel  very  strongly 
disposed  to  oppose  the  detention  of  animals  ° I 
should  be  afraid  of  disease  breaking  out  amonust 
them ; supposing  that  150  or  200  cattle  are 
to  be  detained  six  hours,  and  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  at  the  expiration  of  five  hours  makes  its 
appearance  amongst  those  animals,  according  to 
your  Council  Orders,  every  one  of  them  would  be 
obliged  to  be  detained ; you  could  not  move  them 
from  the  port,  and  then  perhaps  the  next  lot  of 
cattle  would  arrive,  and  you  would  have  such  an 
accumulation  of  cattle  that  it  would  cause  great 
inconvenience ; that  is  the  practical  way  I look 
at  it. 

5364.  Do  you  think  that  cattle  should  be  sent 
from  Ireland,  and  come  to  Norwich  without 
being  fed  or  watered  all  (he  way  ? — I think  it 
would  be  desirable  to  have  them  fed  if  it  could  be 
possibly  arranged  some  time  previously  to  em- 
barkation; but  the  majority  of  the  cattle  that 
come  over  from  Ireland  are  the  property  of  the 
cattle  droverg,  men  of  great  experience,  and  they 
will  do  nothing  which  they  fancy  would  deterio- 
rate the  value  of  their  cattle  or  risk  their  health 
if  they  cun  possibly  avoid  it,  and  it  is  their  opinion 
that  the  watering  and  feeding  of  cattle  immedi- 
ately previously  to  their  embarkation  is  decidedly 
running  a risk  of  their  getting  ill  upon  the  voyage, 
and  as  far  as  regards  my  experience  and  observa- 
tion I certainly  confirm  their  views. 

5365.  That  does  not  affect  railway  travelling?. 
— No;  but  upon  the  railroads  in  Ireland  the  dis- 
tances travelled  by  the  animals  are  generally  very 
short,  they  arc  not  like  the  immense  distances 
that  you  have  here  in  England,  such  as  from 
Scotland,  we  will  say,  to  London. 

5366.  But  it  is  a good  long  journev  from 
Holyhead  to  Norwich, is  it  not? — Yes;  I think 
it  is  decidedly  desirable  that  the  animals  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  being  fed,  if  possible, 
without  delay. 

5367.  Even  if  the  drovers  thought  otherwise? 
— The  drovers  when  they  once  get  their  cattle 
this  side  know  that  in  the  course  of  the  24  hours 
which  they  will  have  before  them,  or  48  hours 
as  the  case  may  be,  there  will  not  be  much  dimi- 
nution in  weight,  and  the  drover  as  a general 
rule  will  not  consent  to  any  action  that  will  in- 
volve him  in  any  expense ; they  do  not  like  the 
expense,  they  have  got  every  opportunity  in  the 
London  and  North  W cstern  Company’s  yard  in 
Dublin  of  feeding  the  cattle  and  watering  them, 
but  they  will  not  take  advantage  of  it  _ 

5368.  That  is  on  your  side? — Yes,  that  is  only 

the  London  and  North  Western  Company  s 
yard;  as  to  the  City  of  Dublin,  that  is  as  bad  as 
it  could  be,  but  I believe  they  are  going  to  make 
a very  good  cattle  yard  there.  , 

5369.  Our  idea  was,  that  after  they  were  landed 
from  the  steamers  and  were  put  into  the  railway 
lairs,  they  should  be  fed  and  watered  there  before 
they  were  trucked  and  sent  inland,  we  will  say 
at  Liverpool  or  Holyhead? — I do  not  see  any, 
objection  to  that,  if  their  owners  consent  0 
it,  and  there  is  proper  accommodation. 

5370.  You  do  not  see  much  in  favour  of  iy-- 

I tell  you  candidly  I think  the  principle  would  be 
humane.  . . 

5371.  The  great  interest  of  cattle  jobbers  is 
get  as  much  as  they  can  out  of  them,  and  they 
not  care  very  much  as  to  the  after  consequen  ^ 
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so  long  as  they  do  not  affect  them  during  the  tening  purposes,  the  amount  of  its  deterioration  Professor 
time  they  have  the  cattle  ? — They  do  not  care  ; will  depend  upon  the  effects  of  feeding  upon  it  Ferguson . 

cattle  drovers,  whether  English  or  Irish,  have  just  Some  of  them,  although  one  of  the  lungs  

about  as  much  humanity  about  them  as  there  is  may  have  been  partially  destroyed,  or  one  5 1^V3* 

about  slave  dealers.  lung  may  be  entirely  destroyed,  will  recover 

5372.  Mr.  Barclay.']  What  is  the  usual  per-  rapidly,  or  at  least  regain  flesh,  and  become  very 
centage  of  mortality  amongst  animals  which  have  fat ; but  recoveries  are  so  very  exceptional  in  the 
been  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — The  per-  case  of  downright  real  epizootic  pleuro-pneumonia, 
centage  of  cattle  which  died,  as  compared  with  that  I do  not  think  that  it  is  worth  much  consi- 
the  total  number  of  cattle  attacked  with  pleuro-  deration. 

pneumonia,  is  59-05.  5382.  You  have  told  us  that  the  number  of 

5373.  Nearly  60  per  cent.? — Yes,  that  is  recoveries  was  40  per  cent.,  that  is  to  say,  the 

according  to  the  returns  at  my  disposal.  mortality  was  60  per  cent. ; from  which  it  results 

5374.  Do  you  think  that  is  about  the  correct  that  the  recoveries  are  40  per  cent.  ? — Yes  ; but 

per-centage? — I should  fancy  so;  upon  this  prin-  I am  very  strongly  of  opinion  that  a great  num- 
ciple  I should  fancy  it  was  a very  good  average,  her  of  the  cases  that  have  been  reported  as  re- 
because  this  return  is  obtained  from  reports  re-  coveries from  pleuro-pneumonia  had  not  been  cases 
lating  to  all  cattle  on  infected  farms.  The  of  pleuro-pneumonia  at  all.  If  pleuro-pneumonia 
disease  is  reported  in  the  first  instance,  the  breaks  out  upon  a farm,  and  an  animal  becomes 
stock  upon  the  farm  is  taken  and  the  number  of  ill,  with  difficulty  of  respiration,  and  all  thediffer- 
animals  which  are  affected,  and  the  number  of  ent  symptoms  common  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  and 
animals  which  have  not  been  affected ; and  then  that  animal  is  slaughtered  or  dies,  and  on  being 
every  week  the  number  is  checked  over,  and  as  opened  the  lungs  are  found  in  that  state  which 
every  fresh  case  occurs  the  farmers  must  give  unmistakably  indicates  pleuro-pneumonia,  all  the 
notice  of  it  at  the  police  station.  other  animals  on  that  farm  which  become  affected 

5375.  Have  you  any  return  showing  the  per-  with  difficulty  of  breathing,  or  even  hoove,  are 
centage  of  the  animals  attacked  or  not  attacked  very  likely  to  be  reported  as  cases  of  pleuro- 
in  a herd  where  pleuro-pneumonia  has  appeared  ? pneumonia  when  they  are  not  so. 

—The  per-centage  of  cattle  affected  with  pleuro-  5383.  Then  I presume  you  are  not  prepared 
pneumonia  as  compared  with  the  total  number  of  to  dispute  the  statement  which  has  been  given  in 
cattle  on  infected  farms  is  given  as  16-12.  evidence  here  that  the  mortality  of  really  con- 

5376.  Only  16  per  cent,  of  the  whole  animals  tagious  pleuro-pneumonia  is  80  per  cent.  ? — My 
on  a farm  were  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  ? private  opinion  is  this,  that  if  the  mortality  con- 
—I  should  not  say  that  it  is  fully  as  much  as  that ; sequent  upon  pleuro-pneumonia  is  not  quite  80 
pleuro-pneumonia  is  nothing  like  so  rapidly  per  cent.,  it  is  not  very  far  from  it. 

spreading  a disease  as  the  foot  and  mouth  dis-  5384.  Of  course  an  animal  when  it  is  labouring 
temper,  although  so  much  more  fatal.  under  pleuro-pneumonia  in  any  case  will  lose 

5377.  Assuming  that  pleuro-pneumonia  appears  considerably? — Yes,  because  they  cease  to  eat 
upon  a farm,  upon  the  average  16  per  cent,  of  the  and  to  ruminate. 

animals  upon  that  farm  become  affected  before  5385.  And  those  few  animals  which  do  recover 
the  disease  disappears  from  that  farm  ? — Yes,  un-  would  be  deteriorated  in  value  after  they  came 
less  great  precautions  are  taken  to  isolate.  out  of  the  disease  as  compared  with  what  they 

5378.  Strictly  speaking,  is  contagious  pleuro-  were  when  they  were  attacked  ? — Yes,  and 

pneumonia  curable  ? — As  yet,  although  it  is  not  would  remain  so  for  a considerable  time, 
invariably  fatal,  I am  not  aware  of  any  mode  of  5386.  That  consequently  reduces  the  animal 
attempted  curative  treatment  which  can  be  relied  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  if  you  are  going 
upon.  treat  it,  to  a very  small  value  compared  with  its 

5379.  But  assuming  that  an  animal  gets  well  value  at  the  time  of  attack  ? — Yes. 

again,  does  it  ever  get  thoroughly  cured,  and  5387.  Do  I understand  your  view  to  be  that 
free  from  the  effects  of  the  disease? — I feel  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease 
thoroughly  confident  that  when  any  animal  has  were  both  originally  imported  into  Ireland  ?— I 
ever  had  an  attack  of  pleuro-pneumonia  such  as  can  get  no  evidence  of  their  being  imported,  for 
you  allude  to,  no  matter  how  seemingly  perfect  both  diseases  appeared  in  Ireland  previous  to  the 
may  have  been  his  recovery,  no  matter  in  what  restrictions  being  taken  off  the  importation  of 
good  condition  he  is  on  being  slaughtered,  if  the  cattle  into  Ireland.  Many  people  state  that 
contents  of  the  chest  (what  the  butchers  call  the  pleuro-pneumonia  came  into  Ireland  in  1840,  but 
lights)  are  examined,  you  will  invariably  be  able  I cannot  find  any  importation  of  cattle  at  that 
to  find  that  the  animal  has  been  diseased.  date  upon  looking  into  the  manifests,  and  from 

5380. _  Can  you  state  with  confidence  any  pre-  inquiries  with  regard  to  the  importation  of  cattle 
cise  period  at  which  an  animal  will  cease  to  give  into  Ireland  at  the  time. 

off  contagious  or  infectious  matter  ? — I could  not,  5388.  Foot  and  mouth  disease,  at  least,  might 
neither  could  I venture  to  give  an  opinion  relative  have  been  imported  without  importing  any  cattle  ? 
to  the  length  of  time  which  the  disease  occupies  — It  might,  and  I think  probably  that  is  the  , 
m incubation  after  being  contracted  by  an  reason  why,  in  1840,  foot  and  mouth  disease  ap- 
animal.  peared  in  Ireland. 

5381.  Taking  an  animal  which  had  suffered  5389.  And  pleuro-pneumonia  at  the  same  time  ? 
trom  pleuro-pneumonia  and  recovered  apparently,  — I think  so  ; it  is  generally  thought  not  to  have 
to  what  extent  would  you  say  it  had  become  appeared  until  1841,  and  they  say  that  it  appeard 
deteriorated  by  disease,  as  compared  with  what  it  at  vf  aterford  and  Cork,  . but  I saw  some  cases 
was  before  it  was  attacked  ?— It  all  depends  upon  of  it,  I think,  about  1840.  I saw.  some  lungs  of 
what  purpose  you  want  the  animal  for ; if  you  cattle  affected  with  the  disease  which  were  shown 
want  the  animal  for  stock  purposes,  for  breeding,  me  as  a curiosity  at  a knacker’s  yard. 

. j 0ljld  say  that  it  had  deteriorated  very  con-  5390.  There  is  no  report  of  these  diseases 
siderably ; if  you  want  an  animal  merely  for  fat-  having  prevailed  in  Ireland  before  1840  ? — No. 

0.58.  E E 4 5391.  After 
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Professor  5391.  After  that  date  the  disease  spread  rapidly 
Ferguson,  in  Ireland,  did  it  not  ? — Very  rapidly  ; it  was  in 
— — 1842  that  the  disease  was  very  bad  in  Ireland. 

5 May  1873.  In  fact  I saw  so  many  cases  of  pleuro-pneuinonia 
occurring  in  animals  that  were  perfectly  isolated, 
that  when  in  1842  I wrote  a pamphlet  first  upon 
the  disease,  I was  under  the  impression  that  it  was 
not  infectious  or  contagious,  but  in  the  course 
of  the  10  or  12  months  following  I had  amide  evi- 
dence that  it  was  so. 

5392.  Practically,  looking  to  this  disease  you 
think  it  ought  to  he  treated  as  entirely  contagious 
or  infectious,  that  it  does  not  originate,  as  I might 
say  in  Ireland  at  the  present  day? — Yes,  de- 
cidedly ; the  only  way  of  dealing  with  the  disease 
is  to  treat  it  as  highly  infectious  and  contagious, 
and  to  set  aside  all  other  idea  as  to  its  being 
generated  otherwise,  even  supposing  it  can  be  so. 

5393.  I gather  from  your  evidence  of  the  last 
day,  that  you  do  not  seem  to  place  much  reliance 
upon  the  inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation 
in  Ireland  of  cattle  coming  from  Ireland  into  this 
country? — I do  not;  if  there  is  inspection,  I 
think  the  safest  way  would  be  to  have  it  upon 
this  side,  as  I have  seen  so  many  cattle  embarked 
apparently  in  a thoroughly  healthy  state,  and 
which  I had  no  reason  to  believe  were  in  anything 
but  a thoroughly  healthy  state  when  they  left  the 
farm  of  their  owner,  and  when  they  arrived  at 
Liverpool,  if  not  upon  their  debarkation,  at  all 
events  very  shortly  afterwards,  they  were  found 
to  be  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

5394.  Have  you  altered  your  opinion  upon 
that  point  since  1869  ?— 1 always  considered  foot 
and  mouth  disease  to  be  highly  infectious,  and 
contagious  disease,  and  the  most  highly  infectious 
and  contagious  disease  that  I have  ever  met 
with. 

5395.  I am  speaking  now  of  inspection  at  the 
port  of  embarkation ; you  do  not  think  that  it  is 
of  very  much  value? — I was  very  much  in  favour 
of  it,  and  the  reason  I was  in  favour  of  it  was 
this,  that  it  had  such  a salutory  effect  on  the 
health  of  the  herds  in  Ireland  in  a very  short 
time  after  the  inspection  of  Irish  cattle  about 
being  exported  to  England,  took  place  at  the 
ports  of  embarkation  in  Ireland,  when  no  animal 
was  allowed  to  leave  Ireland  without  a certificate 
given  by  the  inspector  that  he  had  examined  if, 
and  thatit  was  free  from  disease;  shortly  afterwards 
I found  the  disease  (although  I had  110  statistics 
of  it)  diminish  very  much  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  disease  continued  to  diminish  as  long  as  this 
inspection  was  continued ; but  when  the  inspection 
was  discontinued,  I found  that  in  a very  short  time 
there  was  an  increase  of  disease ; I have  no  statis- 
tics, no  official  information  of  it,  but  from  my 
position  I came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
an  increase  of  disease,  and  I was  confirmed  in 
that  opinion  by  the  fact,  that  the  years  1867  and 

1868, wehadadiminutionof  animals  in  the  country ; 
and  it.  was  a strange  thing  that  in  1867,  1868,  and 

1869,  those  years  in  which  there  were  no  re- 
strictions at  all,  we  found  the  number  of  cattle 
diminish ; but  particularly  in  1867  and  in  1868, 
the  cattle  diminished  fjpm  3,746,157  in  1866,  to 
3,707,803  in  1867.  In  1868,  with  an  increase  of 
disease  and  no  restriction  being  imposed,  you 
have  a still  further  diminution  according  to  the 
Registrar  General’s  return  of  the  cattle  in  the 
country  to  3,646,796  cattle ; notwithstanding 
that  those  two  years  there  was  a diminution  of 
the  exportation.  Then  comes  the  year  1869,  when 
we  commenced  to  look  about  us,  and  impose 


whatever  few  restrictions  there  were  imposed- 
it  was  in  the  latter  end  of  1869  that  we  brouakt 
out  the  foot  and  mouth  distemper  order,  and"au 
order  relative  to  pleuro-pneumouia,  and,  as  the 
result  of  that,  we  have  in  1 869  the  cattle  popula- 
tion of  the  country  jumping  up  to  3,733  675 
and  from  that  day  to  this  it  has  been  increasing 
until  last  year  it  was  4,057,153. 

5396.  So  far  as  your  answer  bears  upon  mv 
question,  arc  not  the  reasons  and.  facts  which  you 
have  been  stating,  strong  arguments  in  favour  of 
inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation  ?— That 
inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation  would  be 
advantageous  as  far  as  diminishing  the  risk  of 
cattle  being  sent  diseased  or  infectious  from  Ire- 
land to  Great  Britain,  there  cannot  be  the 
slightest  doubt ; but  I should  prefer  the  exami- 
nation, or  the  inspection,  to  take  place  at  this  side 
instead  of  the  other,  because  you  may  have  animals 
thoroughly  sound,  to  all  appearance,  at  the  port  of 
embarkation,  and  on  their  arrival  at  tliis  side  you 
may  find  them  decidedly  diseased;  and,  further 
than  that,  I have  no  reason  to  believe  that  they 
catch  the  disease  on  board  the  vessel ; I am 
speaking  now  of  vessels  coming  to  the  port  of 
Dublin  which  have  always  been  kept  iu  a cleanly 
state. 

5397.  But  from  the  fact  of  all  those  cattle 
being  crowded  on  board  ship,  would  not  a great 
deal  of  mischief  have  been  done  before  they  came 
to  this  side? — Yes;  but  I think  very  few  cattle 
discoverably  or  recognisably  diseased  are  ex- 
ported from  Ireland ; that  you  have  received 
cattle  frequently  from  Ireland  which  were 
diseased  upon  disembarkation,  I cannot  doubt 
from  the  Report  you  have  received  from  Dr. 
Williams ; but  all  I can  say  is  this,  that  the 
animals,  in  my  opinion,  have  not  been  in  a 
diseased  state  when  they  left  Ireland.  I had  one 
man  for  about  three  months  at  a couple  of  ports; 
I had  him  first  at  Cork  and  also  at  Dublin,  and 
we  have  not  detected  disease  in  a single  case 
attempted  to  be  embarked  at  Dublin,  although 
some  suspicious  ones  at  Cork,  but  not  such  as 
would  justify  prosecutions,  .although  the  animals 
were  turned  back  ; but  from  Dr.  Williams’  Report 
I believe  that  some  cattle  have  been  landed  in  a 
diseased  state  in  this  country,  although  seemingly 
sound  when  embarked.  What  inspection  previous 
to  embarkation  could  prevent  such  an  occur- 
rence ? 

5398.  Have  you  had  complaints  from  this  side 
since  these  inspectors  were  put  on  to  whom  you 
refer? — No,  not  that  I am  aware  of,  but  I have 
occasionally  had  complaints  from  this  side  that 
animals  were  diseased  when  they  came  over. 

5399.  That  is  since  you  employed  these  in- 
spectors you  speak  of? — Yes ; I had  one  inspector, 
a most  practical,  painstaking  man,  at  the  port  ol 
Cork,  working  hard,  and  notwithstanding  that 
there  were  a number  of  pigs,  which  he  certainly 
states  he  examined,  found  to  be  diseased  upon 
their  arrival  at  Bristol. 

5400.  In  1869  you  made  a Report  to  the  Scot- 
tish Chamber  of  Agriculture,  did  you  not  ?— 1 

did. 

5401.  In  that  Report  you  made  a statement 
which  I understood,  and  which  was  generally 
understood,  to  be  strongly  in  favour  of  inspection 
at  the  port  of  embarkation  ; I will  read  the  state- 
ment you  made  then,  and  sec  whether  you  adhere 
to  it  still  after  further  experience ; you  say,  'ckor 
many  years  the  general  practice  in  Ireland  has 
been  to  sell  the  affected  animals  as  soon  as  they 

are 
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are  observed  to  have  the  disease  ” ? — That  is  the 
case. 

5402.  “ For  the  purpose  of  sale  they  were,  be- 
fore itwas  prohibited,  frequently  travelled  through 
Ireland  in  railway  trucks,  and  to  Great  Britain 
in  steam  vessels.  Their  exportation  to  Great 
Britain  was,  however,  prohibited  in  June  I8G6 
. by  a Council  Order,  which  required  that  each 
head  of  cattle  should,  before  embarkation,  be 
examined  by  a Government  inspector,  and,  on 
embarkation,  be  accompanied  with  a certificate 
from  the  inspector  that,  as  far  as  lie  could  ascer- 
tain, the  annual  was  perfectly  free  from  disease 
(not  merely  from  cattle  plague  but  from  any  dis- 
ease whatsoever).  Although  the  Council  Order 
alluded  to,  and  others  subsequently  passed,  pro- 
hibited the  exportation  of  cattle  affected  with  any 
kind  ot  disease  whatsoever  to  Great  Britain,  they 
did  not,  except  in  cases  of  cattle  plague,  illegalise 
the  movement  of  diseased  cattle  throughout  Ire- 
land, either  by  high  road,  by  railroad,  or  in  auy 
other  way,  or  their  exposure  in  public  fairs  or 
markets;  notwithstanding  which,  in  a few  months 
there  was  a very  perceptible  diminution  of  lung 
distemper  in  Ireland,  and  before  the  expiration 
of  18  months,  as  far  as  could  be  ascertained,  the 
total  disappearance  of  foot  and  mouth  distemper. 
This  may  be  accounted  for  by  infectiously  dis- 
eased cattle  being  no  longer  travelled  throughout 
the  different  parts  of  the  country  to  the  various 
seaports  for  embarkation  to  Great  Britain,  thus 
spreading  infection  along  their  routes.  As  long 
as  the  exportation  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain 
of  diseased  cattle  was  prohibited,  the  owners  of 
such  animals,  having  no  profitable  object  in 
travelling  them  long  distances,  sold  them  for 
slaughter  to  the  nearest  purchasers  they  could 
find.  The  Council  Orders  requiring  certificates 
of  health  to  accompany  all  cattle  exported  from 
Ireland  to  Great  Britain  remained  in  force  until 
the  commencement  of  the  present  year  (1868), 
when  they  were  revoked.  From  the  first  of  them 
being  passed  up  to  their  revocation,  a period  of 
upwards  of  18  months,  according  to  the  official 
reports  received,  the  monthly  diminution  of  lung 
distemper  in  Ireland  was  most  marked;  but 
shortly  after  the  restrictions  relative  to  cattle 
exportation  to  Great  Britain  were  removed, 
pleuropneumonia  commenced  suddenly  to  extend 
its  ravages  in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  and  continued 
to  increase  so  rapidly  that  the  Government  in 
Ireland  deemed  it  necessary  to  pass  a Council 
Order  imposing  restrictions  relative  to  the  move- 
ment of  diseased  live  stock  in  Ireland,  and  pro- 
hibiting both  their  exportation  to  Great  Britain 
^ their  importation  into  Ireland.  Although 
the  Order  is  very  frequently  evaded,  from  inspec- 
tion, portal  and  otherwise,  having  been  discon- 
tinued since  last  January,  excepting  in  very 
occasionally  reported  cases  of  suspected  cattle 
plague,  and  little  more  than  six  months  have 
elapsed  since  the  imposition  of  the  restrictions, 
there  is  already  a recognisable  diminution  in  tbe 
extent  to  which  pleuro-pneumonia  exists  in  Ire- 
land, when  compared  with  the  progress  that 
malady  had  made  in  the  country  in  the  short 
space  of  less  than  tbe  first  three  months  of  thi6 
year,  the  interval  between  the  taking  off  all  re- 
strictions and  the  imposing  of  the  subjoined  ones. 
f,or  S0Ejie  "weeks  previously  to.  the  revocation  of 
e prohibition  against  tbe  exportation  of  diseased 
nf+i  nany  j°kbers  and  dealers,  in  anticipation 
tne  Council  Order  being  revoked,  purchased 
0°58  °Ut  ^re*an<^  infected  cattle  able  to 


travel  they  could,  at  extremely  low  prices,  col- 
lected them  in  different  batches,  and  had  them 
ready  for  exportation  to  Great  Britain  on  the 
export  restrictions  being  revoked.  With  such 
animals  there  was  an  introduction  of  lung  dis- 
temper into  England,  Wales,  and  Scotland,  on  a 
most  extensive  scale.  Fortunately,  the  majority 
of  the  beasts,  although  not,  fat,  were  sold  for 
slaughter.  The  lowness  of  the  prices  for  which 
they  were  of  Cored  commanded  a ready  sale.”  Do 
you  adhere  to  the  opinions  there  expressed  ? — 
Yes,  I adhere  to  them. 

5403.  And  to  the  statements  made  there  with 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  diseased  cattle  in  Ire- 
land for  the  purpose  of  being  shipped  to  this 
country  ? — That  was  done,  but  it  can  no  longer 
be  done  ; things  are  very  different  at  present  in 
Ireland,  and  have  been  for  a long  time,  from 
what  they  were  when  I wrote  that.  Now  the 
movement  of  diseased  cattle  is  prohibited.  In 
the  first  place,  no  living  animals  affected  with 
the  foot  and  mouth  distemper,  according  to 
the  Irish  Council  Order,  can  be  moved  from  any 
farm,  lands,  premises,  or  place,  at  all,  in  which 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  exists ; and  in  the 
case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  no  animal  affected 
with  the  disease  can  be  removed,  except  for  im- 
mediate slaughter  under  a license. 

5404.  Chairman .1  1'n  your  previous  answer, 
you  said  that  no  living  animal  can  be  moved 
from  any  farm,  lands,  premises,  or  place,  at  all; 
in  which  there  is  disease;  that  applied  to  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — No  living  animal  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  can  be  removed,  ex- 
cept under  very  extraordinary  circumstances, 
and  no  animal  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
can  under  that  Council  Order  he  removed,  ex- 
cept with  a license  for  immediate  slaughter. 

5405.  Mr.  Barclay .]  Do  you  think  that  practi- 
cally the  order  is  carried  into  effect,  to  as  great 
an  extent  as  in  the  nature  of  the  circumstances 
could  be  expected  ? — I think  it  is  carried  out  to 
a most  extraordinary  extent,  taking  everything 
into  consideration,  because  I have  a return  here 
of  the  number  of  animals  which  were  reported  by 
the  owners  themselves,  and  there  is  not  the 
slightest,  doubt  but  that,  as  a result  of  Council 
Orders  being  so  much  obeyed,  pleuro-pueumonia 
has  diminished  most  considerably. 

5406.  Do  you  think,  upon  the  whole,  that  this 
Order  in  Council  is  carried  out  by  the  police  as 
effectively  as  you  could  reasonably  expect  ? — As 
effectively  as  you  could  expect;  I think  it  is 
fairly  carried  out. 

5407.  Chairman. \ As  regards  both  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia,  no  animal 
affected  with  either  disease  can  be  moved,  except 
for  immediate  slaughter;  is  not  that  so? — Pre- 
cisely ; but  if  the  animal  be  absolutely  affected 
with  the  disease  called  foot  and  mouth  disease,  it 
cannot  be  moved,  unless  it  shall  have  been  pre- 
viously slaughtered.  Order  No.  13  says,  that 
“ No  animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease, or  the  aphthous  disease,  shall  be  moved 
alive  from  any  lands,  premises,  or  place  which 
are  so  affected;  ” and  then  it  goe3  on  to  show  that 
no  animal  which  has  been  herded  with  diseased 
animals  shall  be  so  moved,  except  with  a li- 
cense. 

5408.  Mr.  Barclay.']  ITow  do  you  account  for 
so  much  foot  and  mouth  disease  appearing  at 
these  fairs  and  markets  last  year,  if  the  police 
discharged  their  duties  reasonably  well  ? — I do 
not  attempt  to  account  for  it  at  all,  but  the  foot 
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and  mouth  distemper  certainly  was  much  more 
severe.  I presume  you  are  alluding  to  about 
the  period  of  September  and  October,  about 
the  time  of  Ballinasloe  Fair,  for  in  August 
and  September  foot  and  mouth  disease  became 
very  virulent. 

5409.  Were  there  many  prosecutions  at  that 
time  under  the  Act  for  offences  against  that  Order 
in  Council  ? — A good  number  ; but  none  m con- 
nection with  the  Ballinasloe  fair  excepting-  one, 
and  that  was  the  case  of  a magistrate  who  had  a 
lot  of  animals  moved,  and  he  persisted  in  it,  and  I 
think  he  was  fined  10Z.  by  his  brother  magis- 

5410.  Do  you  think  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  carry  out  the  Order  in  Council  so  effec- 
tively that  no  visible  foot  and  mouth  disease 
could  have  appeared  at  those  fairs  last  year  . I 
do  not  believe  so  ; I must  tell  you  that  I was  not 
at  the  fair  myself,  but  as  the  result  of  very  care- 
ful inquiry,  through  the  medium  of  the  consta- 
bulary and  through  the  medium  of  other  persons, 

I ascertained  that  there  wereno  animals  discovered 
that  were  sent  from  their  owners’  farms,  or  places, 
or  byres,  to  the  Ballinasloe  fair,  which  were 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  when  they 
left  home. 

5411.  Even  although  they  were  only  a dozen 
miles  off  ?— -Even  although  they  were  only  a dozen 
miles  off;  there  is  one  lot  which  was  alluded  to 
in  the  Honourable  Mr.  Moysten’s  Report;  those 
animals  were  seen  on  the  evening  previous  to  the 
fair  in  a field  or  paddock  nearly  adjoining ; they 
were  partly  purchased;  they  were  apparently 
sound  then,  and  on  the  following  morning  in  the 
fair  they  were  decidedly  diseased. 

5412.  Are  you  in  favour  of  giving  veterinary 
inspectors  power  of  entry  into  private  premises  ? 
— They  have  it  with  us,  but  they  are  obliged,  if 
it  is  required,  to  give  in  writing  their  reason  for 
making  use  of  that  power. 

5413.  I am  asking  you  whether  you  arc  iu 
favour  of  inspectors  having  that  power? — I am; 
if  I was  not  in  favour  of  it,  it  would  not  have 
been  in  the  Council  Order. 

5414.  In  the  Report  to  which  I have  already 
alluded,  there  occurs  this  sentence,  “ Although 
it  would  be  desirable  to  render  it  obligatory  for 
the  proprietors  of  diseased  animals,  irrespective 
of  the  nature  of  the  malady,  to  give  notice  to  the 
police  of  the  locality  of  the  animals  having  be- 
come diseased,  I do  not  think  it  desirable  that 
publicity  should  be  given  to  the  fact  of  there  being 
disease  on  their  farms  or  premises,  nor  that  the 
appointed  inspectors  should  have  it  at  their  own 
discretion,  without  being  authorised  specially  in 
each  and  every  instance  by  a responsible  autho- 
rity to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  private  pro- 
perty. The  power  of  veterinary  inspectors  being 
uncontrolled  would  very  likely  lead,  too  fre- 
quently, to  its  reprehensible  abuse ;”  that  is 
written  about  the  end  of  1868  ?— I do  not  think 
there  ever  was  an  inspector  in  Ireland,  although 
the  power  was  retained  for  him,  who  entered  a 
man’s  premises  without  having  proper  reasons 
for  doing  so ; but  when  the  constabulary  had 
not  _ the  power  to  enter,  I found  that  persons 
denied  the  existence  of  the  disease,  particularly 
in  the  towns  and  in  the  Dublin  dairies.  If  I 
found  that  an  inspector  who  was  sent  down  from 
the  Department  was  detected  prying  and  going 
unnecessarily  to  any  place,  I should  not  have  the 
slightest  hesitation,  not  only  in  admonishing  him, 
but  if  he  were  guilty  of  it  again,  in  dismissing 


him;  you  will  observe  that,  according  to  the 
Council  Order,  the  inspector  or  constable  who 
enters  a place  is  bound  to  give  in  writing  the 
reasons  for  his  having  done  so,  and  he  mustsliow 
that  he  has  reason  for  thinking  that  there  is 
disease  at  the  place. 

5415.  You  are  not  disposed  then,  apparently 
to  put  very  great  confidence  in  the  inspectors?-! 
I think  they  are  a necessity,  but  I should  never 
allow  an  inspector  to  go  about  the  country  inter- 
fering and  walking  into  a man’s  farm,  and  intrud- 
ing, unless  lie  had  a reasonable  idea,  or  unless  the 
police  said,  we  have  reason  to  believe  upon  en- 
quiry, or  that  such  and  such  a person  reports  to 
us,  that  there  is  disease  in  such  a place,  and  ye 
have  gone  there  and  the  symptoms  are  something 
like  those  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  or  pleura! 
pneumonia,  but  the  existence  of  the  disease  is 
denied  by  the  proprietor  ; then,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, I say  let  them  have  the  assitance  of 
a veterinary  inspector,  but  I have  never  allowed 
the  veterinary  inspector  to  intrude  or  go  into  a 
place,  unless  it  was  by  reason  of  being  called  in 
by  the  police. 

5416.  You  would  not  bo  disposed  to  employ 
inspectors  for  the  discovery  of  the  disease,  as  has 
been  suggested  in  England? — I would  not  be 
so  disposed. 

5417.  Would  you  be  in  favour  of  the  disease 
being  kept  private,  as  suggested  iu  this  report, 
where  you  say  that  publicity  should  not  be  given 
to  it? — I should  feel  confident  that  a great  num- 
ber of  persons,  if  their  names  were  to  he  pub- 
lished m the  papers,  and  the  names  of  their 
farms,  and  everything  of  that  sort,  would  object 
very  strongly  to  reporting  any  case. 

5418.  Some  of  the  witnesses  have  suggested 
hero  that  it  ought  to  be  imperative  that  a farmer 
who  lias  got  one  of  these  contagious  diseases 
upon  his  farm  should  send  notice  of  it  to  his 
neighbours ; would  you  agree  to  that  suggestion? 
— 1 would  not  recommend  such  a course. 

6419.  Chairman.']  Do  you  think  that  farmers 
would  obey  such  an  order  if  it  weromade?-I 
think  they  arc  not  such  fools. 

5420.  Mr.  Barclay.']  How  would  it  be  foolish 

to  do  it  ? — I think  it  would  act  exceedingly  in- 
juriously upon  the  farmers.  Suppose  a farmer, 
who  is  a very  largo  stockholder,  had  one  animal 
affected  with  pleuro-pncumonia,  and  lie  were  to 
send  to  his  neighbours  to  tell  them  of  it,  aud 
those  neighbours  were  malicious,  if  they  were  to 
go  to  the  different  fairs  and  say,  This  mans 
animals  arc  affected  with  pleuro-pneumoma,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  work  well.  It  would  nave 
an  injurious  effect  upon  the  farmer ; I think  it  s 
a thing  which  should  be  kept  as  quiet  as  possible, 
and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I do  not  pub- 
lish reports  frequently.  , 

5421.  There  are  many  cases  in  winch  me 
cattle  of  neighbours  come  in  contact ; woul 
not  be  a prudent  thing  for  a farmer  to  keep 
cattle  separate  from  those  of  a farmer  among 
whose  cattle  the  disease  existed  ?— -The  farm 
are  advised  to  keep  their  cattle  from  the  ten  > 
and  I tell  you  one  reason  why  I do  not  0 0 
a farmer  to  send  word  to  his  neighbours,  na  h 
that  if  there  are  cattle  on  the  adjoining  land* 
they  come  near  each  other,  the  consta  J 
give  the  man  of  the  adjoining  land  n°^c  j. 
advise  him  to  keep  his  cattle  away. 

ujoon  the  cattle  being  separated  as  much  P 

5422.  Then  we  come  to  this,  tint,  practical^ 
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the  police  come  to  the  neighbours  of  a farmer 
ivho  has  diseased  cattle,  and  warn  them  to  keep 
their  cattle  separate  ? — Yes,  in  certain  cases ; 
but  it  would  be  out  of  the  question  for  a man  to 
have  his  farm  under  restrictions  without  his 
neighbours  knowing  it.  A man  might  hide  the 
disease,  perhaps,  for  some  time,  but  he  could 
not  hide  the  fact  of  the  farm  being  under  re- 
strictions. 

5423.  Then  the  neighbours,  according  to  the 
existing  regulations,  do  know  the  fact,  and  they 
may  spread  it  in  the  market,  if  they  think  proper  ? 
—That  may  be  the  case,  but  people  frequently 
prefer  trusting  the  police  instead  of  their  neigh- 
bours in  such  cases. 

5424.  Chairman. ] They  know  the  fact,  pro- 
dded the  police  know  of  the  existence  of  the 
disease? — Yes,  I am  speaking  of  that. 

5425.  But  the  neighbours  know  nothing-  of  the 
disease  if  the  owner  of  tlie  cattle  has  succeeded 
in  keeping  it  from  tlie  knowledge  of  the  police  ? 
—They  may  know  it  or  not,  but  very  frequently, 
as  far  as  regards  the  cattle,  the  people  in  Ireland 
are  very  much  afraid  of  each  other,  and  I think 
one  of  the  reasons  why  reports  are  so  very  regular 
in  coming  in  is,  that  a man  is  afraid  of  being  in- 
formed against  by  his  neighbours. 

5426.  Mi-.  Barclay.']  1 was  assuming  that  the 
disease  had  been  discovered,  and  I wished  to  know 
what  extent  of  publicity  you  would  give  to  the 
existence  of  disease  upon  a farm  ; now,  as  I under- 
stand, the  police  warn  a neighbour  of  the  exist- 
ence of  disease  upon  a farm  ? — If  they  deem  it 
necessary,  if  there  is  a common  pathway,  or  a com- 
mon byre,  or  a common  road  through,  then  they 
give  warning,  hut,  as  a general  rule,  I do  not 
know  an  instance  of  a farm  or  a place  being  put 
under  restrictions,  or  any  part  of  it,  which  is  not 
immediately  known  to  the  neighbours.  As  a 
matter  of  course  it  is  ncccssarv  to  know  that  the 
disease  is  there  before  it  is  put  under  restrictions. 

5427.  I understand  now  that  you  do  not  ap- 
prove of  the  disease  upon  a farm  being  advertised 
in  the  newspapers? — I do  not.;  certainly  not. 

5428.  How  would  you  propose  to  deal  with 
pleuro-pneumonia,  with  a view  to  its  being  ex- 
tirpated in  the  country  ? — I do  not  think  it  can 
be  extirpated  from  the  country. 

5429.  You  do  not  propose  to  do  anything  with 
aview  to  its  being  reduced  to  a minimum ? — I 
think  we  have  got  it  reduced  immensely ; ac- 
c°™'iug  to  tlie  returns,  I find  that  many  places 
which  were  full  of  it  are  now  comparatively  free 

5430.  Ain  .1  to  understand  you  that  there  is  at 
present  existing  in  Ireland  only  a very  small 

^ P^eui'°  -pneumonia  in  cattle  ? — I do  not 

*s.as  Prevalent  as  it  was  in  former  years, 
ut  there  is  one  thing  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
on,  and  that  is,  that  you  scarcely  ever  have 
p euro-pneumonia  during  the  time  that  foot  and 
outh  disease  is  so  much  in  the  ascendant  as  it 
a®  been^uriag  the  last  two  or  three  years. 

431’  j0U  not  propose  to  endeavour  to  sup- 
press  or  reduce  pleuro-pneumonia  by  slaughtering 
cattle  affected  with  it? -No,  and  I will  tell  you 
wr>i  i^ea80n  course  I presume  that  you 

tion  a DOt  sanct*on  slaughter  without  compensa- 

5432.  In  the  meantime,  I am  only  asking  what, 
would  be  the  effect  upon  the 
Tt  6 ° i .^aughtering  animals  affected  with  it  ? 
a aalutary  one  decidedly. 

0 58  ' 0U^  ^ be  possible  by  practising  a 


rigid  system  of  slaughtering  out  diseased  cattle, 
to  reduce  pleuro-pneumonia  to  a minimum  in 
Ireland  ? — -That  would  he  a very  practicable  way 
of  accomplishing  the  object. 

5434.  Supposing  a farmer  with  a herd  of  cattle 
found  one  animal  attacked  with  pleuro-pncu- 
monia,  what  would  you  recommend  as  the  most 
prudent  course  for  him  to  adopt  with  respect  to 
that  animal  ? — If  it  were  in  a good  state,  to  dis- 
pose of  it  to  the  best  advantage  for  immediate 
slaughter.  I have  no  objection  to  that,  bcino- 
done,  but  you  must  take  it  into  consideration 
that  the  farmers  are  very  much  interfered  with 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Sanitary  Act. 

5435.  Do  you  think  that  the  flesh  of  an  animal 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  pi  euro-pneumonia  is  at  all 
affected  by  the  disease? — No,  I do  not,  that  is  as 
food  when  fresh,  but  it  is  not  as  easily  saved  by 
salting. 

5436.  It  requires,  in  fact,  to  be  in  a very  ad- 
vanced state  in  the  animal  before  it  shows  in  the 
flesh  ? — It  all  depends  upon  the  manner  in  which 
the  disease  affects  the  animal,  but  in  the  majority 
of  cases,  for  a considerable  time  after  the  animal 
has  become  affected,  that  is  to  say,  perhaps,  not 
visibly  affected,  or  even  when  visibly  but  not  much 
affected,  I consider  the  flesh  to  be  as  good  as 
possible  for  food.  But  there  is  one  tiling  to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  that,  as  far  as  regards 
our  Irish  metropolis,  the  municipal  authorities 
work  this  Sanitary  Act  as  extremely  as  they  can. 
When  I say  that  they  work  it  as  extremely  as 
they  can,  I mean  that  they  confiscate  tlie  carcasses, 
or  parts  of  them,  of  all  animals  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia,  on  the  principle  that  the  Act 
states  that  any  animal  affected  with  disease  shall 
not  he  used  for  human  food. 

5437.  That  is  the  Sanitary  Act  ? — Yes. 

5438.  Do  you  think  that  provision  unneces- 
sarily stringent  ? — I do,  most  decidedly,  because, 
according  to  that  Act,  if  the  animal  has  the 
slightest  disease  imaginable,  in  fact,  according  to 
the  strict  letter  of  that  Act,  if  an  animal  had  an 
ulceration  in  the  eye,  or  in  the  knee,  from  an  ac- 
cident, that  Act  requires  the  carcass  to  he  con- 
fiscated. I have  not  got  the  Sanitary  Act  before 
me,  but  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  dairy- 
keepers  within  the  borough  of  Dublin  have  in  a 
great  number  of  cases  declined  to  report  the 
existence  of  disease  when  it  was  pleuro-pneu- 
monia.  When  I went  to  ask  those  persons  the 
reason  of  their  not  reporting,  they  would  say, 
“What  can  I do?  If  I report  this  disease 
“ through  the  medium  of  the  police,  the  market  in- 
" spector  knows  it,  and  if  you  allow  an  animal  to 
“ he  removed  for  slaughter,  and  get  a license  for  its 
“ removal,  the  moment  it  is  slaughtered  they  walk 
" in  and  get  their  adviser  to  say  whether  the  animal 
ct  has  been  affected  with  disease  or  not.  No  matter 
“ how  trifling  the  disease  is,  if  the  officer  of  health 
“ certifies  that  the  animal  has  been  or  is  affected 
“ with  pleuro-pneumonia,  these  market  inspectors 
“ have  the  power  to  confiscate  that  animal  en- 
“ tirely,  and  generally  do  so,  even  when  the  meat 
“ is  not  at  all  affected.” 

5439.  Would  you  approve  of  inspectors  under 
the  Cattle  Diseases  Act  passing  carcasses,  instead 
of  the  inspectors  under  the  Slaughter  Act  ? — No, 
I do  not  think  that  that  would  do ; I think 
sanitary  inspection  and  inspection  of  butchers’ 
meat  are  two  distinctly  different  functions;  I 
think  that  as  far  as  regards  the  inspectors  under 
the  Cattle  Diseases  Act,  they  should  confine 
themselves  to  dealing  with  disease  and  its  pre- 
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vention,  and  have  nothing  to  say  to  the  other ; it 
is  mingling  one  distinct  thing  with  the  other  of 
quite  a different  nature. 

5440.  From  that  answer,  do  I understand  you 
to  approve  of  a veterinary  surgeon  passing  the 
carcasses? — Decidedly  not;  I do  not  think  a 
veterinary  surgeon  has  any  right  to  interfere 
with  the  state  of  a carcass  in  reference  to  its 
being  fit  or  unfit  for  human  food.  Butchers  and 
cooks  are  the  best  judges  of  raw  meat. 

5441.  Would  not  the  veterinary  surgeon  who 
saw  the  animal  alive,  and  could  compare  it 
with  the  carcass  afterwards,  be  the  best  judge  of 
whether  it  was  fit  for  food  or  not  ? — I think  that 
a good  practical  butcher  would,  in  point  of  fact, 
know  more  about  it  than  any  veterinary  surgeon, 
with  regard  to  its  being  fit  for  human  food. 

5442. °  Is  the  sanitary  inspector  a medical 
man  ?— Yes,  he  is.  As  far  as  regards  the  quality 
of  meat,  I should  prefer  a practical  butcher, 
a good  honest  man,  to  any  other  person  ; I think 
they  are  two  distinct  questions  involving  ex- 
periences of  a different  nature  for  their  satisfactory 
solution. 

5443.  What  would  be  your  objection  to 
slaughtering  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pncu- 
monia? — I do  not  see  that  there  is  any  objection 
to  it  whatever. 

5444.  What  would  be  your  objection  to  the 
system  of  slaughtering  animals  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonin,  and  compensating  the  owner  ? 
— If  you  compensate  the  owners  for  animals 
slaughtered  compulsorily  on  account  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, I am  confident  they  will  not  hide 
the  disease,  but  I am  greatly  afraid  that  every 
animal  which  is  affected  with  anything,  they  will 
pronounce  to  be  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  will  give  us  a great  deal  of  bother  about  it ; 
but  if  I mistake  not,  this  compulsory  slaughter, 
with  compensation,  has  been  tried  upon  the 
Continent,  and  given  up. 

5445.  Assuming  that  a farmer  was  to  receive 
four-fifths  of  the  value  of  an  animal,  and  that  it 
was  to  be  determined  by  a competent  authority 
after  the  animal  was  slaughtered  whether  he  was 
labouring  under  contagious  pleuro-pneumonia  or 
not,  what  would  be  the  objection  to  such  a 
system  ? — None. 

5446.  Then  do  I understand  you  to  say,  that 
you  would  approve  of  the  stamping-out  process 
as  applied  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  owner 
getting  compensation,  say,  to  the  extent  of  four- 
fifths  of  the  value  of  an  animal,  upon  its  being 
authoritatively  determined  to  have  been  suffering 
from  that  disease? — I do  not  say  whether  I 
approve  or  disapprove ; if  you  ask  me  what  would 
be  the  result  of  such  a measure,  I tell  you 
candidly  that  1 consider  its  effect  would  be  very 
salutary,  and  I fancy  that,  looking  at  it  in  a com- 
mercial puint  of  view,  for  the  country  it  would  be 
the  cheapest  in  the  end,  that  is  if  all  parties  acted 
honestly. 

5447.  Sir  H.  Selwin-IbhetsonJ]  I understood  you 
to  say  just  now  that  a very  large  number  of  cattle 
are  thoroughly  sound  at  the  port  of  embarkation, 
and  yet  turn  out  diseased  afterwards? — Ap- 
parently so. 

5448.  And  you  say  it  in  evidence  that  you 
would  suggest  that  the  law  for  the  two  countries 
should  be  brought  into  more  harmony  with  re- 
gard to  the  5th  Section  of  the  33rd  and  34th 
Victoria?— That  is  relative  to  diseased  animals 
being  treated  as  contraband  when  landed ; I think 
that  very  desirable. 


5449.  Has  that  Act  been  put  into  force  in 
Ireland  as  against  the  import  of  diseased  cattle? 
— No,  I have  only  had  permission  to  require  it 
to  be  put  into  force  within  the  last  fortnight  or 
three  weeks. 

5450.  Have  you  acted  under  that  permission 
yet?  — Either  fortunately  or  unfortunately,  I 
should  say  unfortunately,  it  lias  got  abroad  and 
people  are  aware  of  it,  and  the  inspector  has  not 
been  able  to  succeed  in  getting  a case. 

5451.  You  believe,  do  you  not,  that  that  power 
will  be  efficient  in  chocking  the  importation  of 
animals  suffering  from  disease?— Such  is  my  im- 
pression, particularly  if  there  was  a similar  power 
upon  this  side,  and  if  it  were  exercised  upon  this 
side. 

5452.  Such  a power  being  exercised  at  all 
ports,  in  fact,  would  practically  do  away  with  the 
necessity  of  the  more  stringent  restrictions  which 
are  proposed  to  be  applied  in  the  country  itself? 
— I think  so,  as  far  as  regards  the  relative  situa- 
tions of  Ireland  and  Great  Britain. 

5453.  Do  you  think  that  the  exporters  in  Ire- 
land would  object  very  strongly  to  6uch  measures? 
— I think  that  they  would  object  to  everything, 
no  matter  how  reasonable,  that  would  in  the 
slightest  degree  interfere  with  their  getting  rid 
of  diseased  animals;  but  I think  that  if  it  were 
enforced  firmly  for  a while  they  would  become  a 
most  efficient  corps  of  detective  police  one  against 
the  other. 

5454.  And  having  that  power,  as  against  the 
introduction  of  the  disease  into  Ireland,  they 
could  not  resist  the  justice  of  such  a regulation 
upon  the  other  side  ? — I think  not;  that  is  my 
impression.  But  if  evidence  were  produced  that 
it  was  not  nor  could  have  been  known  that  the 
animal  was  diseased  when  embarked,  I would 
not  confiscate. 

5455.  With  regard  to  that  Spanish  or  Portu- 
guese cargo  which  was  landed  upon  the  29th  of 
April  this  year,  some  of  the  animals  in  which 
were  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  have 
you  any  knowledge  of  the  vessel  in  which  they 
were'  brought  into  the  country  ?— None  what- 
ever, as  to  the  countries  it  may  have  previously 
traded  with. 

5456.  Do  your  Privy  Council  Orders  contain 
provisions  similar  to  those  in  our  orders,  which 
prevent  a vessel  which  lias  carried  cattle  from  a 
country  within  the  Schedule  from  importing 
cattle  from  another  country  within  three  monthsj 
—I  think  that  would  be  very  desirable,.  but  I 
think  it  would  be  more  desirable  to  prohibit  alto- 
gether the  import  of  foreign  animals  into  lreiana; 
very  few  come  in,  and  there  is  a considers 
degree  of  danger  attached  to  their  importation. 

5457.  Have  you  any  return  of  the  number  0 
foreign  cattle  which  are  imported  into  IrelM 
—Not  with  me,  but  I do  hot  think  that  there 
have  ever  been  so  many  as  1,000  foreign  »ni  •> 


lmporrcci  into  xreuiuu  j . . 

were  only  941  foreign  animals  imported 
into  Ireland.  I have  sent  in  returns  of  suen 


ive  ever  oeen  so  uutu_y  j.,w~  o , 
iportocl  into  Man*  in 

rns  of  si 

portations  for  the  last  two  years. 

5458.  But  setting  that  aside,  you  woulci  co 
sider  that  it  would  give  you  a great  salegu  > 
you  had  this  provision  enforced  in  your 
Privy  Council  Orders,  which  would  enable  y 
to  prevent  a vessel  which  had  been  c rj“ 
cattle  from  countries  comprised  m the  ,vitkin 
from  trading  to  another  country  for  catt  . 
a certain  time  ? — I think  that  would 
mirable  provision.  ^ praatically. 
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5459.  Practically,  at  present,  a vessel  which 
was  forbidden  to  trade  by  our  English  Privy 
Council  Orders,  might  go  to  Spain  as  an  in- 
fected vessel  and  fetch  cattle  from  there,  and 
land  them  in  Ireland  without  any  restriction, 
mi"ht  it  not  ? — Decidedly  so ; but  the  only  ves- 
sels which  have  hitherto  brought  Spanish  or 
Portuguese  cattle  into  Ireland,  belong  to  the 
Palgraves,  and  it  was  really  thought  it  was  unne- 
cessary to  impose  a provision  like  that,  because 
those  vessels  are  continually  doing  the  English 
trade. 

5460.  But  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  their 
running  cargoes  into  Ireland,  after  having  been 
forbidden  by  the  Privy  Council  Orders  in  Eng- 
land to  carry  out  cattle  from  a certain  country  ? 
—That  is  so.  It  has  been  rather  an  oversight 
that  there  has  been  no  provision  against  it. 

5461.  Would  you  think  it  necessary  to  require 
a ship  to  produce  a certificate  of  having  been 
disinfected  after  carrying  one  cargo  before  carry- 
ing another  ? — We  get  very  little  cattle  into 
Ireland,  and  the  ships  must  be  disinfected  before 
they  go  away.  W e now  have  the  constabulary 
watching  each  vessel,  and  although  they  do  not 
interfere  to  prevent  the  cattle  going  on  hoard,  yet 
if  the  certificate  of  the  police  is  not  satisfactory 
that  the  vessel  has  been  disinfected  according  to 
the  Council  Order,  we  order  a prosecution,  but 
that  lias  been  only  quite  recently  put  in  force. 

5462.  Practically,  now  you  think  you  are  pro- 
tected in  that  way? — I think  we  arc  protected  in 
that  way,  provided  the  magistrates  take  a reason- 
able view  of  the  cases  brought  before  them;  but 
in  the  prosecutions  that  were  instituted  the  other 
day  for  not  disinfecting  vessels  leaving  one  of  the 
Irish  ports,  they  only  imposed  a penalty  of  1 s. 
each. 

5463.  Mr.  Ridley.]  I wish  to  ask  you  a ques- 
tion about  what  you  said  with  reference  to  your 
carrying  out  of  the  5th  clause  with  regard  to 
diseased  animals  being  discovered  at.  the  port;  in 
the  case  of  discovering  an  animal  so  diseased 
upon  the  gangway,  what  are  your  orders  with 
regard  to  the  rest  of  the  herd  in  which  that 
animal  had  been  ? — I should  not.  interfere  with 
them ; to  do.  so  would  be  unjust,  and  interfere 
too  much  with  the  operations  6f  the  legitimate 
trader. 

5464.  If  you  should  discover  an  animal  so 
diseased,  the  rest  of  the  cattle  would  he  allowed 
to  be  shipped  and  sent  over  just  the  same  as  if 
the  disease  had  not  been  discovered,  is  that  so  ? — 
leg. 

5465.  Do  you  think  that  desirable? — Theo- 
retically it  may  not  be  desirable,  but  if  you  attempt 
to  interfere  with  all  the  cattle,  you  might  as  well 
unpound  all  the  cattle  in  a market  in  which  there 
was  any  foot  and  mouth  distempered  animal  dis- 
covered. 

5466.  Is  not  that  the  law  at  present? — Yes, 
at  it  is  not  enforced  either  upon  one  side  of  the 

c annel  or  the  other,  as  it  would  cause  the  total 
b °PPaS®  of  the  trade.  Sufficient  good  can  be 
accomplished  without  going  to  such  ruinous 
x remes  as  that  the  punishing  of  a single  indi- 
ualmust  involve  the  oppression,  perhaps  ruin, 
or  several  innocent  persons. 
o467.  Would  you  be  in  favour  of  doing  away 
i i section  13  of  the  November  order? — I 
at  all  DOt  *n  ^avour  doing  away  with  it 

letter y°u  aBow  it  to  remain  a dead 
0 -g  5 I would  let  it  remain  and  act  upon 


it  as  often  as  it  could  be  done,  consistently  with 
the  interests  of  commerce,  or  the  legitimate 
movement  of  cattle. 

5469.  Mr.  O' Conor. I gather  from  your  evi- 
dence that  you  think  it  is  not  of  much  use  to 
summon  people  before  magistrates  for  an  offence 
of  this  kind? — In  a great  number  of  places  it  is 
not ; in  others  it  is. 

5470.  You  stated,  did  you  not,  that  in  the 
north  of  Ireland  that  was  found  practically  use- 
less?— No ; I stated  that  it  was  practically  useless 
in  the  county  of  Meath,  and  I stated  that  in  one 
of  the  ports  north  of  Dublin,  where  the  first  pro- 
secutions were  instituted,  wc  obtained  convictions 
for  having  a vessel  in  a filthy  state,  and  not  being 
properly  disinfected,  and  that  the  magistrates 
only  fined  the  parties  a shilling  each. 

5471.  So  that  in  the  north  and  in  the  Midland 
Counties,  such  as  Meath,  and  also  in  the  west, 
I think  yon  stated  Ballinasloe,  you  found  a dis- 
position upon  the  part  of  the  magistrates  not  to 
carry  the  law  into  effect? — Yes;  that  was  in 
1871,  but  they  have  changed  lately  very  much, 
but  not  so  much  as  is  desirable. 

5472.  Does  not  that  show  that  there  is  rather 
a feeling  against  that  severe  restriction  than  in 
favour  of  it? — Yea;  because  almost  the  majority 
of  the  magistrates  in  those  counties  are  persons 
connected  with  the  cattle  trade  ; and,  as  I stated 
to  the  Committee  before,  in  the  county  of  Meath 
I do  not  think  a man  would  dare  to  fine,  as  he 
would  feel  it  his  duty  to  do ; I think  he  might  as 
well  evict  a tenant.  Such,  however,  -will  of 
course  be  denied. 

5473.  Under  those  circumstances  do  you  think 
that  it  is  practicable  to  carry  out  a scheme  such 
as  has  been  proposed  ? — It  is  practicable,  but  the 
thing  is,  is  it  desirable. 

5474.  I am  speaking  of  desirability ; supposing 
all  the  magistrates  and  people  who  have  power  in 
the  country  are  against  it,  by  what  means  can  you 
possibly  carry  it  out?~I  would  have  issued  , at 
once  a general  order  to  the  constabulary,  that  in- 
stead of  summoning  people  they  should  arrest 
them  when  they  have  the  power. 

5475.  But  you  must  bring  those  persons  before 
the  magistrates  when  you  have  an-ested  them  ? — 
You  might  keep  them  a short  time,  and  if  the 
local  magistrates  persisted  in  shirking  their  duty, 
I should  submit  the  question  to  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  whether  there  could  not  be  an  ap- 
peal to  the  higher  courts. 

5476.  You  would  have  in  fact  a kind  of  civil  war 
between  the  authorities  and  the  resident  gentry  ? — 
Professor  Baldwin’s  proposition  is  theoretically 
decidedly  the  most?  practical  one  for  accomplish- 
ing the  desired  object,  but  I feel  sure  that  if  the 
object  were  effected,  considerably  greater  time 
would  be  necessary  than  two  months,  in  proof  of 
which,  several  of  the  farms  which  were  placed 
under  restrictions  in  consequence  of  the  foot  and 
mouth  distemper,  remained  under  those  restric- 
tions a considerably  longer  time  than  two  months. 

5477.  But  during  those  two  months,  or  what- 
ever time  it  might  be,  you  stated  upon  the  last 
day,  in  answer  to  Question  5009,  that  you  be- 
lieved it  would  be  impossible  to  stop  the  move- 
ment of  cattle  ; that  some  of  the  cattle  would  be 
starved? — When  I say  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible, nothing  is  impossible  practically ; if  it,  is 
necessary  to  have  the  movement  stopped,  if  the 
Government  decide  upon  stopping  the  movement 
of  cattle,  I shall  have  the  movement  stopped, 

but 


Professor 
Fei-guson . 

5 May  1873. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


230 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Professor  but  I fancy  the  consequences  of  doing  so  would 
Ferguson,  be  most  disastrous  to  the  country. 

5478.  For  all  practical  purposes  we  may  assume 

5 May  1873.  t]iat  that  would  be  a very  disastrous  thing  ? •- 
That  is  mv  impression. 

5479.  You  stated  also  that  foot  and  mouth 

disease  has  rapidly  diminished  of  late,  that  there 
is  not  so  much  of  it  as  there  was  ? — It  has  dimi- 
nished very  much.  . 

5480.  And  it  is  probable,  is  it  not,  that  it  will 
in  the  course  of  time  run  itself  out? — I think  it 
is  very  likely  to  do  so. 

5481.  The  object  of  Professor  Baldwin’s  scheme 
is,  as  I understand,  to  bring  about  that  very  re- 
sult ; if  that  result  is  likely  to  come  about  with- 
out Professor  Baldwin’s  scheme,  there  would  be 
no  object  whatever  in  adopting  it? — I should 
prefer,  with  the  permission  of  the  Committee,  not 
to  pass  an  opinion  relative  to  anything  proposed 
by  another  person.  I think  the  most  satisfactory 
way  would  be  to  ask  me  wbat  I consider  would 
be  the  probable  results  of  such  a thing  being 
done,  and  whether  it  would  be  practicable,  and 
the  reasons  for  my  opinions. 

5482.  I will  ask  you,  as  a fact,  is  it  not  likely 
that  by  doing  nothing  at  all  we  should  find  foot 
and  mouth  disease  reduced  almost  to  a minimum  ? 
— I think  it  is  very  probable.  I have  here  a 
Return  ( producing  the  same)  for  the  week  ending 
the  3rd  May,  this  month,  and  I find  that  there  is 
a decrease  in  the  number  of  farms,  lauds,  or 
places  under  restrictions  during  that  week  as 
against  the  week  before,  of  39,  and  there  is  also  a 
decrease  of  18  in  the  number  of  outbreaks  re- 
ported during  the  week.  We  had  only  25  out- 
breaks of  disease  in  the  whole  of  Ireland  re- 
ported during  that  week,  21  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  four  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

5483.  Chairman.]  Do  you  know  what  it  was 
this  time  last  three  years  ? — I have  not  got  the 
paper  with  me,  but  I have  the  Return  for  the 
week  ending  the  16th  September  1872  ; that  is 
not  very  long  ago ; five  months  ago,  at  the  ter- 
mination of  that  week,  we  had  4,458  farms, 
lands,  premises,  or  places,  under  restrictions  for 
pleuro-pneumonia  and  for  foot  and  mouth  distem- 
per; 4,318  were  for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
140  for  pleuro-pneumonia ; making  4,458.  Now 
all  the  cases  that  we  had  last  week  for  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  both  toge- 
ther, were  271. 

5484.  That  might  be  owing  to  the  time  of  year; 
but  could  you  at  all  recollect  what  the  amount  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  was  this  time  last  year  ? — 
At  this  time  last  year  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  considerably  more  than  it  is  at  present. 

5485.  Mr.  Dent.']  In  1871,  Ireland  was  free 
from  the  disease,  was  it  not? — As  far  as  we 
could  ascertain. 

5486.  Upon  the  3rd  April  there  is  no  return  ; 
there  was  no  foot  and  mouth  disease  whatever  ? 
— But  in  last  year,  1872,  there  were  a consider- 
able number  of  cases. 

5487.  Mr.  O’ Conor.]  Then,  assuming  the  pos- 
sibility or  probability  of  the  disease  being  re- 
duced to  a very  low  ebb,  would  you  consider  it 
admissible,  supposing  it  were  reduced  to  that 
very  low  ebb,  to  slaughter  every  animal  that  was 
affected  with  the  disease  afterwards? — I would 
not  think  so,  because  I do  not  think  that  compul- 
sion would  have  the  effect  desired  with  respect  to 
foot  and  mouth  disease ; and  I think  that  people 
have  been  so  very  severely  bitten  by  the  results 
of  holding  over  lung  distempered  animals  that 


they  are  very  desirous  to  get  rid  of  them  as 
quickly  as  they  possibly  can.  But  I do  not 
see  any  objection  to  slaughtering  them,  but  not 
at  public  expense. 

5488.  But  you  would  not  recommend  it  ?—J 
should  not  like  to  take  the  responsibility  of  doino 
so,  although  I think  it  is  very  possible  that  it 
might,  taken  in  the  abstract,  be  a very  beneficial 
measure,  as  far  as  regards  diminishing  the 
disease,  but  the  sacrifice  of  animals  almost  certain 

to  recover  would  be  an  unnecessary  loss  to  the 
food  resources  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

5489.  There  was  a charge  made  in  your  Re- 
port to  the  Scottish  Chamber  of  Agriculture 
against  jobbers  buying  diseased  beasts  for  the 
express  purpose  of  sending  them  to  England?— 
1 know  that  has  been  done,  but  I do  not  think 
it  has  been  done  lately. 

5490.  Do  you  think  that  that  has  been  done  to 
a large  extent  ? — To  an  immense  extent,  but  not 
since  the  imposition  of  Council  Order  restrictions 
relative  to  pleuro-pneumonia. 

5491.  Have  you  any  remedy  to  suggest  sup- 
posing that  that  practice  were  prevalent? — The 
only  remedy  that  I would  suggest  would  be  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  the  Act  which  relate  to 
the  attempted  embarkation  of  diseased  foreign 
cattle,  to  all  cattle ; and  I feel  thoroughly  assured 
that  five  or  six  seizures  and  confiscations  would 
in  effect  be  worth  all  the  inspection  in  the  world, 
because  when  once  cattle  had  passed  and  had  got 
a clean  bill  of  health,  people  would  think  it.  very 
hard  for  you  to  seize  an  animal  on  this  side,  and 
yet  no  inspection,  however  minute,  if  carried  on 
at  the  port  of  embarkation,  would  be  successful 
in  preventing  the  occasional  landing  in  England 
of  diseased  animals,  particularly  in  the  case  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease ; I have  seen  animals  that 
were  apparently  thoroughly  sound,  on  embarka- 
tion become  within  24  hours,  or  less,  very  badly 
affected  with  the  disease. 

5492.  On  landing  in  England  if  von  were  to 
confiscate  them,  how  could  you  tell  that,  they  had 
been  put  on  board  in  a sound  state?— If  the 
animals  had  been  at  all  exposed  to  the  disease,  I 
think  the  knocking  about  that  they  get  on  the 
journey  would  very  likely  dcvelopeit;  I have 
seen  animals  within  a few  hours  of  being  landed 
in  England  present  all  the  appearance  ot  having 
been  affected  for  five  or  six  days  with  foot  and 
mouth  distemper,  and  yet  they  had  appeared  to 
be  perfectly  sound  when  embarked  in  Ireland. 

5493.  Do  you  not,  suppose  that  under  your 
proposal  you  would  bo  very  likely  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  innocent  persons  as  well  as  that 
of  intentional  offenders? — It  is  one  of  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case ; the  law  at  present  in  B'e'an, 
is  that  if  there  is  an  attempt  to  embark  or  debar' 
any  animal,  the  embarkation  or  debarkation  0 
which  is  prohibited  by  Council  Order,  jj 
animal  is  liable  to  seizure  and  confiscation  accor  - 
ing  to  the  laws  of  the  Customs,  and  I have  n 
the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that  were  J- 
Dublin,  and  were  I to  find  a bullock  or  a bull  01 
cow  which  had  been  sent  over  in  a diseased  s a > 
I should  try  the  experiment.  It  is  notpermi 

at  all;  the  Act  says  that  such  shall  he  ,°.nf  ’ 
think  it  would  be  desirable  that  we  should  have 
that  Act  in  force  and  not  interfere  with  the 
by  putting  on  inspectors  at  the  ports  0 
barkation,  only  confiscate  in  extreme  cases, 
as  where  the  offence  is  intentional  or  the  r 


of  culpable  negligence. 

5494.  Now,  returning  to 


another  subject,*" 
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have  had  some  evidence  given  before  this  Com-  and  I can  only  say  that  it  is  a most  wonderful  p f 
xnittee  of  hares  and  rabbits  being  affected  with  thing  that  it  did  not  spread  through  the  whole  Terayon 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ; are  you  aware  of  that  of  the  country,  because  the  discovery  was  quite  ^ ' 
having  been  stated? — Yes,  I am.  accidental,  for  the  man  on  whose  farm  it  had  5 May  1873- 

5495.  Are  you  aware  of  there  having  been  any  broken  out  had  resolved  to  bring  all  his  cattle  to 
considerable  outbreak  of  that  disease  amongst  the  fair  of  Kells,  but  he  was  away  from  home  a 
hares  and  rabbits  ?— Yes.  little  longer  than  he  expected,  and  when  he  came 

5490.  When  ? — Last  year.  ^ back  a lot  of  the  animals  were  dead,  otherwise 

5497.  Was  that  in  Ireland?— Yes.  we  should  have  had  the  cattle  plague  at  Kells, 

5498.  In  what  part  of  Ireland  was  that? — In  whence  it  would  have  spread  all  over  the  country. 

Kildare  and  Meath ; in  Meath  a great  number  of  As  regards  the  outbreak  in  the  north,  on  in- 
hares were  affected.  quiry  we  found  that  some  cattle  dealers  were  in 

5499.  Do  you  think  that  that  would  have  the  the  habit  of  bringing  over  animals  from  Belfast  to 
effect  of  giving  the  disease  to  cattle? — I feel  quite  Scotland.  These  men  bad  been  mixing  with 
assured,  and  know,  that  even  if  hares  and  rabbits  arc  diseased  cattle  in  Scotland,  and  one  of  them,  who 
not  affected  themselves,  they  can  carry  the  disease,  owned  a number  of  cattle  plague  animals  near 
and  so  do  dogs  carry  it  on  their  feet.  I recollect  one  Glasgow,  had  gone  on  his  return  to  Ireland 
remarkable  circumstance  which  occurred  in  1869,  to  the  byre  with  the  very  view  of  pur- 
wben  the  disease  first  appeared  in  Ireland.  I chasing  the  very  cow,  which  was  the  first  animal 
had  a number  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  which  became  affected ; but  as  far  as  regards  the 
mouth  disease  at  a place  of  mine  off  Merrion-  outbreak  in  Meath,  near  Enfield,  I have  not  the 
square,  and  at  the  same  time  I had  a small  pack  slightest  idea  how  the  cattle  plague  was  brought 
of  harriers  which  I used  to  vau  out  to  hunt,  and  there. 

I recollect  bringing  those  hounds  about  eight  5504.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.']  In  the  Report  of 
miles  out  of  the  town  in  a van.  There  was  no  the  Veterinary  Department  for  the  year  1872,  it 
straw  in  the  van,  or  anything  of  that  kind  ; the  is  stated  that  “ it  is  probable  that  more  animals 
van  had  been  thoroughly  cleaned  out.  I stopped  affected  with  disease  of  a contagious  nature  are 
at  a fanner’s  house  near  Tallaght,  and  the  dogs,  imported  from  Ireland  than  from  all  foreign 
whilst  we  were  at  breakfast,  were  let  out  into  the  countries,  and  that  the  regulations  as  to  the  ex- 
farmyard  to  empty  themselves,  and  in  48  hours  animation  and  transit  are  less  efficiently  carried 
afterwards,  certainly  before  three  clays,  the  disease  out  in  the  former  than  in  the  latter  case.”  The 
appeared  among  the  cattle  at  that  homestead.  Report  also  goes  on  to  say,  “ A better  method  of 
That  was  the  first  case  that  ever  I saw  of  dogs  preventing  the  introduction  of  disease  from  Ire- 
carrying  the  disease.  That  rabbits  become  land,  namely,  the  examination  of  all  vessels  and 
affected  I have  not  the  slightest  doubt,  for  some  animals  coming  from  that  country  lias  also  been 
of  a number  of  pet  rabbits  that  were  goiug  about  suggested.”  Wliat  have  you  to  say  with  regard 
the  place  became  affected;  and  I have  lodged  to  the  inspection  and  detention  of  Irish  cattle  at 
at  the  Chief  Secretary’s  Office,  for  the  inspection  the  English  ports  of  debarkation  ?— I think  even 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Lord  ITartington,  on  account  of  England,  sotting  Irish  interests 
some  specimens  of  the  disease  in  hares  and  rah-  completely  aside,  it  would  not  be  at  all  desirable, 
bits  and  woodquests  as  well  as  deer.  because  those  quarantine  places,  or  detaining 

5500.  Were  you  in  the  county  of  Meath  at  the  places,  would  become  nests  of  infection  and 
time  the  cattle  piaguc  was  supposed  to  have  disease  if  a diseased  animal  happened  to  get  into 
broken  out  in  1866  ? — Do  m/t  say  “supposed;”  them. 

I was  there  when  it  broke  out.  5505.  I asked  Dr.  Williams  if  there  was  any 

5501.  You  are  perfectly  convinced  that  it  broke  communication  between  the  Veterinary  Dcpart- 
out.  I am  perfectly  convinced  of  it,  and  it  is  ments  in  London  and  Dublin;  what  answer 
not  only  I that  am  convinced,  hut  the  gentlemen  would  you  give  to  that  question? — There  have 
who  were  sent  over  to  Ireland  by  the  English  been  communications  when  occasion  required.  I 
rnvy  Council.  The  very  persons  who  succeeded  presume  Dr.  Williams  writes  to  me,  or  to  the 
m moving  the  Government  to  prohibit,  the  import  undersecretary,  when  he  requires  information, 
of  all  animals  into  Ireland,  as  a preventative  of  and  when  I think  it  desirable  I write  to  Dr. 
our  getting  cattle  plague  from  England  into  Ire-  Williams,  and  I get  a reply. 

land,  were  the  very  parties  who  opposed  the  fact  5506.  Dr.  Williams  stated  that  he  thought  it 
most  strenuously  of  the  disease  having  broken  out  would  be  desirable  to  have  more  frequent  com- 
m the  north  and. in  Meath.  When  I went  down  I municatioiiB  between  the  Veterinary  Departments 
was  told  by  the  inspector  that  it  was  cattle  plague,  of  Ireland  and  England  as  regarded  the  treatment 
1 did  not  believe  it,  as  there  were  no  animals  of  disease ; that  the  V eterinary  Department  in 
corning  into  the  country  at  the  time  ; but  I went  England  had  furnished  information  to  the 
own  by  a late  train,  and  I found  that  it  was  Veterinary  Department  in  Ireland,  but  that  the 
cattle  plague,  and  I caused  all  the  animals  that  Irish  Department  had  not  furnished  information 
were  affected  with  it  to  be  slaughtered  imme-  to  us  ? — It  has  not  been  asked  for.  I had  not 
h'Vrr  letUrn  mac*e  number  which  the  pleasure  of  becoming  acquainted  with  Dr. 

to  ili 16d'  ^ere  was  80  much  opposition  offered  Williams  until  I came  to  London;  but  I daresay 
e ?ou,rse  adopted,  and  the.  Government  were  after  this  our  communications  will  be  mutually 
mucJi  abused  at  public  meetings,  that  I solicited  satisfactory. 

e ora  Lieutenant  to  send  over  a proper  person  5507.  Do  not  you  think  it  desirable  that  there 
vestigate  the  matter,  and  Professor  Brown  should  be  friendly  communications  constantly 
55oT  AVer'  between  the  two  departments? — I think  that 

stron  ' • • aware  that  there  was  a very  there  are,  because  as  regards  the  English  Veter- 
cattiL°Pmi?  mi  t*le-  country  t^at  it  was  not  inary  Department  they  are  very  regular  in  giving 
5*10?  afUe  ‘ ™here  is  even  at  present.  ns  their  reports  relative  to  the  outbreaks  of 

r ’ You  were  not  able  to  trace  that  disease?  disease. 

0 58  a^e  say  how  it  came  to  Meath,  5508.  If  you  had  a better  staff  at  the  office  in 

E E 4 Ireland, 
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Ireland,  do  you  think  you  would  he  able  to  send 
better  reports  to  the  English  Department?-— I do 
not  think  that  any  department  can  furnish  better 
reports  than  I can  furnish  at  this  minute,  even  with 
so  small  a staff  as  we  have,  and  being  so  crippled  as 
to  pecuniary  means.  If  Government  would  allow 
me  a sufficient  staff  and  sufficient  means,  I would 
soon  make  very  short  work  of  infectious  and  con- 
tagious diseases  in  Ireland,  and  that  without 
embarrassing  trade. 

5509.  The  Treasury  refused  your  application 
for  permission  to  retain  your  two  or  three  addi- 
tional clerks  ; were  any  dismissed  at  that  time  i 
—I  have  kept  them  on  upon  my  own  responsi- 
bility ; the  case  is  still  under  consideration. 

5510.  According  to  your  tables  there  is  a con- 
siderable falling  off  in  the  amount  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  1872  as  compared,  with  1871, 
with  the  exception  of  sheep? — It  is  a curious 
fact  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  did  not  spread 
extensively  amongst  sheep  until.  1872,  yet  they 
were  as  much  exposed  to  contagion  or  infection 
in  the  former  as  in  the  latter  year  ; but  the  type 
of  disease  was  different. 

5511.  Have  you  any  information  with  refe- 
rence to  the  cause  of  the  increase  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  amongst  sheep  in  1872,  as  com- 
pared wiih  it  in  cattle?— No;  except  that  they  ap- 
pear to  have  been  much  more  susceptible  of  the 
disease  ; although  foot  and  mouth  disease  has 
affected  such  a great  number  of  sheep,  I do  not 
think  that  sheep  as  a rule  are  so  susceptible  of  the 
disease  as  cattle;  I know  some  very  large  grazing 
farms  and  slice])  walks,  and  the  quantity  of  dis- 
ease amongst  the  sheep  has  hecn  very  little  com- 
pared to  what  it  has  been  amongst  cattle. 

5512.  1 have  a letter  in  which  it  states  that 
lambs  and  sheep  will  be  many  shillings  a head 
dearer  this  year  in  consequence  of  the  neglect,  last 
autumn  in  carrying  out  the  system  of  supervision 
at  fairs  and  markets ; what  do  you  say  with 
reference  to  that  ? — I do  not  agree  with  it ; every- 
thing is  becoming  dearer,  but  it  is  very  hard  to 
know  what  mutton  should  become  dearer  from,  cer- 
tainly not  from  neglect,  because  I think  as  far  as 
regards  sheep  the  provisions  of  the  Act  have  been 
fairly  carried  out ; if  we  have  a scarcity  of  sheep 
this  summer  it  is  only  what  should  be  expected 
totally  independent  of  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
after  the  immense  quantity  of  wet  that  we  have 
had  during  the  preceding  12  months.  The  fact 
of  it  is,  we  shall  have  liver  rot  to  a most  extraor- 
dinary extent,  and  we  are  commencing  to  have  it 
already. 

5513.  Would  you  suggest  any  penalty  for  non- 
reporting to  the  police  cases  of  contagious  diseases? 
— W e have  that,  and  that  is  the  one  of  the  things  we 
can  fine  them  about ; what  I suggest  is  that  the 
minimum  of  the  fine  should  be  fixed. 

5514.  With  regard  to  steamboats  and  railway 
carriages,  have  you  any  suggestions  to  make? — 
None ; I think  the  orders  are  about  as  perfect  as 
can  be,  and  within  the  last  month  or  six  weeks  I 
have  been  furnished  with  a staff  amply  sufficient 
to  carry  those  orders  out. 

5515.  Mr.  Kavanngh.,~\  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that 
the  law  has  been  put  into  force  a great  deal  more 
actively  with  regard  to  steamboats  than  it  has 
with  regard  to  railway  trucks? — Yes,  hut  both 
have  been  only  energetically  enforced  within 
the  last  three  or  four  weeks,  but  the  re- 
strictions will  be  energetically  enforced  with  re- 
spect to  railroad  trucks;  there  is  a hitch  about  it; 
there  appears  to  be  some  doubt  in  the  opinion  of 


the  law  advisers,  relative  to  the  party  who  should 
be  prosecuted.  When  I was  revising  the  draft  of 
the  Act,  I was  desirous  of  having  it  so  worded 
that  instead  of  attempting  to  prosecute  the  rail’ 
way  porters,  or  the  station  master,  or  one  of  those 
servants,  wc  should  in  turn  lie  able  to  prosecute 
the  company  through  the  medium  of  its  secretary, 
hut  there  seems  to  he  a doubt  about  that,  and 
that  is  not  yet.  decided  ; but  there  has  been  nothin" 
done  to  embarrass  the  steamboats,  because  for 
one  thing,  wc  have  done  away  with  the  precau- 
tion to  swabbing  beneath  the  decks  too  much: 
it  was  found  that  the  water  getting  into  the  bilges 
and  the  holds  was  injurious,  whereas  now  we 
allow  them  to  scrub  with  a bi'ush  and  water. 
I think  on  the  whole  it  is  certain  that  the 
Council  orders  have  been  more  energetically 
enforced  with  respect  to  steamboats,  than  with 
respect  to  railroads;  there  is  one  great  thing  in. 
favour  of  steam  boats,  they  always  have  a supply 
of  water  at  hand  for  the  purpose  of  washing  and 
scouring  the  vessel  out ; whereas  as  regards  the 
railway  stations,  some  of  the  cattle-receiving 
railway  stations  have  no  water  at  all. 

5510.  Do  you  think  for  the  future  that  you 
will  be  able  to  enforce  satisfactorily  the  regula- 
tions with  reference  to  cattle  trucks  ?— I feel 
assured  of  it. 

5517.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  a great  deal  of 
the  disease  has  arisen  from  that  source  ?— Cer- 
tainly ; I have  not  the  slightest  doubt  of  it. 

5518.  I must  refer  very  shortly  to  Professor 
Baldwin’s  suggestion  in  order  to  ask  you  one  or 
two  questions  with  regard  to  it ; you  seem,  I think, 
from  your  evidence  of  to-day  to  be  rather  more 
in  favour  of  it  than  I gathered  from  you  on 
Thursday? — I cannot  say  that  I am  in  favour  of 
it;  I am  only  an  administrative  officer.  Any- 
thing ordered  to  he  done  I will  do  as  well  as  any 
person,  consistently  with  the  staff  at  my  disposal, 
could  do ; I only  say  that  it  is  a thing  I would  not 
undertake  to  recommend,  and  I do  not  think  the 
proposition  would  answer ; certainly  if  all  fairs 
and  all  cattle  traffic  is  to  be  stopped,  totally 
irrespective  of  any  other  circumstances,  I feel 
assured  that  two  months  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
stop  the  disease,  and  I can  bring  forward  evi- 
dence that,  will’ bo  satisfactory  that  that  period 
would  not  he  sufficient. 

5519.  Chairman.']  Mow  long  a time  do  you 
think  would  be  sufficient  for  that  purpose  ?— i 
could  not  say;  there  are  several  very  large 
grazing  districts  in  Ireland  which  have  been  put 
under  restrictions;  but  there  is  one  very  happily 
situated  for  being  under  supervision,  and  that  is 
the  Curragh  of  Kildare ; there  is  an  ample 
force  of  constabulary  there,  and  there  are  sen- 
tries on  it,  and  when  the  place  had  been  a 
short  time  put  under  restrictions  some  cattle 
were  driven  across  it,  and  the  people  were  pro- 
secuted and  heavily  fined;  the  place  was  very 
well  guarded.  It  is  a very  large  plam  ™ 
only  slieep  grazing  upon  it;  1 telegraphed  yes 
day  to  know  when  the  Curragh  was  put  un 
restrictions  in  consequence  of  the  foot  and  mo 
disease,  and  when  those  restrictions  were 

off ; and  this  was  the  answer  I got,  “ Gurrag 
strictcd  19th  July  1872,  restrictions  removea 
therefrom  26tli  October  1872  ; reported  by  ^ 
as  affected  812  sheep;  4,731  sheep  did  no 
affected  at  all,  and  15  of  the  affected  ones  to  • 
That  is  a proof  that  two  months  would  am ” 
sufficient.  There  are  other  places,  P_artic 
in  the  south  of  Ireland,  which  were  under  r ^ 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


233 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


tions  a considerably  longer  time  merely  on  account 
of  cattle  disease;  but  I thought  it  more  desirable 
to  refer  to  the  report  of  the  outbreak  in  the  Cur- 
ragh, becauee  that  was  a place  as  to  which  I 
could  be  certain  that  no  additional  animals  were 
put  on  it,  and  no  animals  removed  therefrom,  after 
the  first  few  days. 

5520.  You  were  able  to  keep  up  the  restric- 
tions upon  the  Curragh  thoroughly?  — Yes, 
thoroughly ; the  only  trouble  I had  was  this : 
I sent  round  and  had  the  farmers  recommended 
(although  it  is  one  large  plain  without  divisions) 
to  keep  their  sheep  as  separate  as  they  possibly 
could,  and  the  result  shows  what  a number  of 
animals  escaped. 

5J21.  Those  restrictions  were  in  force  upon 
the  Curragh  for  upwards  of  three  months? — 
Yes. 

5522.  "What  number  of  animals  were  diseased 
at  the  end  of  the  three  months  ? — There  were 
none  at  the  end  of  the  three  months. 

5523.  Mr.  Kavanagh. ] You  stated  that  812 
animals  were  diseased  ? — Eight  hundred  and 
twelve  had  become  diseased  during  that  tune, 
but  the  restrictions  could  not  be  removed  until 
10  days  after  the  last  case  had  recovered,  and 
out  of  the  total  number  473  escaped  the  disease, 
and  out  of  the  animals  that  were  affected  15 
died. 


5524.  Chairman.']  But  would  you  imagine  that 
any  of  those  4,700  animals  would  be  likely  to 
communicate  the  disease  afterwards  ? — I should 
think  not,  because  they  were  examined. 

5525.  Mr.  Dent.]  I think  I understood  you 
to  say,  that  at  the  close  of  the  period  of  restriction, 
the  Curragh  was  free  from  the  disease  alto- 
gether ? — Yes,  it  was  free  from  disease. 


552d.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Then  by  restricting 
the  movement  upon  the  Curragh  during  three 
months  and  six  days,  you  stamped  out  Sic  dis- 
ease altogether  ?— Yes. 

5527.  Is  not  that  very  much  in  favour  of  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin’s  suggestion,  although  the  time  is 
somewhat  longer  than  he  suggested  ? — Those  are 
the  facts,  and  the  Committee  can  draw  their  own 
conclusions  from  them. 

5528.  But  you  arc  a gentleman  of  great  expe- 
rience, and  I want  to  arrive  at  the  truth  if  I can? 
—I  have  given  Professor  Baldwin’s  proposition 
very  careful  consideration,  and  I must  admit  that 
it  is  the  only  feasible  remedy  of  a heroic  nature, 
and  it  is  very  heroic,  which  has  of  late  been  as 
yet  proposed ; but  at  the  same  time  I distinctly 
decline  to  recommend  its  adoption  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland  abstractedly.  It  would  have 
aii  excellent  effect,  but  I would  not  like  to  take 
tne  responsibility  of  recommending  it.  There 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  but.  that  it  would  have 
a manifest  effect,  but  with  reference  to  stopping 

ie  movement  of  cattle  and  of  fairs  and  markets, 
V?iC-°me  to^'le  conclusion  that  it  is  not  a desi- 
tln  c do,  for  the  reasons  which  I stated  to 
ommittee  upon  the  last  occasion  when  I 
was  examined  here,  namely,  that  I think  it 
woum  mterfere  very  seriously  with  the  interests, 
-dsn  °*  the„la"ge  graziers  and  farmers,  but 
them  , ? 8ma,ii  farmers.  I do  not  know  bow 
i rent,  neither  do  I know  how 

whpfU  ^ ~ou^d  be  fed,  because  any  movement, 
be  kaS  ^ sf°ck  or  of  any  other  kind,  would 
Onouf1to  *he -experiment.  In  conclusion,  I 
this  fPc!!  r?  11  ,is  my  strong  impression,  that 
or  enirfo48-6’  vke  tie  gcncrality  of  other  epizootic 

0 58  mi°  ^18easeS5  wid  disappear  with  time,  and 


as  far  as  regards  the  great  work  which  has  been  prof,s,OI. 
made  about  it,  I regard  it,  in  a great  measure,  to  I'erguson. 
be  like  a tempest  in  a teapot.  JL_ 

. 5529-  Therefore  your  objection  to  it,  in  fact,  5 May  1873. 

is  more  on  account  of  the  inconvenience  it  would 

occasion  to  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland,  than  from 

the  difficulty  of  carrying  it  out?— Solely,  and  if 

the  Government  decide  upon  having  it  carried 

out,  I shall  have  it  carried  out ; I am  not  like  the 

English  Veterinary  Department,  for  although  the 

system  is  admirable,  in  the  office  they  have  not 

the  machinery  for  carrying  it  out;  they  have  the 

money  and  the  office  staff)  and  we  have  neither 

the  money  nor  the  office  staff)  but  we  have  good 

machinery,  the  police. 

o530.  If  Professor  Baldwin’s  plan  were  adopted 
in  Ireland,  would  it  not  be  absolutely  necessary 
that  it  should  be  adopted  here  ? — You  would  re- 
quire that  it  should  be  adopted  in  Great  Britain 
and  in  Ireland  simultaneously,  and  exactly  simi- 
larly, but  I fancy  that  its  adoption  would  be  of 
very  little  avail  as  long  as  cattle  were  allowed  to 
be  landed  from  foreign  countries  affected  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease. 


5531.  Chairman.]  Why  would  that  system  re- 
quire to  be  carried  out  simultaneously  in  England 
and  Ireland? — Because  if  it  were  not  carried  out 
in  England,  you  would  still  have  the  disease  in 
England,  and  so  surely  as  you  have  the  disease  in 
England,  so  surely  would  we  have  it  brought  to 
Ireland. 

5532.  Unless  the  importation  of  cattle  into 
Ireland  from  England  was  prohibited  ? — It  is  not 
at  all  necessary  that  there  should  be  importation 
in  order  to  convey  the  disease,  because  one  of  the 
worst  outbreaks  of  foot  and  mouth  distemper  that' 
I am  aware  of  occurred  in  the  City  of  Dublin  by 
a_  drover’s  boy,  or  a dealer’s  boy,  bringing  the 
disease  over  upon  his  hoots  or  by  clothing  into 
a dairy  in  Dublin  from  England. 

5533.  If  you  think  that  that  would  imply  the 
great  danger  of  its  being  brought  into  Ireland, 
would  not  that  make  it  useless  to  attempt  to  6lop 
the  spread  of  disease,  cither  in  England  or  in 
Ireland,  because  as  long  as  there  was  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  any  country  upon  the  Conti- 
nent, with  which  there  was  communication  it 


might  be  brought  over  by  human  beings  ? — 
Decidedly;  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  of 
that ; all  that  can,  under  such  circumstances,  be 
done  is  to  keep  the  malady  as  much  as  possible 
in  check. 

5534.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  I do  not  think  that 
you  agree  with  Professor  Baldwin,  with  reference 
to  the  slaughter  of  all  cattle  affected  ? — If  yon 
treat  the  thing  abstractly  and  superficially, 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  the 
disease,  it  would  decidedly  facilitate  the  matter 
very  much,  but  at  the  same  time,  I do  not  think 
it  would  be  desirable  to  adopt  the  measure  ; I 
think  it  would  be  exceedingly  expensive,  and 
that  it  would  lead  to  great  abuse. 

5535.  Do  you  think  that  if  that  system  were 
adopted,  you  could  possibly  discover  uvery  single 
instance  of  an  outbreak  in  Ireland  in  time 
enough  to  check  the  spread  of  the  disease  ? — I 
think  many  people  would  find  it  desirable  when 
they  had  got  a few  animals  comfortably  affected, 
to  report  those  cases  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
compensation. 

. 5536.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  would 
give  information  in  order  to  get  compensation  ? — 
Yes,  I think  they  would  be  very  glad  to  do  so. 

55 37.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  would 
G G give 
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Professor  give  move  information  than  there  was  disease  ? — inspector  to  refer  to  to  decide  whether  it  really  is 

Ferguson,  j think,  that  in  many  cases,  they  would  get  foot  and  mouth  distemper,  or  what  is  called 

. their  animals  diseased  on  purpose.  aphthous  disease,  the  police  are  naturally  timid 

5 May  1873.  5533.  With  regard  to  the  importation  of  about  seizing,  hemg  afraid  of  incurring  responsi- 

calves  from  England,  is  it  the  fact  that  that  is  bility.  . 

an  important  trade  ? — It  is  far  more  extensive  5549.  But  this  is  a question  of  preventing  the 
than  it  is  generally  thought  to  be ; I have  got  movement  of  any  animal  which  has  the  disease  or 
some  returns  of  the  importation,  which  were  which  has  been  herded  with  diseased  animals 

collected  two  or  three  years  ago ; I got  them  from  a farm,  is  that  order  carried  out  throughout 

collected,  and  I think  Dr.  Hancock  collected  Ireland  ?— Fairly  as  regards  farms;  but  where 
them  from  the  different  vessels  by  examining  the  the  disease  breaks  out  .amongst  cattle  in  transit  or 
manifests ; the  importation  of  calves  is  really  a at  fairs  it  is  not  carried  out,  for  we  find  it  im- 
considerable  item,  and  has  caused  disease  to  be  practicable-  ... 

frequently  imported  into  Ireland  from  England.  5550.  As  regards  fairs  it  is  a dead  letter  ? — It 

5539.  Could  you  give  those  returns  to  the  is  practically  in  fact  a dead  letter. 

Committee  ?— I will  apply  for  returns  to  be  col-  5551.  But  you  think  that  in  a very  large  pro- 
lected  of  the  importation  of  calves  into  Ireland.  portion  of  the  15,000  centres  of  infection  which 

5540.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  foot  and  mouth  there  were  not  long  ago  in  Ireland,  there  was  a stop- 
disease  appears  generally  upon  the  East  Coast  page  of  the  infection  ? — Yes,  I would  not  call 
somewhere  near  the  three  great  shipping  ports  ? — them  centres  of  infection,  I would  call  them  15,000 
Yes,  the  fact  of  it  is,  it  is  generally  in  the  course  infected  places. 

of  the  cattle  traffic.  5552.  I understood  you  to  state,  that  notwith- 

5541.  In  watching  its  course,  does  it  not  ap-  standing  everything  that  has  been  done,  the  foot 

pear  to  travel  west  from  east  rather  than  the  and  mouth  disease  has  not  been  checked?— It 
other  way  ?—  Decidedly.  has  been  checked  very  considerably,  but  certainly 

5542.  It  always  appears  to  be  more  prevalent  it  has  not  been  stamped  out. 

in  the  cattle  track  ?— Yes.  5553.  That  statement  is  contrary  to  the  answers 

5543.  In  all  the  counties  in  the  east,  Dublin,  you  gave  to  my  questions  previously ; at  Question 
Drogheda,  and  Dundalk,  the  disease,  as  Mr.  4975,  you  were  asked  " In  fact,  the  result  seems 
Jenkins  says,  varies  from  23  to  11  per  cent.? — to  show  that  nothing  which  has  been  done  in 
I have  read  Mr.  Jenkins’  report  two  or  three  Ireland  has  seriously  checked  the  spread  of  the 
times  over  very  carefully,  and  I think  that  any-  disease,”  and  the  reply  I have  here  is  “ That  is 
thing  that  he  states  as  a fact  you  will  find  it  very  so”?— The  spread  of  the  disease  has  certainly 
difficult  to  controvert.  I may  not  be  able  to  agree  been  arrested,  but  not  checked  to  anything  like 
with  him  with  reference  to  his  suggestions,  but  the  extent  that  is  desirable. _ 

if  he  stated  it  as  a fact  you  may  rely  upon  it  as  5554.  In  spite  of  restrictions  the  last  epidemic 
a bond  fide  statement.  has  been  as  bad  as  any  previous  epidemic,  has  it 

5544.  Mr.  Dodson.']  What  is  the  aphthous  dis-  not? — I think  it  has  been  worse. 

ease  which  is  coupled  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  5555.  But  you  state  that  you  do  consider  that 
in  the  Irish  Order  in  Council? — It  is  identically  pleuro-pucumoniahas  been  checked? — I do,  con- 
the  same.  It  is  another  name  for  the  same  thing,  sidcrably  checked. 

The  professional  gentlemen  over  here  have  given  5556.  Do  you  think  that  the  restrictions  under 
it  that  high-sounding  name.  the  Act  have  checked  that,  disease  ? — I do,  most 

5545.  Chairman?]  In  your  answer  to  the  decidedly. 

honourable  Member  for  Belfast,  you  stated  that  5557.  I understand  you  to  say  that  you  thought 
if  you  had  more  staff  you  would  make  short  work  the  diminution  of  pleuro-pncumonia  was  in  some 
with  contagious  disease ; do  you  mean  that  you  respect  owing  to  the  increase  of  foot  and  mouth 
could  stamp  out  the  disease  ? — I do  not  mean  that  disease  ? — I only  stated  that,  generally  speaking, 
I could  stamp  it  out,  but  I would  bring  it  down  it.  has  been  found,  from  past  experience,  that  you 
to  a minimum  in  a very  short  time.  very  seldom  have  ] >1  euro-pneumouia  so  rife  during 

5546.  You  also  stated  that  if  you  were  told  to  the  existence  of  the  foot  and  mouth  distemper  as 

carry  out  an  order  for  the  stoppage  of  movement,  you  have  when  foot  and  mouth  distemper  does 
you  would  have  no  difficulty  in  doing  so? — not  exist.  I should  not  be  at  all  surprised  that 
Ho.  after  this  foot  and  mouth  disease  waned  or  declined 

5547.  As  regards  the  present  Order  of  the  away  if  we  were  visited  with  an  outbreak  ot 
3rd  November  1870,  is  the  13th  section  of  that  pleuro-pncumonia,  unless  extra  precautions  are 
Order  carried  out ; it  is  an  Order  which  declares  adopted. 

that  no  animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  5558.  Pleuro-pneumonia  is  very  much  more 
disease  shall  be  moved  alive  from  any  farm,  lands,  mortal  than  foot  and  mouth  disease,  is  it  not.— 
premises,  or  places  so  affected,  and  that  no  animal  Very  much  more  so. 

which  has  been  in  contact,  or  herded  with  an  5559.  Then  if  you  be  right  in  the.  supposition 
animal  so  affected,  skallbe  moved  from  such  place  that  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  ac- 

except  for  immediate  slaughter? — Notin  every  companied  by  a diminution  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
instance  ; but  as  I stated  before,  when  I stated  such  diminution  ought  to  be  put  to  the  credit  side 
that  I would  make  short  work  of  it,  it  was  with  of  the  loss  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I canno 
the  understood  condition  that  I had  got  a sufficient  say  that;  it  is  a fact,  but  I cannot  explain  it, 
staff.  . _ and  it  is  also  a fact  that  animals,  when  they  are 

5548.  But  that  is  an  order  which  the  police  in  suffering  from  one  disease  are  not  so  susceptib 

Ireland  have  to  carry  out  now,  is  it  carried  out  at  of  becoming  affected  with  another.  , 

this  moment  to  any  extent  whatever  ?—  It  is  most  5560.  Then  if  the  fact  that  they  are  affected 
decidedly,  the  people  are  afraid  of  being  what  by  a disease  which  is  not  mortal  makeB  them  less 
they  call  “ fairly  found  out”  by  the  police;  they  susceptible  to  a disease  which  is  mortal,  that 
are  greatly  afraid  that  an  animal  may  be  6een  ought  to  be  considered  as  some  counterbalance  0 
limping  along  the  road,  but  unless  there  is  an  the  loss  from  the  lesser  disease?— I do  not  think' 

so, 
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so  because  although  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  not 
at  all  a fatal  disease  yet  the  losses  from  it  must 
be  very  great;  I know  a great  number  of  people 
who  would  prefer  pleuro-pneumonia  to  break  out 
upon  their  farms  rather  than  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  as  they  would  lose  a great  deal  less,  and 
it  would  be  much  easier  checked. 

5561.  I think,  on  the  previous  day  on  which 
you  were  examined,  I asked  you  with  regard  to 
the  Order  in  Council  for  disinfecting  railways, 
and  you  said  that  it  is  the  case  that  there  is  still 
an  Order  in  force  for  the  disinfection  of  railway 
trucks  ? — It  is  the  case. 

5562.  The  alteration  that  was  made  was  not 
that  the  Order  was  altogether  revoked,  but  that 
that  part  of  the  Order  which  ordered  the  use  of 
chloride  of  lime  was  modified  by  the  permission 
to  use  something  else  ? — Yes  ; carbolic  acid. 

5563.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  Who  appointed  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Moysten  as  Veterinary  Commis- 
sioner ? — The  Lord  Lieutenant.  He  is  a gentle- 
man who  is  a veterinary  surgeon  of  very  great 
experience. 

5564.  Was  he  the  gentleman  who  said  that 
there  was  no  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  the 


sheep  at  Ballinasloe  Fair  ? — He  did  not  say  that 
there  was  none  ; if  you  read  his  Report  you 
will  see  what  he  states. 

5565.  His  Report  says,  “ As  far  as  I can  see 
there  were  no  sheep  affected  with  the  acute  form 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ” ? — He  is  the  person 
who  reported  that. 

5566.  That  docs  not  seem  to  have  been  the 
fact,  does  it? — I am  inclined  to  believe  that  the 
amount  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  which  ap- 
peared in  Ballinasloe  Fair,  particularly  among 
sheep,  was  greatly  exaggerated  ; I think  it  was 
foot  rot.  I saw  thousands  of  animals  which 
came  from  Ballinasloe  Fair,  down  upon  their 
knees,  and  not  able  to  stand.  It  was  said  to  be 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  I felt  thoroughly 
convinced  from  an  examination  of  the  animals 
that  it  was  foot  rot.  • 

5567.  Chairman.']  I think  you  stated  that  you 
got  no  salary  for  two  years,  is  that  so  ? — I do 
not  think  I was  paid  from  early  in  1867  to  late  in 
1869,  but  I will  furnish  the  Committee  with  a 
return  upon  that  point;  I am  really  not  at  all 
clear  on  the  point,  as  I did  not  anticipate  being 
examined  on  such  matters. 


0.58. 
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Professor 

Ferguson. 

5 May  1873. 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Thursday,  8 th  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  William  Johnston. 


Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Monsell. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Ridley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Robert  Morrow,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  5568.  Mr.  W.  Johnston .]  I BELIEVE  you  are  an 

E.  Morrow.  extensive  farmer  and  grazier,  and  exporter  of 
o cattle  ? — Yes,  rather  so ; and  reside  at  Legacurry, 

8 May  1873-  Qoim^y  Down,  near  Lisburn. 

5569.  And  you  have  been  so  for  a considerable 
time,  have  you  not? — I have. 

5570.  For  about  how  long? — It  is  about  40 
years  since  I commenced  first. 

5571.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  what  extent 
of  land  you  farm? — Nine  hundred  acres. 

5572.  Are  those  statute  acres?— Unfortunately 
they  are  the  little  acres. 

5573.  You  were  selected,  were  you  not,  by  the 
Council  of  the  North-East  Agricultural  Associa- 
tion to  come  over  here  and  give  evidence  as  repre- 
senting the  opinions  of  the  farmers  in  the  north  of 
Ireland  ? — I was. 

5574.  Will  you  tell  the  Committee  the  quantity 
of  cattle  you  have  exported  in  the  last  six  years? 
— I have  exported  2,200,  and  some  odd. 

5575.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea 
of  the  gross  value  of  that  cattle  ? — I referred  to 
my  cattle  book,  and  I saw  that  it  was  some 
twenty-one  thousand,  and  some  odd  pounds ; they 
were  store  beasts. 

5576.  Amongst  that  large  number  of  cattle, 
had  you  many  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 
— In  only  one  lot- 

5577.  To  what  port  do  you  principally  send 
your  cattle  ? — Latterly,  for  shipping,  I have  gone 
to  Belfast. 

5578.  You  ship  principally  to  Glasgow,  do  you 
not? — To  Glasgow. 

5579.  In  what  way  are  the  cattle  conveyed  in 
the  steamers,  from  Belfast  to  Glasgow? — On  deck 
generally. 

5580.  Can  you  form  any  idea,  generally,  with 
reference  to  whether  that  is  a better  mode  of  con- 
veyance than  in  the  hold  of  a ship  ? — I would 
prefer  the  deck. 

5581.  Can  you  tell  us  any  instance  of  the 
disease  breaking  out  in  cattle  that  you  exported, 
which  were  apparently  perfectly  free  from  it  when 
shipped  at  Belfast? — Yes;  in  September  1871  I 
selected  56  cattle  out  of  nearly  300 ; I carried 
them  by  rail  from  within  a mile  of  the  park  to 
Belfast,  a distance  of  15  miles,  and  then  by 
steamer  to  Glasgow,  and  afterwards  18  miles,  to 
Falkirk. 


5582.  How  did  they  go  from  Glasgow  to  Fal- 
kirk ? — By  rail. 

5583.  When  did  the  disease  break  out  in  that 
lot? — Part  of  them  showed  symptoms  upon  the 
fourth  day. 

5584.  On  what  part  of  the  journey  did  they 
show  symptoms  of  disease  ? — They  went  to  thsir 
destination  in  four  days  ; they  had  only  to  cross 
the  sea  and  go  18  miles  by  rail;  they  were  very 
little  more  than  an  hour  going  out  by  train. 

5585.  Mr.  Dent..']  Did  those  cattle  go  to  a 
private  byre  in  Falkirk,  or  did  they  go  to  Falkirk 
Fair  ? — Those  animals  went  to  a park  to  wait 


'or  Falkirk  Fair. 

5586.  Did  the  disease  break  out  in  this  park 
oefore  the  animals  went  into  the  fair  ? — The 
lisease  broke  out  in  the  park  previously  to  their 
going  into  the  fair. 

5587.  What  distance  was  the  park  from  Fal- 
kirk Tryst  ?—  About  a mile. 

5588.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.']  To  what  did  you 
attribute  the  disease  breaking  out  in  those  cattle  ? 
— To  disease  being  prevalent  in  the  locality. 

5589.  Were  they  in  contact  with  any  other 
cattle  ? — Only  in  going  across  in  the  boat. 

5590.  Was  there  any  foot  and  mouth  disease 

in  the  cattle  on  board  ?— I saw  nothing  of  the  sort 
in  them.  , 

5591.  This  was  foot  and  mouth  disease  that 
broke  out  in  your  cattle  ? — Y es. 

5592.  Mr.  Dent.]  There  were  other  cattle  on 
board  the  boat  besides  your  own,  were  there  not? 
— Yes,  there  were. 

5593-  Mr.  W.  Johnston.]  Have  you  known 
Irish  cattle  break  out  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
before  reaching  Scotland  ? — Frequently. 

5594.  To  what  do  you  attribute  that 

attribute  that  to  the  disease  being  in  the  locality, 
or  perhaps  there  might  have  been  diseased  cattle 
carried  in  some  of  the  trucks.  _ , 

5595.  Do  you  think  there  is  any  danger  0 
cattle  becoming  infected  by  being  detained  m the 
cattle  markets  when  consigned  to  the  salesmen 
—I  think  there  is  always  danger  in  a large  Mir 
of  the  animals  getting  contagion.  _ 

5596.  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  malre 
the  Committee  with  reference  to  the  best  m 

of  prevention,  either  at  the  port  of  P°^r£atjon  p 
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debarkation  ?— Yes,  I have  some  few  suggestions 
to  make. 

5597.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  any  sug- 
gestions which  you  would  wish  to  make  ? — I 
would  recommend  that  at  the  port  of  shipping  a 

roper  veterinary  inspector  be  appointed,  and  that 

e examine  all  stock,  in  a yard  provided  for  the 
purpose,  before  sunset,  and  that  on  the  inspector 
finding  them  all  in  good  health  he  should  grant 
a certificate,  and  that  no  cattle  be  taken  on  board 
unless  a certificate  be  given.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  inspector  found  any  of  them  diseased,  I 
would  recommend  the  whole  lot  to  be  left  at 
home ; they  have  got  plenty  to  themselves  in 
England  and  Scotland,  and  if  we  send  our 
diseased  cattle  there  they  make  more  of  it. 

5598.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  the  number 
of  cattle  exported  from  Belfast  in  the  year  1872  ? 
—According  to  the  Export  Returns  from  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners’  office  there  were  100,398. 

5599.  What  was  the  number  of  sheep  exported 
during  that  time  ? — The  number  of  sheep  was 
31,854. 

5600.  Can  you  tell  us  the  number  of  horses  ? — 
The  number  was  6,908. 

5601.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea  of 
what  the  per-centage  of  store  cattle  and  fat  cattle 
shipped  from  Belfast  was? — I have  calculated 
that  from  70  to  80  per  cent  are  store  cattle. 

5602.  Can  you  give  any  idea  what  proportion 
of  those  cattle  go  to  England,  and  what  propor- 
tion of  them  go  to  Scotland  ? — I should  think  one- 
half  go.  There  are  two  ports,  and  sometimes  three, 
that  they  go  to.  Some  of  the  boats  carry  by 
Ardrossan,  but  there  is  Eleetwood  and  Morc- 
cambe ; the  boats  go  every  night,  and  two  boats 

■ go  generally  to  Glasgow. 

5603.  In  what  year  did  you  first  discover  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  your  stock  ? — The  first  time 
I ever  discovered  it  was  in  the  year  1S43. 

5604.  Could  you  trace  its  origin  among  your 
stock  ? — I could  not.  I was  at  that  time  export- 
ing to  England,  to  Carlisle,  and,  unfortunately, 

I saw  a lot  of  what  we  call  Craven  cows  coming 
in ; they  were  long-horns,  and  it  was  reported 
that  the  Craven  cows  had  brought  the  disease  to 
the  market.  At  that  time  we  had  upon  the  sands 
the  Irish,  Scotch,  and  English  grounds,  and 
the  Craven  cattle  got  placed  upon  the  Irish 
ground,  and  we  thought  that  we  ought  to  have 
our  own  ground,  and  we  put  them  oft  it ; but  at 
that  time  it  was  thought  nothing  of. 

5605.  Have  you  had  much  loss  by  death  from 
foot  and  mouth  disease  among  your  stock  ?— In 
all  my  transactions,  I think  I never  had  ten  ani- 
mals die  with  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

5606.  What  deterioration  in  value  do  you 
think  a beast  sustains  when  suffering  from  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — That  very  much  depends 
upon  the  season  of  the  year  and  the  condition  of 
the  animal.  For  instance,  an  animal  at  this  time 
is  worth  20  l.,  and  I would  say  that  he  would  not 
he  more  than  1 l.  the  loser,  because  he  has  time 
to  get  it  oyer ; there  is  time  before  winter.  In 
a store  animal  of  the  value  of  12  L,  he  has  time  to 
get  it  over ; and  in  his  case  the  loss  wouldnot  be 
more  than  1 l ; and  in  a store  animal  of  a year 
ana  a-half  old,  I think  we  should  not  lose  more 

AP  s- ; but  when  it  comes  on  to  the  season, 
wnen  they  have  to  sell  as  fat  cattle,  I should  say 
hat  an  animal  worth  20  L would  lose  2 and  a 
atm-e  of  12/.  would  be  reduced  1 1.,  and  a year 
an  a-half  store  10  s.  I think  that  that  is  as  near 
33  1 can  come  to  it. 

0.58. 


5607.  Mr.  Dent.']  With  respect  to  the  loss  in 
breeding  cows  and  milch  cows,  what  would  you 
put  the  loss  down  to  those  animals  after  they 
were  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— It 
depends  upon  the  locality.  If  you  are  in  a locality 
where  you  sell  milk  very  high,  you  must  put  it 
higher.  In  our  locality  we  give  away  a portion, 
more  of  it  we  sell,  and  I do  not  put  as  much 
value  upon  it  as  some  do. 

5608.  But  do  not  you  rear  calves  ? — [ do. 

5609.  Is  there  not  a considerable  loss  in  rear- 
ing calves  if  you  have  foot  and  mouth  disease 
among  your  milking  animals  ? — It  depends  upon 
the  time  of  year  at  which  they  take  it.  If  they 
take  it  at  the  time  the  calves  are  very  young, 
there  might  be  a little  loss,  but  I never  had  a calf 
die  yet ; and  if  it  is  after  August,  then  the  milk 
is  taken  off  the  calves. 

5610.  Have  you  ever  had  abortion  among  your 
cows  as  an  after-effect  of  foot  and  mouth  disease? 
— I had  three  out  of  twelve  abort. 

5611.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.]  Had  you  ever  pleuro- 
pneumonia amongst  your  stock  ? — I had. 

5612.  In  what  year? — In  1845. 

5613.  What  were  the  circumstances  of  that 
outbreak? — I had  three  cases,  and  when  I saw 
the  first  case  I removed  the  animal,  and  I saw 
another  case,  and  I moved  that,  and  another,  and 
she  three  died.  I have  never  had  another  case 
that  I am  aware  of. 

5614.  Have  you  ever  had  any  other  disease  ? — 
I have  had  all  the  diseases  that  ever  were  among 
cattle,  I think,  in  my  time. 

5615.  Have  you  had  cattle  plague  among  your 
cattle  ? — Unfortunately  I had. 

5616.  In  what  year  had  you  cattle  plague 
amongst  your  cattle  ? — In  the  year  1865,  in  Scot- 
land. 

5617.  Are  you  aware  of  its  being  in  any 
locality  in  Ireland  at  the  same  time? — Not  at 
the  same  time. 

5618.  At  what  time  ? — In  the  following  year, 
in  April  and  May,  it  was  in  a locality  called 
Drumragh. 

5619.  In  what  neighbourhood? — In  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Lisburn ; within  four  miles  of  Lis- 
burn. 

5620.  Have  you  had  more  than  one  case  ? — 
Unfortunately  I lost  267 l.  in  Scotland. 

5621.  Have  you  had  cattle  plague  amongst 
your  stock  in  Ireland  ? — Never. 

5622.  With  regard  to  sheep,  have  you  had  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  amongst  your  stock  ? — I 
have. 

5623.  When  was  that  ? — Last  October.  I 
purchased  300  at  Falkirk  October  Tryst,  and  I 
sent  them  to  the  salesman’s  field  for  two  days. 
When  they  arrived  at  Belfast  I met  the  boat, 
and  I saw  that  they  were  diseased.  I then  sent 
them  by  rail  to  a farm  that  I had  adjoining  a large 
park,  and  in  a few  days  there  were  about  200  of 
them  on  their  knees.  I then  thought  it  wise  to 
inform  the  police  at  the  nearest  station,  and  in 
about  three  weeks  I removed  them  into  a large 
park. 

5624.  Did  you  lose  many  of  them  by  that  dis- 
ease ? — I lost  just  three ; one  of  them  was  injured 
just  before  in  Glasgow  by  a cart. 

5625.  It  has  been  given  in  evidence  before  this 
Committee  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been 
supposed  to  have  been  propagated  by  deer,  hares 
and  rabbits,  and  wood  pigeons ; have  you  any 
deer,  or  hares  and  rabbits,  and]  wood  pigeons  in 
your  park  ? — I have  some  hundreds  too  many. 

G q.  3 5626.  Have 
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Mr.  5626.  Have  you  any  knowledge  with  reference 

JR.  Moi'row.  t0  the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  among 

them?— No.  I would  be  very  glad  if  it  had  got 

8 May  1873.  among  a few  of  the  hares  and  rabbits  in  Novem- 
ber to  rid  them  up.  The  landlord  was  not  at 
home  during  tire  snooting  season,  but  he  hap- 
pened to  call  with  a party  one  day,  and  he  killed 
151 ; that  made  a little  difference,  and  next  day 
he  caught  50. 

5627.  Were  those  hares?— Yes.  As  regards 
rabbits  I cannot  tell  much  about  them ; I do  not 
see  anything  of  them ; they  soon  get  into  their 
burrows. 

5628.  What  is  your  opinion  as  regards  the  re- 
lative proportion  of  the  existence  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  1872  and  1873  as  compared  with 
1871? — I know  nothing  of  it  in  1873  in  my 
locality,  and  I had  not  a single  case  in  1872. 
Out  of  all  my  cattle  which  I sent  to  Edinburgh 
only  two  got  injured  somehow  or  other  by  the 
passage,  which  was  rough,  and  I did  not  take 
them  to  market.  The  next  day  I thought  to  sell 
them  in  the  fat  market,  and  I drove  them  in ; it 
was  a general  inspection,  and  I was  very  well 
aware  of  what  was  the  matter  with  them,  or  I 
would  not  have  taken  them  in,  as  I would  have  been 
liable  to  a fine,  so  I left  them,  and  got  them  put 
into  a stable,  and  they  both  got  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

5629.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  health 
of  cattle  in  the  counties  of  Down  and  Antrim  ? 
— I had  not  a single  case  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  as  to  pleuro-pneumonia  I know 
nothing  of  it ; if  there  be  any  I am  not  aware 
of  it. 

5630.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  You  say  that  you  took 
56  cattle  out  of  the  300  to  send  to  Falkirk? — 
Yes. 

5631.  Were  any  of  those  300  diseased  after- 
wards ? — Not  a single  one  of  the  remainder  was 
diseased. 

5632.  I suppose  they  had  not  had  any  disease 
before? — They  had  not;  I have  had  this  park 
six  years,  and  I have  never  had  a single  animal 
which  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon  it ; it  is 
walled  in. 

5633.  Do  you  recommend  veterinary  inspec- 
tion at  the  port  of  shipping  ? — I do. 

5634.  You  recommend  that  a certificate  should 
be  given  that  an  animal  was  sound,  without 
which  it  should  not  be  shipped  ? — That  is  so. 

'5635.  In  the  case  of  a diseased  lot  you  think 
they  should  be  left  at  home? — Yes. 

5636.  Would  you  have  them  given  back  to  the 
owner  ? — I would  rather  have  them  taken  back 
to  my  own  land  where  I had  the  grass  for  nothing, 
than  take  them  to  England  or  Scotland  where  I 
have  dear  grass,  and  where  the  cattle  would  have 
to  be  sold  at  a disadvantage. 

5637.  You  would  recommend  a diseased  lot  to 
be  sent  back  to  their  owner  ? — I certainly  would. 

5638.  You  would  not  agree  with  Professor 
Ferguson  that  they  should  be  looked  upon  as 
contraband  and  confiscated.? — Professor  Fergu- 
son and  I very  often  agree ; but  I would  say  that 
cattle  should  be  returned  to  the  owner  in  a case 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  because  it  is  not 
fatal. 

5639.  Do  not  you  think  it  would  be  rather  a 
salutary  sort  of  punishment  to  a man  sending 
diseased  cattle,  to  have  the  animals  confiscated  ? 
— I would  think  he  was  better  off  than  sending 
the  animals  to  England,  and  getting  fined  for 
moving  them  about  perhaps. 


5640. '  But  do  not  you  think  that  it  would  be  a 
salutary  sort  of  restriction  if  it  were  well  known 
that  cattle  belonging  to  any  man  which  were 
found  diseased  at  the  port  of  shipment  should  be 
confiscated  ?— There  is  no  doubt  that  it  would 
but  if  the  owner  of  the  cattle  knew  that  they  were 
diseased  lie  would  not  attempt  to  send  the  cattle 
there.  He  would  not  attempt  to  send  cattle  that 
there  had  been  disease  amongst,  because  he 
would  know  that  the  disease  would  soon  break 
out. 

5641.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  be  too  severe 
a punishment  ? — I do  not ; I should  look  at  their 
going  forward,  and  getting  into  a worse  place. 

5642.  You  think  it  would  not  be  too  severe? 
— You  would  not  find  it  too  severe  a punishment 
to  he  told,  “ You  must  take  those  cattle  back” 
because  I might  bring  them  back  to  their  value 
again. 

5643.  I do  not  think  you  understand  my  ques- 
tion ; Professor  Ferguson  recommended  that  any 
cattle  found  diseased  at  the  port  should  be  con- 
fiscated, not  sent  back  ? — I would  be  very  sorry 
to  kill  an  animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ; I would  give  it  a trial  unless  you  gave 
me  full  value  for  the  animal,  and  then  you  might 
do  as  you  chose. 

5644.  But  I am  examining  you  rather  as  to 
whether  it  would  be  a good  plan  to  put  some  sort 
of  punishment  on  the  farmer  for  sending  stock 
away  diseased,  in  order  to  make  him  careful 
about  sending  stock  away  that  were  diseased. 
Do  you  think,  looking  at  it  in  that  light,  that 
making  diseased  cattle  contraband  would  be  a 
good  plan  ? — I would  rather  give  him  a chance 
with  the  animal  and  let  him  take  it  back,  unless 
you  give  him  the  full  price.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  in  three  or  four  weeks  the  farmer  would 
have  the  animal  up  to  the  mark  again. 

56 45.  In  sending  a diseased  animal  back  again 
would  not  there  be  a risk  of  infecting  railway 
trucks  or  anything  else  in  which  it  was  sent 
hack  ? — Certainly ; but  wo  could  take  it  in  our 
own  country,  and  it  would  be  better  than  to  Bend 
it  to  another  country. 

5646.  You  would  not  object  to  the  disease 
being  disseminated  in  that  way  ? — I am  not  so 
frightened  as  many  of  them.  I have  been  long 
used  to  it,  and  I think  that  there  is  more  said 
about  the  disease  than  there  should  be. 

5647.  You  think  that  there  is  more  noise 
made  about  it  than  there  should  he  ? — A great 
deal  more. 

5648.  You  mentioned  the  case  of  some  Craven 
cows,  where  were  they  from  ? — From  Lanca- 
sliire. 

5649.  Were  they  imported  into  Irelands 
No,  they  were  brought  to  Carlisle  at  the  time  1 
was  importing  into  Carlisle. 

5650.  There  was  no  intention  of  exporting 

them  to  Ireland? — Not  the  least.  . 

5651.  You  mentioned  the  case  of  your  having 
pleuro-pneumonia  on  your  farm,  and  70U  rej 
moved  the  stock,  what  do  you  mean  by  that.— 
kept  them  in  a house  in  an  isolated  part. 

5652.  You  did  not  kill  them? — I did  not  -A ■ 

that  time  there  was  no  killing,  but  they  <nefl- 
There  was  one  young  bull,  rather  a favourite  bun, 
and  he  died  in  14  days.  , - 

5653.  I do  not  know  whether  you  have  be 
the  suggestion  which  has  been  made  to  this  U> 
mittee  by  Professor  Baldwin,  that  it  worn 
advisable  to  stop  all  fairs  and  markets  in 
months  of  June  and  July,  and  the  movemen 
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all  store  cattle  during  that  time,  in  the  hope  that 
that  would  be  effectual  in  reducing  foot  and 
mouth  disease  to  a minimum,  and  that  after  that 
had  been  done  all  cases  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  which  occurred  should  be  dealt  with  as 
cattle  plague,  would  you  agree  with  that  sug- 
gestion I — I would  uot ; I am  against  all  restric- 
tions except  upon  cattle  plague. 

5654.  Do  you  think  that  if  that  recommenda- 
tion was  thought  to  be  advisable  it  could  be  car- 
ried out  ? — I am  afraid  it  would  not  take  very 
well  in  Ireland.  Last  year  the  graziers  of  store 
stock  got  2 1.  a head  more  in  June  and  July  than 
what  was  got  for  the  same  sort  of  animal  in  Oc- 
tober, and  there  are  a great  many  prepared  to 
sell  store  animals  in  June  and  July  I know  this 
season,  in  the  north  of  Ireland. 

5655.  What  would  they  get  in  June  and  July 
as  compared  with  the  month  of  May  ? — That 
would  depend  upon  the  state  the  animals  were 
in;  if  they  throve  well  in  July,  two  months  upon 
the  grass  makes  a great  improvement.  I would 
not  be  willing  to  sell  an  animal  off  in  J uly  unless 
I had  got  full  o-rass  on  it. 

5656.  You  think  that,  upon  the  whole,  it  would 
be  very  detrimental  to  those  engaged  in  the 
cattle  trade  ? — I am  certain  it  would,  and  to 
die  farmers  and  graziers  too. 

5657.  Do  you  think  that  if  this  restriction 
were  carried  out,  it  would  be  possible  to  discover 
a case  of  outbreak  afterwards  ? — That  depends 
upon  the  means  which  you  would  take.  If  you 
had  the  police  well  arranged  in  eveiy  district, 
perhaps  you  might,  but  still  there  would  be 
some  cases  which  they  would  not  find  out, 
because  the  people  are  not  very  willing  to  bring 
anything  down  upon  themselves. 

5658.  You  think  you  could  not  depend  upon 
discovering  every  single  outbreak  of  disease  ?— I 
would  not  depend  upon  it. 

5659.  Is  your  district  very  thickly  populated  ? 
—It  is  pretty  thickly  populated.  I am  within 
nine  miles  of  Belfast.  Our  farms,  taking  them 
all  over  the  County  Down,  I suppose,  do  not 
average  30  acres. 


. Have  you  a sufficient  number  of  police 
m your  district  to  visit  every  field  in  which  cattle 
are? — I could  not  answer  that  question. 

5661.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  desirable  to 
have  more  ? — They  have  a great  deal  of  duty  to 
do ; they  are  very  often  called  away  to  fairs, 
Mid  I am  afraid  there  would  not  be  sufficient  of 
them  at  present. 

6662.  Have  you  not  sufficient,  police  to  keep 
up  an  efficient  inspection  at  present  ? — I can  oxdy 
give  my  opinion.  I think  not.  T do  not  know 
the  number  of  police  in  County  Down. 

5663.  Y ou  think  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  discover  every  fresh  outbreak  of  disease  ? — 
Very  nearly  so,  I should  say. 

. Can  you  tell  me  anything  about  the 

importation  of  calves  from  England  into  Ireland  ? 
~~LJ™  n°t, aware  of  any  in  the  north  of  Ireland. 

obbo.  Chairman.']  How  long  have  you  been 
to  the  trade  ? — I have  been  in  the  trade  for  40 
years. 

5666.  And  pretty  largely  engaged  in  it,  I 
suppose,  for  some  time  ?— Yes,  you  would  call  it 
J/?,1"  s°toe  counties,  and  in  some  counties  you 

.*?  not  ’ *n  south  and  west  of  Ireland  you 
woidd  not  call  it  large. 

v*7,  * Ca^  ^ larSe  W^th  regard  to  the  quantity 
ofp-rn  exP°.rted  5 you  have  been  in  the  habit 
0 gg  tm®“18  Quantity  for  some  time,  I suppose  ? 


—I  did  a great  deal  more  up  to  1865;  it  was 
double  the  number  for  six  years. 

566b.  You  farm  a good  deal  yourself,  do  you 
not;  900  acres?  I graze  part,  but  1‘have  a tillage 
xarm  of  120  acres  apart  from  that  grazing  farm. 

5669.  But  how  many  beasts  do  you  generally 
own  as  a farmer,  independently  of  what  you  buy 
to  export? — I only  keep  about  20  on  the  home 
farm.  I send  all  my  young  ones  away  to  this 
out-farm. 

5670.  About  how  long  do  you  keep  the  cattle 
you  buy  for  the  purpose  of  exporting?— I begin 
to  buy  in  J anuary,  and  generally  finish  about  the 
1st  of  June. 

Then  you  will  hold  a heavy  stock  in 
May  and  April  ? — F ormerly  I commenced  my 
export  the  first  Wednesday  in  June.  I had  a 
connection  formed  in  Scotland,  and  commenced 
on  the  first  Wednesday  in  June,  and  kept  it  up 
for  three  weeks. 

5672.  Then  if  the  Irish  Privy  Council  were 
to  issue  an  order  telling  you  not  to  move  your 
cattle  in  the  months  of  June  and  July,  they 
would  pick  out  the  most  awkward  months  for 
you? — But  I have  dropped  that;  I do  not  send 
until  September  now.  I am  not  speaking  on  my 
own  account ; it  is  for  the  public  interest. 

5673.  But  what  do  you  do  with  the  cattle  be- 
tween June  and  September? — I keep  them  upon 
the  grass. 

5674.  You  keep  them  out  until  that  time  ?— 
I keep  tli cm  up  until  the  second  Tuesday  in 
September,  and  then  the  second  Tuesday  in 
October  and  the  15th  of  October,  and  I have 
what  is  called  the  Hallow  Fair,  which  is  a great 
fair. 

5675.  Do  most  men  in  the  trade  do  like  you  ? 
— No,  they  do  not. 

5676.  What  do  they  do  ? — They  just  sell  when- 
ever they  can,  and  whenever  they  can  get  a good 
profit  on  the  sale. 

5677.  Having  bought  those  animals  in  January, 
they  do  not  keep  them  longer  than  they  can 
manage  ? — But  they  do  not  buy  them  in  January, 
because  they  have  not  got  winter  keep  for  them ; 
they  are  beginning  to  buy  now. 

5678.  What  becomes  of  your  beasts  in  Scot- 
land generally,  in  the  winter  ? — In  Scotland  they 
are  generally  tied  up  for  turnips,  and  a small 
portion  of  them  go  into  the  straw-yard. 

5679.  Do  they  go  to  Falkirk? — They  go  to 
Falkirk  at  the  two  trysts. 

5680.  Having  been  in  the  trade  so  long,  there 
must  have  been  a good  many  years  during  which 
there  was  a good  deal  of  talk  about  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — I have  heard  of  it  many  times 
in  my  journeys;  it  is  constantly  talked  of. 

5681.  Do  you  think  this  attack  last  year  was 
very  much  worse  than  in  previous  years  ? — The 
first  time  I had  it  was  in  1843,  and  I never  had 
it  so  badly ; they  cast  some  of  their  hoofs. 

5682.  But  I am  not  speaking  of  what  you 
have  yourself  suffered  ; but  from  your  knowledge, 
do  you  not  think  that  this  is  a very  much  worse 
attack  of  the  disease  than  previous  attacks  ? — -It 
was  more  extensive,  I think.  At  least,  it  was 
taken  up  more,  and  was  more  thought  of  since 
1865  than  ever  it  was  before. 

' 5683.  Those  animals  which  you  buy'  in  order 
to  sell,  you  must  keep  long  enough  for  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  to  develop  itself,  if  it  was  in 
them  when  you  bought  them  ? — Yes,  quite  long 
enough. 

5684.  Yet  it  appears  that  you  have  been  very 
G G 4 fortunate  ; 
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Mr.  fortunate ; you  have  not  had  much  disease  ? — I 
R.  Morrow,  have  been  very  fortunate. 

_ 5685.  Have  you  taken  great  care  in  your  pur- 

o May  1073.  ciiasea  7 — X airt  as  particular  as  possible. 

5686.  Have  you  refused  many  animals  because 
you  thought  that  they  would  be  very  likely  to 
have  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I have  not.  If  it 
were  not  for  the  restrictions,  if  I got  a lot  cheap, 

I would  buy  them,  and  lay  them  on  my  grass 
until  the  back  end. 

5687.  Whether  they  had  foot  and  mouth  disease 
or  not? — Yes,  whether  they  had  foot  and  mouth 
disease  or  not. 

5688.  When  you  talk  about  “ cheap,”  you  buy 
beasts  at  6 /.  a head,  do  yon  not? — No;  I never 
buy  any  so  low  as  that. 

5689.  What  is  your  general  price  ? — This  year 
I gave  up  to  15 /.,  and  I am  very  little  below  10/. 

5690.  Supposing  you  would  give  10/.  for  a 
beast  without  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; I do 
not  say  that  if  he  actually  had  it,  but  if  you 
thought  there  was  great  danger  of  his  having  it ; 
how  much  less  would  you  offer  ? — 1 would  try 
the  man  to  pull  him  down ; if  I thought  I could 
have  it,  I would  certainly  take  advantage,  but 
when  I say  that,  there  are  very  few  who  could 
do  it,  because  I should  have  places  where  I could 
keep  them  by  themselves,  and  no  neighbour 
could  get  near  them. 

5691.  You  stated  that  you  would  buy  them  if 
they  were  offered  to  you  cheap ; what  would  you 
consider  a cheap  price  ? — If  the  seller  would  give 
me  a pound  per  head  back  I would  take  them. 

5692.  There  are  a good  many  restrictions  now, 
are  there  not? — I believe  there  are,  but  I am  not 
aware  of  them. 

5693.  Do  you  think  that  those  restrictions  have 
done  any  good  towards  stopping  the  spread  of  the 
disease  ? — I do  not  know ; I do  not  like  killing, 
that  is  one  thing. 

5694.  With  regard  to  the  present  restrictions 
with  reference  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
there  is  no  order  to  kill  in  the  case  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  at  present,  but  there  is  an  order  to 
prevent  movement;  do  you  think  those  orders 

■ do  anything  to  stop  the  disease  ? — I have  no  doubt 

that  they  might ; there  is  no  doubt  that  if  diseased 
animals  came  into  contact  with  sound  animals 
they  must  of  course  catch  the  contagion. 

5695.  Are  there  many  small  farmers  about 
you  ? — A great  number. 

5696.  The  evidence  that  has  been  before  us 
was  to  this  effect,  that  the  large  farmers  would 
be  willing  to  support  very  strong  restrictions  with 
regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  such,  lor  instance, 
as  the  stoppage  of  all  fairs  in  June  and  July,  and 
so  much  longer  as  was  necessary,  and  the  stoppage 
of  movement ; what  do  you  say  with  regard  to 
the  feeling  of  the  large  farmers  first  ? — I am  pot 
aware  of  anyone  who  wishes  for  restrictions  in 
my  locality. 

5697.  Would  that  dislike  to  them  be  shared  by 
the  small  farmers? — I should  think  so;  the  small 
farmers  w.ould  even  be  worse. 

5698.  It  would  be  very  difficult,  would  it  not, 
even  with  your  police  in  Ireland,  to  carry  out 
this  order  if  the  feeling  of  the  farmer  were  against 
it  ? — It  would  not  be  very  pleasant. 

5699.  I am  not  talking  about  the  pleasure  of 
carrying  out  the  order,  but  the  success  of  carrying 
it  out  ?— I really  could  not  answer  that  question, 
because  I could  not  tell  the  duty  that  the  police 
would  have  to  do. 

5700.  The  duty  which  the  police  would  have 


to  perform  would  be  to  see  that  there  were  no 
fairs  held,  that  would  be  easy,  and  secondly,  to 
stop  all  movement  except  with  licenses ; now  sup- 
posing no  movement  was  allowed  except  with 
licenses,  do  you  not  imagine  that  licenses  would 
be  given  almost  indiscriminately  ?— -No,  I think 
not;  it  all  depends  upon  the  parties  who  <nve 
them ; if  they  arc  given  by  proper  persons  they 
would  never  attempt  to  do  such  a thing. 

570 1.  If  the  licenses  were  generally  <nyen  in 
cases  of  immediate  slaughter,  or  in  cases  of  very 
great  necessity,  do  you  imagine  the  fanners  would 
feel  that  the  restrictions  would  be  very  onerous? 
— If  a large  farmer  wanted  to  take  his  fat  stock 
and  could  take  them  in  no  other  way  except  by 
going  for  a certificate,  he  must  submit  to  the 
Order. 

5702.  Have  you  had  much  pleuro-pneumonia 
among  your  beasts? — I never  had  but  the  three 
cases  I have  mentioned,  in  the  year  1845. 

5703.  Hnve  many  of  your  neighbours  had 
pleuro-pneumonia  amongst  their  cattle?— Very 
few ; it  is  more,  I should  think,  about  the  large 
towns,  but  if  I had  one  animal  that  showed  any 
symptoms  of  it  I would  not  keep  it  very  long. 

5704.  You  would  sell  the  animal  off  as  soon  as 
you  could  ? — No  ; if  the  animal  was  fat  I would 
.slaughter  it. 

5705.  But  if  it  was  not  flit? — If  the  flesh 
would  not  pass  the  inspector  I would  slaughter  it 
myself;  1 would  not  run  the  risk. 

5706.  But  supposing  it  was  such  a beast  as 
was  not  fit  for  slaughter,  would  you  not  be  in- 
clined to  sell  him'/— I would  say  to  a small 
butcher,  “ Can  you  pass  this  animal  ? If  you  think 
he  will  pass  the  inspector"  I do  not  think  I 
should  be  very  far  wrong  in  selling  him.” 

5707.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  You  would  not  sell 
him  to  a farmer? — 1 would  not;  and  I would  not 
sell  him  to  a man  who  would  do  anything  but 
slaughter  him. 

5708.  Chairman.']  Do  you  take  your  beasts 
yourself  to  the  shipping  port? — I generally  meet 
them  at  the  shipping  port;  I have  just  nine  miles 
to  go  from  my  own  place,  and  I go  to  meet  them; 
of  late  I am  rather  particular  about  their  move- 
ments. I go  to  Belfast  to  meet  them,  and  I cross 
over  with  them  ; I think  I had  better  do  so. 

5709.  What  sort  of  arrangements  are  made  for 
those  animals  ? — They  are  first  rate  upon  the 
mail  boats. 

5710.  In  the  mail  boats  from  Belfast  to  Glas- 
gow ? — From  Belfast  to  Glasgow. 

5711.  Do  they  go  on  deck? — They  all  goon 
deck  in  the  mail  boats. 

5712.  How  long  is  the  voyage  ? — It  will  be  12 
hours  from  the  time  they  are  shipped  until  they 
are  unshipped. 

fc  5713.  Do  you  have  them  watered  before  they 
go  on  board? — Mine  do  not  require  water,  because 
they  have  Lough  Neagh  for  a watering-place,  and 
they  get  a good  drink  before  they  leave,  and  they 
have  just  15  miles  to  go  to  the  port;  I just 
have  to  arrange  for  them  to  go.  I live  near  the 
port,  and  I ship  them  at  eight  o’clock  m the 
evening,  and  I leave  at  two.  . , 

5714.  You  water  and  feed!  them  before  they 

leave  ? — I do.  , . 

5715.  Let  us  follow  these  cattle  out;  wha 
time  do  the  cattle  generally  leave. 

They  generally  leave  Belfast  at  eight  m t 
evening.  . 

5716.  And  at  what  time  do  they  get  to  Glas- 
gow?—They  get  to  Glasgow  generally  about 
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eio-lit  o’clock  in  the  morning;  they  are  up  at 
the  quay  at  eight  o’clock  in  the  morning. 

5717.  Do  you  thiuk  that  many  of  them  catch 

foot  and  mouth  disease  on  board  ship  ? —I  do  not 
think  that  many  of  them  catch  the  disease  on 
hoard  the  mail  boat;  she  is  nicely  kept,  and 
they  have  the  hose  at  work  sometimes  up  the 
Clyde.  . , , 

5718.  What  do  you  do  with  them  when  you 
„et  them  to  Glasgow  ; how  long  are  you  before 
you  put  them  into  the  railway  ? — I go  by  the 
first  train  I can  get  away  by. 

5719.  Do  you  water  the  cattle  before  you  put 
them  on  the  train?— There  are  troughs  at  the 
stations  either  of  the  Caledonian  Railway  or  the 
North  British  Railway. 

5720.  How  long  have  these  troughs  been  there : 
do  you  know  ? — I do  not  know  ; but  they  have 
large  sheds  for  tinning  the  cattle  into  with  troughs 
there. 

5721.  Are  the  animals  watered  at  those 
troughs  ? — Some  of  the  animals  will  take  it,  and 
some  will  not. 

5722.  But  they  have  the  chance  of  it  ? — They 
have  the  chance  of  it. 

5723.  You  take  the  animals  generally  to  Fal- 
kirk, do  you  not  ? — In  the  season  of  the  year, 
when  it  suits ; in  September  and  October. 

5724.  And  they  get  to  Falkirk  at  what  time  ? 
— They  are  generally  turned  about  four  o’clock 
into  the  pasture  fields;  I have  pasture  fields  near 
Larbert. 

5725.  Do  you  attend  the  large  fairs  in  Ireland  ? 
— I do  not  now ; I formerly  did,  but  I was  follow- 
ing up  the  export  trade  then  ; I graze  more  now. 
Since  1865  I have  turned  my  attention  more  to 
sheep. 

5726.  Have  you  much  to  do  with  sheep  now  ? 
—A  little. 

5727.  Had  you  over  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
sheep,  before  last  year  ? — I had  lameness,  but  I 
did  not  think  it  was  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; but 
this  was  a general  thing  when  I had  300  of  them 
on  their  knees. 

_ 572S.  You  are  sure  it  was  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ?— I looked  at  the  mouths  of  them  and  I 
could  see  that  there  was  a little  inflammation,  but 
I could  see  nothing  else. 

5729.  What  is  your  opinion  now  as  to  what  it 
was  ?— I set  it  down  as  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

5730.  We  have  had  evidence  given  here  that 
there  are  very  few  veterinary  surgeons  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland ; have  you  got  veterinary  sur- 
geons about  you? — We  have ; wo  have  had  Pro- 
fessor Ferguson,  and  he  cleared  our  country  up 
at  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague. 

5731.  Had  you  that  cattle  plague  near  you? — 

We  had.  ° 


5732.  In  answer  to  my  honourable  friend,  the 
Member  for  Carlow,  I think  you  stated  that 
you  would  not  have  the  animals  confiscated  which 
had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  that  you 
would  send  them  back  ? — I would. 

, You  think,  if  I understand  you  rightly, 
that  it  would  be  a fair  thing  if  at  the  port  of 
Liverpool  or  the  port  of  Bristol,  an  animal  was 
tOTina  with  foot  and'  mouth  disease,  that  animal 
should  be  sent  back  to  the  owner  in  Ireland  ? — 
that  was  not  my  answer ; I did  not  refer  to  their 
landing  in  England ; I would  have  a veterinary 
surgeon  to  inspect  them,  and  if  he  found  a diseased 
annual  among  them  I would  send  them  back 
helore  shipping. 

would  send  them  back  to  the 


owner  ? — The  owner  should  take  them  back,  whe- 
ther he  chose  or  not. 

5735.  What  you  mean  is  this;  that  if  you 
came  to  Belfast  with  a cargo  of  cattle,  if  any 
of  them  had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  you 
should  be  told  that  you  could  not  ship  them,  and 
what  would  you  do  with  them  then? — I would 
be  very  thankful  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  be  returned  to  the  grass  until  I could  get 
them  over  the  distemper. 

5736.  There  was  evidence  given  before  this 
Committee  that  the  probable  loss  to  Ireland  by 
foot  and  mouth  disease  last  year  was  one  million 
and  a half? — I could  not  go  into  such  large 
figures.  I work  my  own  little  calculations  out, 
but  I could  not  go  into  those  large  figures. 

5737.  Supposing  you  arrived  at  Glasgow  with 
your  cargo,  and  then  you  found  that  you  had 
some  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  di- 
sease, whut  would  you  do  with  them  ? — I would 
endeavour  to  get  them  away  to  my  park ; gene- 
rally a park  is  taken  for  me  at  the  Falkirk 
Tryst,  when  I take  them  over  in  November. 

5738.  I suppose  that  the  export  of  cattle  to 
England  is  not  only  a large  trade  in  Ireland, 
but  is  an  increasing  trade  ? — It  is  a large  trade, 
hut  I really  do  not  know  whether  it  is  increasing 
or  not. 

5739.  Have  many  fresh  people  gone  into  the 
trade  within  the  last  four  or  five  years? — There 
are  plenty  going  into  the  trade,  and  plenty  dying 
out  of  it,  and  some  failing. 

5740.  And  others  making  good  fortunes  ? — 
There  are  some,  no  doubt,  who  make  good 
fortunes. 

5741.  Mr.  Dmt.']  You  generally  go  with  your 
own  cattle  into  Scotland,  do  you  not  ? — I had  a 
nephew  who  always  topped  them,  and  I went  to 
market  the  day  previous ; but  he  has  gone  on 
his  own  account  now,  and  I send  a man  in  charge 
if  I do  not  go  over ; but  I gcuerally  go  now, 
since  the  disease  was  so  prevalent.  I thought 
that  would  give  me  a chance  of  escaping  it 
better. 

5742.  You  export  in  good  large  lots  at  a 
time,  do  you  not  ? — I do  in  pretty  large  lots,  if 
you  call  them  large;  100,  or  as  far  as  170  some- 
times. 

5743.  You  generally  go  to  the  sale  yourself, 
do  you  not? — Yes.  There  was  a year  or  two 
when  I left  them  to  a salesman,  but  I generally 
6old  myself ; I ran  away  when  I had  done,  and 
left  it  to  him  to  collect  the  money. 

5744.  Yours  are  a first-class  sort  of  cattle,  are 

they  not  ? — No,  they  are  not  the  first-class  ; 
they  are  bought  at  10  7.  or  15  and  you  would 

not  get  first-class  cattle  for  that ; they  are  the 
medium  class. 

5745.  What  part  of  Ireland  do  thosejvretched 
animals  come  from  that  we  3ee  in  the  Yorkshire 
markets? — I do  not  know  whether  they  come 
from  our  parts  or  not.  I think  they  come  from 
Donegal. 

5746.  We  see  them  there  with  the  bones  al- 
most coming  through  the  skin ; they  have  had 
calves ; they  are  not  young  ? — They  do  not  come 
from  the  County  Down;  we  do  not  keep  them  so 
old  as  that. 

5747.  Now  with  regard  to  these  parks  you  spoke 
of,  they  are  occupied  by  different  dealers,  are 
they  not  ? — Not  those  that  I take. 

5748.  But  a good  many  of  them  are  sometimes 
occupied  by  one  dealer,  and  sometimes  by  another 
at  the  different  fairs,  are  they  not  ? — They  are. 

Hh  5749.  There 
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5749.  There  is  a good  deal  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  which  is  sometimes  developed  in  those 
parks  or  paddocks,  is  there  not  ? — I would  beg  to 
say  that  there  is  great  danger  about  cattle  mar- 
kets, especially  the  metropolitan  markets ; cattle 
going  forward  are  generally  consigned  to  a sales- 
man, and  from  the  sea  voyage  and  other  things 
there  are  generally  some  animals  which,  upon 
their  arrival,  are  not  fit  to  be  thrown  upon  the 
market,  and  perhaps  one  or  two  of  those  must  be 
left  over,  and  they  get  into  a park  where  perhaps 
a diseased  beast  has  been,  or  perhaps  the  animais 
have  got  the  disease  themselves,  and  then  there 
will  be  a fresh  lot  come  up  the  next  week,  and 
the  animals  are  taken  out,  and  there  is  a great 
opportunity  given  for  the  fresh  lot  which  is  put 
into  the  park  to  get  the  disease.  I would  suggest 
that  upon  an  inspector  finding  diseased  animals 
upon  any  park  kept  for  the  accommodation  of 
drover’s  cattle,  the  proprietor  should  be  prohi- 
bited from  taking  in  any  fresh  stock  for  some 
time. 

5750.  Do  not  you  think  it  would  be  a fair  thing 
to  have  all  those  parks  registered,  and  regularly 
reported  to  the  police  ? — If  we  had  an  inspector  . 
he  would  go  round  and  see  to  that ; my  cattle  are 
very  often  inspected  the  night  before  or  two 
nights  before ; two  inspectors  go  together,  and 
they  go  to  nearly  every  field. 

5751.  Are  those  inspectors  the  public  inspec- 
tors, or  are  they  appointed  by  the  cattle  dealers 
to  look  round,  and  see  whether  the  cattle  are  all 
right  ? — They  are  public  inspectors. 

5752.  But  they  have  not  the  right  of  entry 
into  those  fields  ? — They  go  round  because  they 
know  where  the  cattle  are,  and  if  they  find  the 
disease  they  go  to  the  owner,  and  say,  if  you  at- 
tempt to  bring  these  cattle  on  to  the  fair  to-mor- 
row you  will  be  liable  to  a fine,  and  they  tell  the 
same  thing  to  the  salesman,  and  frequently  there 
are  lots  left  out. 

5753.  Is  it  not  often  the  case  that  where  there 
are  two  or  three  beasts  affected  they  are  left  in 
the  parks,  and  the  remainder  of  the  herd  is 
brought  into  the  market  ? — Yes. 

5754.  That  is  a fertile  source  of  spreading  the 
disease,  is  it  not? — Very  much  so. 

5755.  I see  it  is  stated  that  there  are  something 
like  8,000  fairs  a year  held  in  Ireland  alone  ; do 
you  think  there  is  any  advantage  in  having  those 
small  fairs? — Every  fanner  likes  to  have  a market 
near  himself ; he  doe3  notlike  to  have  to  drive  10  ox- 
15  miles  \yith  his  animal  or  pig ; you  have  not  so 
much  chance  of  the  disease  m those  fairs  as  you 
have  in  the  lnrger  markets. 

5756.  "With  respect  to  railway  trucks  in  Ire- 
land, is  there  any  care  or  precaution  taken  about 
clearing  or  disinfecting  them  after  they  have 
carried  cattle  to  and  from  a fair?  —I  believe 
generally  they  ai-e  very  slovenly  about  it. 

5757.  There  is  not  that  attention  paid  to  it  that 
there  should  be  ? — There  is  not ; there  is  not  that 
attention  paid  to  it  that  there  is  in  Scotland. 

5758.  You  stated  that  you  thought  very  little 
disease  was  carried  in  the  mail  steamers,  and  that 
the  accommodation  in  them  was  good  ? — Yes,  the 
accommodation  is  excellent. 

5759.  But  by  your  mentioning  those  steamers, 
I suppose  there  are  other  steamers  which  go  from 
Belfast  ? — There  are,  but  passengers  go  upon 
the  mail  steamers  and  they  are  kept  tidier. 

6760.  Are  the  arrangements  for  cattle  upon 
the  other  steamers  going  from  Belfast  good? — • 
Yes,  they  are  fairish. 


5761.  Do  they  carry  below  or  upon  the  deck'1 
— There  is  one  of  them  that  carries  below  in  a 
thronged  time.  Messrs.  Burns  have  a special 
boat  which  carries  cattle  both  above  and  below 
but  she  is  in  nice  ordei-. 

5762.  Speaking  generally,  do  you  consider 
your  cattle  vessels  from  Belfast  are  kept  in  good, 
order,  and  properly  cleansed  and  disinfected  ?— [ 
should  say,  as  a whole,  they  are  kept  in  excellent 
order. 

5763.  You  do  not  think  that  much  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  caught  on  board  the  boats  ? — If 
there  is  disease  in  animals  you  do  not  know  where 
they  will  catch  it,  but  out  of  the  boats  I should 
not ; they  are  good  hard  decks  and  well  washed. 

5764.  The  mail  steamers  belong  to  Messrs. 
Burns,  do  they  not? — Yes,  they  do,  and  are 
very  well  kept. 

5765.  Are  the  holds  as  well  kept  as  the  decks? 
— I do  not  know,  but  they  never  carry  cattle  in 
the  holds ; there  is  so  much  cargo  going  that  they 
do  not  carry  cattle  in  the  holds. 

5766.  In  none  of  the  steamers  that  go  from 
Belfast  do  they  ever  carry  any  cattle  in  the  hold  ? 
— In  the  special  steamer  of  Messrs.  Burns 
which  comes  there  in  very  thronged  times  they 
carry  them  in  the  hold,  but  not  regularly,  they 
have  small  pens  for  them,  and  they  are  very 
well  fitted  up. 

5767.  Are  the  animals  well  carried  as  regards 
room? — Upon  a deck  passage  I would  not  like 
mine  to  have  too  much  room ; they  have  shifting 
planks  put  about  20  feet  apart  and  sometimes 
more. 

5768.  You  say  you  have  no  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  your  part  of  Ireland  now  ? — I am  not 
aware  of  any. 

5769.  Has  it  never  occurred  to  you  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  sometimes  comes  with  a sud- 
den wave  and  then  dies  off  again? — It  lias;  a few 
years  ago  you  would  not  have  heard  it  men- 
tioned. 

5770.  Have  you  noticed  that  since  1843  it  has 
come  in  periods  of  years  and  has  died  away 
again  ? — It  has,  and  I expect  it  will  die  out  tow 
of  its  own  accord. 

5771’.  You  do  not  attribute  the  lessening  of 
that  disease  to  the  restrictions  which  have  been 
imposed  ? — I could  not  say  that,  but  I would  say 
that  where  there  is  a large  traffic  in  cattle  the 
trucks  should  be  well  cleansed,  and  in  Scotland 
they  have  them  regularly  well  washed  with 
lime.  , 

5772.  They  do  not  do  that  in  Ireland,  do  they/ 


5773.  Would  you  not  put  restrictions  upon  the 
movement  of  diseased  cattle  ; if  a man  had  foot 
and  mouth  diseased  cattle  upon  his  farm,  would 
you  not  prevent  him  from  putting  them  into  the 
market  or  upon  a highway  ? — Yes,  there  are  re- 
strictions now,  and  if  a diseased  animal  was  found 
in  the  market  it  would  be  taken. 

5774.  But  I und  erstood  you  to  say  that  the  evils 

of  foot  and  mouth  disease  were  so  much  exagge- 
rated that  you  would  do  away  with  the  restrictions 
affecting  it?— I would  examine  the  cattle  at  the 
ports  just  to  get  our  credit  up,'  60  that  we  so 
not  send  it  to  England,  as  they  have  plenty 
their  own  here.  , .. 

5775.  But  you  woxdd  go  further  than  that, 

yon  would  prevent  cattle  being  moved  a ong 
road  or  placed  in  a market,  would  you  no  ■ 
Yes ; if  they  got  to  Belfast  I would  say  they 
must  go  back  by  train.  Bat 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


243 


5776.  But  you  would  not  allow  a farmer  who 
had  foot  and  mouth  diseased  animals  to  move 
those  cattle  to  fairs  and  markets,  or  to  move  them 
along  a road,  would  you  ? — He  would  be  a very 
foolish  man  to  take  them  to  a fair  or  market. 

5777.  If  there  was  no  restriction  he  would  do 
so,  would  he  not? — He  might;  but  I know  that 
if  I had  animals  diseased  I would  be  sorry  to  sell 
them  in  that  state,  as  they  show  to  disadvantage. 

5778.  But  it  is  not  everybody  that  is  so  shrewd 
as  you  are ; there  are  many  people  who  think 
that  if  they  had  a diseased  animal  the  sooner 
they  got  rid  of  it  the  better  ? — There  are,  no 
doubt. 

5779.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Would  it  not  be  almost 
impossible  to  move  a beast  that  was  badly  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Not  altogether, 
because  when  they  get  warm  they  look  better. 

5780.  They  would  be  able  to  move? — Yes; 
but  there  is  nothing  like  resting  for  them ; they 
soon  get  better. 

5781.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  Would  you  have  any 
restrictions  upon  animals  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— Yes;  if  I had  an  animal  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia  I would  kill  him  myself. 
If  he  had  only  been  in  contact  you  should  pay  me 
the  whole  value,  and  if  I had  a beast  badly 
affected  pay  me  half. 

5782.  Would  you  give  the  whole  value  in  the 
case  of  compulsory  slaughter  ? — If  I had  the  di- 
sease in  a herd  I would  say,  kill  that  one,  and 
pay  me  half,  and  if  you  kill  a sound  animal  pay 
me  the  whole  value. 

5783.  Chairman.]  You  mean  by  that  answer 
that  you  think  that  not  only  the  animal  that  has 
pleuro-pneumonia,  but  the  animals  which  are  in 
the  same  lot  should  be  killed?— If  you  wish  to 
kill  them  you  may  do  so  upon  paying  me. 

5784.  But  you  think  the  fan’  thing  would  be 
to  pay  you  half  tlie  previous  value  of  the  animal 
which  had  the  disease,  and  the  whole  value  of  the 
others?  — If  I had  one  animal  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  I would  take  half  the  value  for 
it,  but  I would  not  like  that  all  the  animals  that 
had  been  in  contact  should  be  paid  for  at  half  the 
value,  or  taken  at  less  than  first  cost. 

5785.  Mr.  Mon  sell.]  But  would  you  make  the 
killing  of  those  animals  which  had  been  in  contact 
compulsory  ? — No ; I would  expect  that  if  you 
knieci  them  you  should  pay  me  the  full  value,  or 
let  them  prove  themselves. 

5786.  But  I understand  you  are  not  in  favour 
ol  compulsorily  killing  these  animals  which  have 
been  in  contact?— No;  I would  kill  those  that 

ad  been  diseased,  and  then  you  should  pay  me 
vu  *£f  Talue.’  and  then,  if  I was  compelled  to 
7m  “08e  'which  had  been  in  contact,  but  were 
y°u  6^011^  pay  me  the  full  price. 

+ .7*  Clare  Read.]  I understand  you  to  say 
a it  would  be  a good  thing,  if  they  were  killed 
y erder  of  the  inspector,  that  half  the  value  of 
ose  actually  diseased  should  be  given  to  the 
av«e-~T?f  ^ose  actually  diseased,  certainly. 

If.y°u  had  a bullock  worth  20 1.  just 
attacked  with  the  disease,  if  he  had  plenty  of 
bilf  ? he  would  be  worth  more  than 

dip  +'~^e8i’p  ^Ut  I would  say  if  you  would  leave 
as  + ajM  the  animal  was  not  attacked  so 

value  f * could  get  nearly  the  full 


vage  upon  the  carcase,  would  that  satisfy  you  ? — Mr 

I would  be  very  satisfied  witli  that.  r.  Morrow. 

5790.  Do  not  you  think  that  pleuro-pneumonia  — ■ ■ 

is  so  fatal  a disease,  even  from  your  own  limited  8 May  1873. 
experience  of  it,  that  it  would  be  a very  good 
tiling  to  have  all  animals  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia killed  at  once  ?— With  pleasure,  on 
paying  compensation. 

579.0*.  Do  not  you  think  it  would  be  a good 
thing  for  the  stock  owners  of  Ireland  to  get  rid 
of  the  disease  ? — It  would  prevent  the  spread  of 
the  disease. 

5791.  Do  you  think  that  there  is  a good  deal 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  town  dairies  ? — There 
generally  is. 

5792.  But  in  the  rural  districts  of  Ireland 
there  is  not  much? — There  is  very  little  there. 

5793.  May  I ask  why  you  have  kept  more 
sheep  in  preference  to  cattle  since  the  year  1865  ? 

— It  has  been  rather  risky  to  keep  a whole  stock 
of  cattle;  I think  it  is  better  to  divide  the  stock. 

5794.  You  mean  risky,  because  cattle  are  more 
subject  to  disease  than  sheep  ? — From  1865  we 
did  not  know  that  the  cattle  plague  was  going  to 
stop,  and  in  1866  we  had  it  in  Ireland. 

> 5795.  You  thought  you  might  have  another 
visitation  ? — Yes,  we  thought  so ; and  very  likely 
we  might  have  had,  if  it  had  not  been  that  Pro- 
fessor Ferguson  got  it  stamped  out. 

5796.  It  was  the  fear  of  that  that  made  you 
alter  your  system  of  husbandry  ? — That  and  the 
fact  that  I was  advised  to  do  it;  and  I have  found 
it  to  my  advantage. 

5797.  You  found  that  sheep  paid  better  than 
cattle  ?— I found  it  paid  those  few  yearn  pretty 
well. 

5798.  How  long  did  those  sheep  which  you 
had  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  last 
year  take  to  get  over  it? — They  were  all  upon 
their  legs  in  a month. 

5799.  Would  that  have  been  the  case  if  it  had 
not  been  foot-rot  ? — I cannot  tell ; in  the  course  of 
a month  they  were  all  upon  their  feet  again,  and 
served ; the  ram  was  put  to  them. 

5800.  You  hadfoot-rotin  your  sheep,  I believe  ? 

— Yes  ; I had  something  in  the  way  of  lameness,  . 
and  the  shepherd  pared  their  feet,  and  cured 
them. 

5801.  I want  to  know  whether  you  have  ever 
had  the  foot-rot  in  sheep  cured  in  the  course  of  a 
month,  without  paring  and  dressing  the  sheep  ? 

— Foot-rot  requires  a good  while  to  cure,  because 
sometimes  they  cast  the  hoof;  and  you  require 
to  pare  and  pare  the  hoof  until  you  have  a new 
one  making  ; that  sometimes  lasts  some  time. 

5802.  Although  you  did  not  see  any  disease  in 
in  tli  ose  animals  mouths,  you  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  it  was  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I 
think  from  the  number,  and  the  quickness  with 
which  they  got  down,  that  it  was  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

5803.  And  the  quickness  with  which  they  got 
up  ? — Yes,  no  doubt. 

5804.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Do  you  find  the  trucks 
in  Scotland  pretty  cleanly  kept  and  disinfected  ? 

— I do  not  know  about  the  disinfection,  but  they 
are  clean,  and  they  are  very  particular,  and  they 
put  in  sawdust  for  your  sheep,  and  that  sort  of 
thing. 

5805.  And  with  regard  to  those  Scotch  rail- 


5780  Q • oouo.  anu  wnu  rega.ru  wj  inuoe  uwluu 

his  In  ' . Opposing  a man  was  compensated  for  ways,  the  Caledonian,  the  Glasgow,  and  South 
{,.,11  s,s  ln  ™s  way,  that  is  to  say,  if  you  had  a Western,  and  the  North  British,  do  they  all  keep 
b^ock  wortii  2°  Z,  and  you  killed  hii  and  lost  ‘‘  ‘ ' “ ~ ~ ’ ’ * 


10 1 C.  , L=  ancl  y°u  killed  him  and  losl 

0 58'  an<^  there  was,  say,  7 l.  10  s.  sal- 


their  trucks  pretty  clean? — Yes,  the  Caledonian 
and  the  North  British  Companies  carry  to  Edin- 
eh2  burgh, 
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burgli,  and  the  Caledonian  goes  everywhere,  and 
you  cannot  tell  where  it  stops. 

5806.  Where  do  you  sell  the  greater  part  of 
the  cattle  you  send  over  to  Scotland  ? — I sell  it 
at  Falkirk  Tryst  and  at  Edinburgh.  Edinburgh 
has  been  my  principal  market  for  28  years. 

5807.  We  find  in  the  north  of  Scotland  the 
kind  of  Irish  cattle  such  as  was  referred  to  by  an 
honourable  Member  as  yearlings  and  two-year- 
olds,  in  a very  poor  condition ; where  do  they 
come  from  ! — I do  not  know.  I have  seen 
some  cattle  come  from  I do  not  know  where ; we 
have  such  queer  little  spots  in  Ireland  that 
we  can  turn  out  those  little  things  from;  one 
man  said,  “we  just  shovel  them  out  of  a 
quarry.” 

5808.  Are  those  the  smaller  class  of  dealers, 
or  what  I might  call  local  dealers,  or  are  they 
the  larger  class  of  dealers  who  have  that  special 
trade  ? — I do  not  know  them,  but  I would  sup- 
pose that  they  would  be  small  dealers,  because 
they  want  to  have  a good  many  heads  for  their 
money,  and  from  that  I would  consider  they  were 
small,  because  you  cannot  have  a great  many 
good  heads  for  the  money. 

5809.  Are  you  in  favour  of  inspection  at  the 
port  of  shipment  ? — I am,  to  please  the  English, 
and  let  them  try  afterwards  how  they  will  get  on 
with  their  own. 

5810.  How  do  you  mean  with  their  own? — 
They  have  plenty  of  disease  amongst  themselves. 
I meet  it  at  Falkirk,  where  there  are  some  hun- 
dreds of  bullocks  coming,  and  you  will  always  see 
some  coming  to  Falkirk  Tryst  diseased. 

5811.  There  is  a very  general  complaint  in  the 
north  of  Scotland  that  these  Irish  cattle  bring 
across  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — 1 could  not  say 
what  the  complaint  is  there,  but  I hope  it  is 
groundless. 

5812.  Mi-.  Tipping. You  were  saying  that 
when  the  cattle  arrive  in  the  pens  of  the  Scotch 
railways  at  Glasgow,  some  of  the  cattle  drink, 
and  some  do  not? — Yes;  some  do,  and  some  do 
not. 

5813.  What  is  the  result  of  your  observation ; 
do  more  drink  than  do  not,  or  what  have  you 
noticed? — Cattle  coming  from  Belfast  arc  not 
very  thirsty  ; they  are  not  so  long  in  the  train  ; 
at  least,  mine  are  not. 

5814.  As  far  as  you  have  seen,  do  you  consider 
cattle  suffer  much  in  travelling  by  steam  and  rail 
from  want  of  water  ? — I have  not  noticed  that, 
because  mine  are  short  journeys.  I have  no 
lengthened  journeys. 

5815.  From  what  you  have  seen  in  Scotland, 
have  you  observed  much  suffering  in  that  way  ? 
— No,  I have  not,  because  I seldom  go  any  length, 
except  Edinburgh  or  Dalkeith.  For  the  last  28 
years  I never  was  further  than  Stirling  that  way. 
I never  go  north. 

5816.  I think  I heard  you  state  that  you  were 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  would  gradually  die  out  ? — I hope  so ; I 
live  in  good  faith  of  that, 

5817.  And  you  think  that,  upon  the  whole, 
there  is  too  much  fuss  made  about  it? — Yes;  a 
great  deal  more  than  there  should  be. 

5818.  Mr.  Ridley. ~]  I understand  you  to  state 
that  you  do  not  know  anything  about  the  kind 
of  Irish  cattle  which  come  into  the  Carlisle  mar- 
ket and  into  the  Northumberland  market? — I 
should  know  it,  because  there  is  a great  deal  of 
cattle  bought  in  the  county  Down ; dealers  go 
regularly  to  it,  and  a very  good  class  of  cattle 


they  do  bring ; the  very  best  bred  cattle  in  the 
north  go  from  county  Down  to  Carlisle.  6 

5819.  Do  you  know  where  they  go  to  from 
Carlisle  ?— I do  not  know  ; I have  not  been  there 
for  a number  of  years. 

5820.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright]  From  what  I have 
heard  of  your  evidence  you  do  not  appear  to  be 
in  favour  of  increased  restrictions  upon  a farm  ? 
— Certainly  not. 

5821.  1 judge  that  you  would  wish  the  Go- 
vernment 10  confine  its  efforts  to  what  can  be 
done  for  the  improvement  of  the  health  of  the 
cattle  without  fresh  restrictions  ?— I should  think 
that  it  would  be  the  first  thing  to  try. 

5822.  You  would  have  the  railway  trucks  and 
steamers  and  other  vessels,  and  in  fact  every- 
thing in  which  cattle  are  moved  about,  kept 
scrupulously  clean  if  you  could  ?— Certainly. 

5823.  You  think  a good  deal  might  be  done  in 
that  way  to  promote  the  health  of  cattle  ? — Clean- 
liness is  health. 

5824.  You  arc  against  further  restrictions?— 


5825.  Are  you  in  favour  of  such  restrictions  as 
already  exist,  or  would  you  diminish  them?— I 
would  not  diminish  them  until  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  decreases. 

5826.  I think  you  stated  that  those  diseases 
change  very  much,  aud  may  in  fact  disappear, 
although  nobody  may  do  anything  more  ? — I hope 
so. 


5827.  Chairman.]  I should  gather  from  your 
answers  to  the  honourable  Member  for  Norfolk, 
that  foot-rot  took  a much  longer  time  to  cure 
than  foot  and  mouth  disease? — I did  not  express 
that  opinion,  but  I said  that  in  some  instances  it 
took  a long  time  to  get  the  sheep  on  their  feet, 
but  in  comparing  the  two  l do  not  wish  to  draw 
any  conclusion,  as  it  depends  upon  the  attack. 

5828.  You  said  that  nobody  could  expect  to 
keep  a lot  of  stock  without  having  something  the 
matter  with  them  in  the  course  of  a year  ? — You 
cannot  keep  sheep  or  anything ; you  must  submit 
to  that. 

5829.  Then  do  not  you  think  that  if  there  is  a 
statement  made  that  there  is  a very  large  loss 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  that  statement,  in 
order  to  be  fair,  ought  to  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  what  had  been  the  loss  by  disease  in 
a previous  year  from  any  kind  of  disease  ?— We 
may  not  have  the  same  another  year,  and  if  you 
commence  to  kill  out  I am  afraid  the  loss  would 
be  greater  in  some  place  or  other;  I do  not  know 
where  the  money  would  come  from  for  it;  I would 
give  it  a trial. 

5830.  You  would  give  what  a trial  ? — I would 
try  another  year  with  the  restrictions  which  you 
have. 

5831.  Mr.  Barclay .]  But  with  regard  to  the 

question  of  the  Bight  Honourable  Chairman,  the 
other  diseases  of  cattle  are  no  less  this  year,  are 
they,  in  consequence  of  the  foot  and  mouth  di- 
sease ? — I could  not  say  that;  I would  confine 
myself  to  my  own  locality,  as  I have  not  been 
much  in  the  south  or  west  of  Ireland,  so  that  I 
cannot  say  what  they  are  ; but  I consider  there 
has  not  been  so  much  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
the  year  1872  as  there  was  in  the  latter  end  of 
I871.  . 

5832.  Has  your  cattle  been  pretty  healthy  m 
other  respects?— Yes,  very  much  so. 

5833.  More  healthy  than  in  previous  years, 
excepting  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS).  245 


I had  no  foot  and  mouth  disease,  except  the  two 
that  took  it  in  Scotland. 

5834.  Have  cattle  been  more  healthy  than  in 
previous  years  ?— I take  my  own  locality ; I do 
not  o-o  beyond  it ; I think  they  are  better  in 
health,  and  I think  there  is  rather  less  of  foot 


and  mouth  disease  than  there  was  in  1871.  My 
neighbours  were  running  day  and  night  to  me, 
saying,  “ Shall  I report  about  my  two  or  three 
cows?”  and  I said,  “ I will  give  you  no  advice ; 
you  must  see  the  Order ; ” and  last  year  there 
were  not  nearly  so  many  coming  to  me. 


Mr.  Henky  Michael  Jenkins,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


5835.  Chairman.']  I believe^  you  are  Secre- 
tary to  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society? — Yes. 

5836.  How  long  have  you  been  secretary  to 
that  society  ? — Between  four  and  five  years. 

5837.  You  were  instructed  by  the  Society  to 
make  enquiries  with  regard  to  disease  in  animals, 
and  especially  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  were  you  not? — Yes,  1 was. 

5838.  And  you  took  some  journeys  in  conse- 
quence?— Yes,  I did. 

5839.  When  were  those  instructions  given  to 
y0U  ? — I think  it  was  in  July  last  year,  im- 
mediately after  a deputation  from  the  Council  of 
the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  waited  upon  you. 

5840.  What  journeys  did  you  make  in  conse- 
quence ? — I made  several  journeys  in  cattle  boats 
to  and  from  Ireland,  and  some  to  and  from  the  Con- 
tinent, also  in  cattle  boats ; I went  with  cattle  from 
Ireland  to  England,  from  the  ports  of  Dublin, 
Drogheda,  Waterford,  and  Cork;  and  to  the  ports 
in  England,  of  Liverpool,  Holyhead,  Milford,  and 
Bristol;  in  6ome  cases  more  than  once;  andfromtho 
continental  ports  of  Hamburg,  Rotterdam,  and 
Harlingen,  to  the  English  ports  of  Hull  and 
Harwich.  In  addition,  I have  inspected  the 
landing  places  in  London  and  near  London; 
particularly  those  at  Thames  Haven  and  Dept- 
ford Market,  Brown’s  Wharf,  and  Odams’s  Wharf 
when  it  was  used  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
cattle  from  scheduled  countries,  while  Deptford 
Market  was  being  built. 

5841.  Did  you  inspect  the  landing  places  at 
Liverpool  and  Bristol  ? — Yes. 

5842.  You  sent  in  a report,  of  which  this  is  a 
copy  ( producing  the  samej  ? — Yes,  that  is  a copy 
of  my  report,  as  published. 

5843.  Were  you  at  many  of  the  Irish  fairs? — 
Yes ; I went  to  three  fairs,  specially  for  the 
purpose  of  my  visit. 

5844.  Which  were  they  ? — Drogheda,  Mullin- 
gar, and  Ballinasloe. 

5845.  Ballinasloe  is  a very  large  fail1,  is  it  not  ? 
— It  is  an  exceedingly  large  fair. 

5846.  Did  you  see  many  animals  affected 
with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  there  ? — I saw 
several. 

5847.  Did  there  appear  to  be  any  attempt  to 
isolate  them  ? — Early  in  the  morning,  two  lots  of 
cattle,  each  lot  containing  some  animals  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  were  placed  sepa- 
rately from  all  other  cattle,  and  when  I first  saw 
the  Government  Commissioner,  he  had  apparently 
not  long  before  ordered  them  to  be  kept  isolated ; 
but  those  were  the  only  cases  of  isolation,  or 
attempted  isolation,  which  I saw. 

5848.  Do  you  think  that  any  restrictions  with 
regard  to  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
ivere  in  efficient  force  at  that  fair  ? — The  restric- 
tions on  paper  were  very  stringent,  but  they  were 
not  enforced. 

5849.  It  is  stated  that  there  was  an  increase  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  after  that  fair,  by  its  being 
sent  into  different  localities ; do  you  think  that 
statement  is  likely  to  have  been  true  ? — From  all 

0.58. 


the  information  which  I have  been  able  to  collect 
I should  consider  that  it  was  true. 

5850.  Did  you  make  any  inquiries  amongst  the 
farms  as  you  travelled  about  in  Ireland  ? — I made 
inquiries  wherever  I could. 

5851.  Did  you  find  much  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — It  was  generally  acknowledged  to  be 
very  prevalent  all  over  the  country. 

5852.  You  made  a similar  journey  in  England, 
I believe  ? — Yes,  in  England  1 am  constantly 
going  about  the  country. 

5853.  Would  you  say  there  was  as  much  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  as  in  England,  or 
more  or  less  ? — That  is  really  a matter  of  statis- 
tics ; but  making  a guess,  I should  say  that  there 
would  not  be  very  much  difference  between  the 
two. 

5854.  Were  you  in  all  the  four  provinces  in 
Ireland  ? — No,  I did  not  go  to  the  north  of  Ire- 
land, to  Belfast,  for  the  reason  that  there  is,  com- 
paratively speaking,  but  little  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  that  district  of  Ireland,  according  to  the 
published  returns. 

5855.  With  regard  to  England,  there  are  many 
restrictions  at  present  with  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease ; they  vary  in  different  counties, 
but  still  there  is  scarcely  a county  without  some 
attempt  at  checking  it ; do  you  consider  that  the 
regulations  which  are  now  in  force  have  any  be- 
neficial effect  in  checking  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 
— I do  not  think  they  have. 

5856.  Would  you  make  the  same  remark  as 
regards  Ireland? — Yes,  I should  say  rather  more 
strongly  with  regard  to  Ireland,  because  although 
the  regulations  there  might  have  some  effect  if 
they  were  enforced,  and  if  people  knew  that  they 
would  be  enforced,  or  that  they  would  suffer  a 
penalty,  at  present  they  are  not  enforced.  I 
think  they  have  no  effect. 

5857.  Did  you  ask  the  fanners  in  England 
whether  they  would  support  much  more  stringent 
regulations  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
than  exist  at  present? — If  the  regulations  were 
in  the  proper  direction,  I feel  convinced  that  the 
farmers  in  England  would  endeavour  to  carry 
them  out,  and  to  see  that  they  were  carried  out. 

5858.  What  do  you  think  the  farmers  would 
be  willing  to  carry  out? — The  Council  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society  have  forwarded  to 
yourself  a list  of  the  suggestions  that  they  have 
made  upon  this  subject ; and  with  regard  to  Eng- 
land, the  chief  ones  are,  I believe,  that  the 
Government  should  appoint  inspectors  at  the 
different  ports  in  England  and  Ireland  to  examine 
properly  every  animal  previous  to  shipment  or 
landing,  as  the  case  may  be.  Then  they  have 
also  suggested  various  checks  to  insure  that  such 
a regulation  should  be  properly  carried  out. 

5859.  But  that  merely  affects  the  landing  of 
animals,  either  from  the  Continent  or  from  Ire- 
land?—That  is  so  ; but  they  give  various  other 
suggestions  with  regard  to  the  inland  traffic. 

5860.  Will  you  state  what  regulations  you 
consider  would  be  likely  to  have  the  most  bene- 
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Mr.  B.  M.  ficial  effect  ?— -The  most  important  thing  I should  gave  the  local  authority  rigid  rules,  that  tkv 

Jenkins.  consider  to  be  the  licensing  and  registration  of  must  not  depart  from  under  any  circumstances  h 

— — cattle  dealers  and  salesmen.  I should  also  con-  might  be  as  well  to  work  through  them,  but  I 

8 May  1873.  sider  it  very  important  that  fairs,  and  places  would  not  give  them  any  option. 

where  fairs  are  held,  should  be  properly,  sub-  5872.  The  suggestion  has  been  made  with  re- 
divided, so  .that  diseased  cattle  should  not  infect  gard  to  Ireland,  that  it  would  not  be  sufficient 
a larger  number  of  other  cattle  than  it  was  possible  merely  to  stop  the  movement  of  animals  which 
to  prevent  them  infecting.  were  diseased,  or  of  those  which  had  been  in  con- 

5861.  We  will  take,  first,  the  licensing  and  tact  with  them ; but  that,  iu  order  really  to  stop 
registering  of  cattle  dealers ; why  would  that  be  the  epidemic,  all  movement  must  be  stopped,  as  it 
likely  to  have  a good  effect? — Because  at  the  was  in  the  case  of  the  cattle  plague;  do  you  re- 
present time,  although  there  are  a great  many  commend  that? — May  I ask  whether  that  is  as 
very  respectable  cattle  dealers,  there  are  a great  regards  Ireland  only. 

many  cattle  dealers  who  are  more  or  less  un-  5873.  As  regards  England  also;  should  you 
scrupulous,  and  who  traffic  to  a great  extent,  1 recommend  the  adoption  of  that  course?— 
may  say,  in  animals  which  have  been  diseased,  or  There  is  no  doubt  that  such  a measure  would 
in  contact  with  disease.  reduce  the  proportions  of  the  epizootic,  hut  I 

5862.  But  the  mere  licensing  of  them  would  very  much  doubt  whether  it  would  be  practicable 

do  no  good  of  itself,  except  as  affording  a facility  to  carry  it  out  to  such  an  extent  as  to  extirpate 
for  bringing  some  other  regulation  to  bear  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease  altogether.  It  seems  to 
them  ? — Exactly ; you  would  know  who  they  me  that,  for  a disease  like  foot  and  mouth  disease 
were  to  begin  with.  other  measures  much  less  oppressive  might  have 

5863.  Knowing  who  they  were,  what  would  almost  as  good  an  effect. 

you  do  ? — I would  register  the  premises  which  5874.  Then  you  do  not  recommend  the  same 
belonged  to  them,  and  have  them  inspected,  and  restriction  on  movement  as  was  in  force  during 

five  the  inspector  the  power  of  entry  whenever  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  ? — Not  for  foot  and 
e chose.  mouth  disease. 

5864.  Does  that  mean  that  you  would  have  a 5875.  Do  you  think  that  restriction  merely 
constant  inspection  going  on  of  the  premises  of  upon  the  movement  of  those  which  were  diseased, 
every  person  who  sold  cattle  ? — Whenever  it  was  or  of  those  which  had  been  in  contact  with  those 
considered  requisite,  either  by  the  inspector' or  who  were  diseased,  would  be  sufficient? — Witbre- 
. by  the  chief  constable  of  the  county.  gard  to  those  animals  which  had  been  in  contact 

5865.  What  I want  to  know  is  this : in  what  with  diseased  animals,  I would  not  object  to  allow 
way  do  you  think  you  would  have  stopped,  for  them  to  be  removed  direct  from  a farm  to  a 
instance,  such  an  epidemic  as  there  was  of  foot  slaughter-house,  if  they  did  not  exhibit  the  disease 
and  mouth  disease  at  the  end  of  last  year? — at  the  time,  when  the  movement  was  being 
Because  your  regulations  would  prevent  the  move-  effected. 

ment  of  animals  from  those  premises ; and,  there-  5876.  Have  you  considered  this  difficulty,  that 
fore,  those  animals  infected,  and  the  other  animals  it  would  not  be  easy  to  ascertain  the  farms  upon, 
with  them  upon  those  premises,  would  not  be  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  existed  ? — It  would 
allowed  to  go  all  over  the  country  and  infect  be  no  more  difficult  then,  I imagine,  than  it  is 
others.  ' now. 

5866.  Then  the  suggestion  is  this : that  in  the  5877.  But  you  do  not  imagine  that  any  officials 
first  place  every  cattle  seller  should  be  registered?  have  information  of  it  now,  do  you? — I think  in 
— Yes.  certain  counties,  where  the  orders  issued  by  the 

5867.  And  in  the  second  place,  that  there  local  authority  have  been  fairly  put  into  opera- 
should  be  a power  given  to  the  inspectors  to  enter  tion,  there  is  not  very  much  left  to  desire, 
upon  those  premises  ? — Yes.  5878.  You  do  not  apprehend  that  the  fact  that 

_ 5868.  And,  thirdly,  that  when  there  was  any  an  owner  would  suffer  the  inconvenience  of  the 
disease,  there  should  be  a constant  inspection  of  movement  of  his  cattle  being  stopped  would  in- 
all  the  premises  in  the  neighbourhood  of  such  duce  him  to  keep  as  quiet  as  he  well  could  about 
disease;  is  that  what  you  mean? — Yes;  and  in  the  existence  of  the  disease? — I do,  if  the  move- 
file case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  you  would  not  ment  were  stopped. 

allow  other  _ animals  to  go  into  those  premises  5879.  It  is  because  it  has  been  supposed  that 
until  a certain  time  had  elapsed,  say  10  days  or  there  would  be  that  feeling,  that  it  has  been  stated 
a fortnight  after  the  inspector  had  certified  that  by  some  witnesses  that,  if  we  are  to  have  any 
the  premises  were  free  from  disease.  increase  of  restrictions  at  all,  there  must  be  a re- 

5869.  I suppose  you  will  admit  that  that  in-  striction  upon  all  movement? — I cannot  agree 
spection  would  require  many  more  inspectors  with  that  suggestion. 

than  are  at  present  at  work  ? — It  would  require  5880.  You  think  that  the  other  suggestion 
a larger  organisation  altogether.  would  be  sufficient  to  be  efficient? — The  other  h 

5870.  Have  you  formed  any  idea  of  what  you  a better  plan  of  dealing  with  it,  in  my  opinion, 

would  require,  in  the  county  of  Norfolk,  for  ex-  5881.  You  are  aware,  I suppose,  that  what 

ample?— -My  idea  is,  that  I would  make  each  ad-  you  propose  is  exactly  what  is  contained  in  the 
mmistrative  area  of  the  country  directly  correspond  Order  for  Ireland? — I have  the  Irish  Order  here 
to  the  district  under  the  charge  of  the  chief  con-  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; I presume  you  refer 
stable,  and  I would  make  the  police,  as  is  done  to  the  one  dated  November  3rd;  the  one  relating 
in  most  cases,  the  inspectors ; but  I would  attach  to  Ireland  prohibits  the  movement,  not  only  of 
to  each  chief  constabulary  district  one  or  two  animals  affected,  but  of  any  animals  which  have 
veterinary  surgeons  as  consulting  inspectors,  so  been  in  contact. 

that  in  case  of  difficulty  or  dispute  they  might  be  5882.  Precisely  so,  except  with  a license  for 

called  into  settle  the  question.  slaughter,  which  I understand  to  be  your  .sup 

5871.  Would  you  leave  it  to  the  local  autho-  gestion?— But  I do  not  think  that  in  Irelsuid 
nties  to  carry  out  those  regulations  ?— If  you  they  allow  the  animals  to  be  removed  except  for 

slaughter; 
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slaughter ; they  may  be  slaughtered  ; it  is  Order 
2Jo.°13;  “ except  tor  immediate  slaughter,  and 
under  license  obtained  in  that  behalf.” 

5883.  I therefore  gather  that,  generally  speak- 

ing the  Irish  Order  is  what  you  would  recom- 
mend for  England? — I' think  that  is  a very  good 
section.  t . 

5884.  You  are  aware,  I suppose,  that  there  is 
a power  in  Ireland  which  is  not  possessed  in 
England,  that  the  Veterinary  Department  of 
Irefand  can  put  into  motion  all  the  police  through- 
out the  country  ? — I understand  so. 

5885.  But  you  have  acknowledged  that,  not- 
withstanding that  power,  and  notwithstanding 
the  existence  of  this  Order,  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease was  not  checked? — The  fact  is,  that  al- 
though the  Irish  Department  can  put  the  police 
in  motion,  and  so  forth,  yet  the  farmers  in  many 
districts  feel  so  confident  that  if  they  disregard 
the  orders  they  receive  from  the  police,  they  will 
only  be  visited  by  a nominal  fine,  that  they  take 
but  very  little  notice  of  the  orders  they  receive. 

'5886.  And  you  think  that  the  same  failure 
with  regard  to  these  stringent  Orders  would  not 
occur  in  England ; why  do  you  think  so  ? — The 
articular  section  of  the  Order  which  has  just 
een  referred  to  is  not  so  stringent,  I think,  as 
our  own  existing  Order,  which  prohibits  a man 
not  only  from  moving  from  his  farm  diseased  ani- 
mals, but  those  which  have  been  in  contact. 

5887.  Mr.  Dent.']  That  entirely  depends  upon 
the  local  authority  putting  that  Order  in  force  ? — 
Yes,  it  does,  but  that  is  the  principle  of  the 
Order. 

5888.  Chairman.]  The  Order  says  that  no 
animal  affected  with  the  disease  shall  be  moved 
while  so  affected,  and  that  no  animal  which  has 
been  herded  with  animals  so  affected  shall  be 
moved  from  any  premises  except  under  a license 
for  slaughter ; that  is  the  Irish  Order  ? — That  I 
understand  to  be  an  exceedingly  good  regula- 
tion. 

5889.  Then  the  question  I want  to  ask  you  is, 
upon  what  grounds  you  think  that  that  Order 
would  be  successful  in  England,  it  being  acknow-i 
ledjpd  that  it  has  failed  in  Ireland? — Because  in 
Ireland  if  a man  has  foot  and  mouth  disease  on 
his  farm,  and  has  reason  to  apprehend  that  the 
remainder  of  his  stock,  in  addition  to  those  al- 
ready affected,  will  get  it,  and  that  their  value 
will  be  seriously  deteriorated,  he  immediately  sets 
to  work  (I  do  not  say  that  it  is  always  the  case, 
but  it  is  bo  in  many  instances)  to  see  whether  he 
cannot  sell  his  animals,  and  the  easiest  way  is  to 
send  them  to  a distance,  that  is  to  England ; in 
tact  the  great  difference  between  England  and 
Ireland  is  that  Ireland  is  almost  entirely  an  ex- 
porting country,  and  that  England  is  almost  en- 
toely  an  importing  country ; therefore,  whatever 
Ireland  has,  she  sends  to  us,  whereas  what  we 
nave,  we  do  not  send  to  Ireland. 

EnSland  a greater  market  for  Ireland 
tnan  the  metropolitan  market  is  for  a large  por- 
on  of  England  ? — I should  think  very  much 
more  so  indeed. 

5891.  You  think  that  there  are  very  many 
more  animals  belonging  to  Irish  owners,  which 
would  come  over  to  England,  than  there  would 
e ot  English  owners  going  up  to  the  Islington 
rBarket,  in  London  ? — I do  not  think  it  possible 
o get  exact  figures  with  regard  to  the  quantity 
live  stock  and  dead  meat  which  comeB  into 
ondon,  and  it  would  be  very  dangerous  to  make 
guess  upon  a subject  of  such  magnitude. 


5892.  But  what  I mean  is  this:  do  not  you 
think  that  there  would  be  the  same  inducement 
to  an  English  owner,  in  many  parts  of  England, 
to  send  off  his  diseased  animal  to  the  Metropolitan 
market  in  London,  as  you  say  induces  an  Irishman 
to  try  to  send  his  off  to  England  ?— The  difference 
depends  entirely  upon  the  liability  to  punishment 
in  case  of  the  detection  of  the  offence ; now  the 
punishment,  as  several  witnesses  whom  I have 
heard  acknowledge,  is  in  Ireland  frequently  a mere 
trifle ; it  is  no  punishment  at  all. 

5893.  You  think  that  the  failure  of  this  Order, 
in  Ireland,  has  been  due  to  the  fact  the  punish- 
ment has  not  been  carried  out  sufficiently?— 
I think  so. 

5894.  Aud  you  think  that  if  the  local  autho- 
rities in  England  were  to  carry  it  out,  it  would 
succeed  ? —I  think  so. 

5895.  Have  you  at  all  examined  the  effect  of 
the  stringent  Orders  which  have  been  put  in  force 
by  some  counties  in  England  with  regard  to  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Not  particularly ; I 
know  that  some  counties  have  issued  Orders  that 
animals  found  affected  shall  be  isolated,  and  that 
any  person  found  offending  against,  or  neglecting 
to  comply  with  any  of  the  regulations,  shall  be 
liable  to  a penalty  not  exceeding  20 1.  I do  not 
know  of  anything  much  more  stringent  than  that. 

5896.  Do  you  know  whether  that  has  had 
effect? — It  has  had  effect  in  districts,  and  at 
times  when  there  has  been  no  fresh  importation  j 
but  as  soon  as  you  get  a new  importation  of  cattle 
into  those  districts,  they  bring  with  them  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  and  those  regulations  are 
therefore  rendered  inoperative. 

5897.  Could  you  give  an  illustration  of  that, 
and  mention  a county  in  which  the  disease  had 
been  checked  by  the  action  of  the  local  autho- 
rities, in  which  it  had  been  renewed  by  fresh 
importations? — I believe  that  as  well  regulated 
a county  as  any  in  England  is  the  county  of 
Chester.  The  returns  will  show'  that  during  the 
period  of  the  year  when  the  immigration  of  stock 
into  the  districts  is  small,  or  next  to  nothing, 
then  foot  and  mouth  disease  decreases. 

5898.  What  is  that  period  of  the  year  ? — About 
the  present  time  the  disease  is  at  a minimum,  but 
soon  after  this  time,  when  the  animals  are  brought 
in  to  be  summer-grazed,  the  returns  begin  to  in- 
crease. I think  the  same  is  true  of  the  West 
Hiding  of  Yorkshire.  I have  selected  those  two 
counties,  or  county  and  riding,  as  examples,  and 
have  published  returns  from  them  in  my  report, 
which  was  published  in  the  “ Journal  of  the  1-toyal 
Agricultural  Society.” 

5899.  Have  you  studied  the  statistics  with 
regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  for  many  years 
past  ? — I do  not  know  that  there  have  been  any 
statistics  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  for  many 
years  past. 

15900.  Have  you  endeavoured  to  obtain  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  progress  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease? — Yea;  I have  obtained  all  the 
information  1 possibly  could. 

5901.  Is  it  not  the  case,  generally  speaking, 
that  foot  and  mouth  disease  appears  to  diminish 
about  this  time  of  the  year,  and  appears  to  get 
worse  in  the  autumn? — That  is  the  case  all  over 
the  kingdom,  so  far  as  we  know  by  the  published 
statistics. 

5902.  That  is  the  case  in  foreign  countries 
also,  is  it  not  ? — I think  it  is  the  same  in  foreign 
countries. , 

5903.  Then  the  fact  that  there  has  been  that 
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Mr.  H.  M.  falling  off  in  Cheshire  in  the  spring,  and  that 
Jenkins.  increase  in  the  autumn,  appears  to  be  a fact 

which  also  occurs  in  other  districts? — To  a greater 

8 May  1873.  or  lesser  extent,  but  -when  you  come  to  look  at 
the  great  extent  of  the  increase  of  the  disease  in 
Cheshire  it  is  very  remarkable ; for  instance,  in 
1871,  upon  the  3rd  of  June,  there  -were  but  31 
new  cases  during  the  previous  month,  and  in  Oc- 
tober of  the  same  year  there  were  12,458.  Of 
course  that  is  a very  different  matter  from  con- 
trasting figures,  which  would  be  very  much  more 
even,  as  in  the  case  where  things  were  left  to 
themselves. 

5904.  We  have  had  the  same  thing  in  Ireland,  a 
great  falling  off  at.  this  time  of  the  year  and  a great 
increase  afterwards  ? — Y es,  that  is  so  ; but  at 
the  same  time,  as  I said  before,  Ireland  is  an  ex- 
porting country,  and  you  have  not  the  same  re- 
liability upon  the  statistics. 

5905.  You  do  not  think  that  you  have  the 
same  reliability  upon  statistics  which  are  ob- 
tained from  the  Veterinary  Department  in  Ire- 
land, as  upon  those  in  England  ? — No,  I do  not. 

5906.  Why  do  you  think  so?  — Because  a 
great  many  cases  have  not  been  returned  to  the 
Veterinary  Department. 

5907.  Do  you  think  that  they  have  been 
generally  returned  to  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment in  England  ? — Very'  much  more  so  than  in 
Ireland. 

5908.  Are  you  not  aware  that  the  Veterinary 
Department  in  England  were  obliged  to  give  up 
obtaining  returns  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
because  so  many  counties  did  not  furnish  them  ? 
— Quite  so,  but  then  I do  not  see  that  that 
affects  the  validity  of  the  returns  issued  by  coun- 
ties which  have  a proper  organization  and  an 
earnest  desire  to  get  at  the  truth  with  regard  to 
this  matter. 

5909.  I suppose,  however,  you  would  admit 
that  tliis  diminution  in  Cheshire,  and  this  con- 
sequent increase,  is  not  a conclusive  proof,  be- 
cause the  decrease  occurred  at  the  time  of  year 
at  which  the  disease  does  generally  diminish,  and 
the  increase  was  at  the  time  of  year  at  which  an 
increase  does  generally  occur? — Yes,  but  I say 
it  is  more  the  extent  of  the  difference  which  I 
rely  upon. 

5910.  Can  you  instance  any  other  county  ex- 
cept Cheshire?— The  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire 
is  very  much  the  same,  about  the  same  time. 

5911.  Are  you  yourself  a veterinary  surgeon? 
— No,  I am  not 

5912.  Before  you  were  engaged  as  secretary 
to  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society,  had  you 
Btudied  the  question  of  the  diseases  of  animals  ? — I 
had  studied  physiology  in  previous  years  under 
Professor  Huxley,  at  the  Royal  School  of  Mines, 
and  Chemistry,  and  the  various  natural  sciences 
for  several  years. 

5913.  Now,  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia, 
have  you  any  special  suggestion  to  make  to  the 
Committee? — Pleuro-pneumonia  is  a disease  which 
requires  a veterinary  surgeon  to  deal  with  it  to 
ascertain  its  existence,  therefore  I would  rather 
not  say  much  about  pleuro-pneumonia. 

5914.  You  have  not  made  inquiries  about 
pleuro-pneumonia? — No;  I consider  it  requires 
a veterinary  surgeon  to  deal  with  it. 

5915.  Did  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society 
make  any  special  suggestion  in  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— Not  that  I am  aware  of;«chiefly 
foot  and  mouth  disease  and  cattle  plague.  I think 
their  opinion  is  generally  that  the  existing  regu- 


lations have  been  to  a great  extent  successful  with 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

5916.  The  Royal  Agricultural  Society  o-ave 
no  special  opinion  with  reference  to  whether  there 
should  be  compulsory  slaughter  of  animals  affected 
with  that  disease? — No. 

5917.  You  went  to  Hamburg,  did  you  not’— 
I did. 

5918.  I see  you  describe  the  very  rigorous 
measures  which  were  taken  there  to  stamp  out 
the  cattle  plague? — Yes;  I describe  them  as 
having  been  narrated  to  me,  I think. 

5919.  We  have  been  informed  that,  notwith- 
standing the  rigorous  measures  taken  by  the 
German  authorities  to  prevent  cattle  plague,  yet 
that  the  information  to  the  Government  of  the 
strong  probability  of  their  having  the  cattle 
plague,  was  from  an  intimation  given  to  them 
from  here,  rather  than  from  what  they  received 
themselves? — Yes;  I believe  that  the  weakest 
part  of  their  arrangement  consists  in  the  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  obtaining  information. 
In  the  first  instance,  there  are  60  many  persons 
through  whom  information  must  go  before  it 
reaches  the  authorities  who  can  put  their  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  stamping  out  in  force. 

5920.  Did  you  hear  much  about  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  when  you  were  in  Germany  ?— I 
heard  a little  about  it. 

5921.  Did  you  learn  whether  the  authorities 
tried  to  stop  it  or  not? — No;  I think  they  do 
not. 

5922.  Have  they  ever  tried  to  stop  it  ?«— I am 
not  aware  that  they  have. 

5923.  Do  you  know  any  part  of  the  Continent 
in  which  they  have  tried  to  stop  it  ?— No ; except 
that  I believe  they  have  tried  something  in  Bel- 
gium ; I am  not  quite  certain  as  to  what  their 
regulations  were,  but  I do  not  think  that  they 
have  done  so  either  in  Germany  or  in  Holland. 

5924.  Did  you  examine  the  state  of  Holland? 
— Yes ; I have  been  through  a great  part  of 
Holland. 

5925.  Did  you  find  much  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease there  ? — Yes,  there  is  a great  deal  of  fool  and 
mouth  disease  there,  but  the  Dutch  Government 
is  very  particular  with  regard  to  animals  exported 
from  that  country. 

5926.  They  are  more  particular  with  regard  to 
the  animals  exported,  than  they  are  with  regard 
to  the  movement  of  animals  at  home,  arc  they  not? 
— Very  much  more  so. 

5927.  There  is  a passage  in  your  report  in 

which  you  state  that  you  think  that  the  care 
taken  in  the  exportation  of  animals  from  un- 
scheduled countries  is  greater  than  from  scheduled 
countries  ? — I think  so.  . . 

5928.  Why  do  you  imagine  that  that  is  the  case. 
— Because  I think  that  animals  sent  here  from 
scheduled  countries  are  sent  here  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  slaughter.  Those  sent  here  from  un- 
scheduled countries  may  be  either  milch  cows,  or 
in  fact  any  other  kind  of  animal,,  the  slaughter  0 
which  might  involve  a very  considerable  loss. 

5929.  Then  what  I must  understand  you  to 
mean  is  this,  that  inasmuch  as  all  the  annn  s 
from  scheduled  countries  must  be  slaughtered  a 
the  port  of  landing,  the  exporters  have  not  t a 
inducement  to  keep  them  free  from  disease  w ic 
applies  to  the  animals  from  unscheduled  countn  > 
where  if  one  be  found  diseased,  the  whole  01 


aughtered  ? — Certainly.  , 

wl  will  ask  you  upon  another  brauen 

• t incmoHWl  the  vessels 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


249 


which  ply  between  England  and  Ireland  ? — Yes, 
in  many  cases. 

5931.  And  what  do  you  think  of  their  arrange- 
ments for  the  cattle  traffic? — The  chief  thing 
that  struck  me  was  that  there  were  too  many 
cattle  in  a confined  space  for  the  ventilating- 
powers  which  were  available. 

5932.  Are  they  generally  carried  in  the  hold 
of  the  ship  ? — Yes,  generally. 

5933.  What  time  of  the  year  did  you  inspect 
the  traffic? — In  August,  September,  and  October. 

5934.  How  far  do  you  think  the  disinfecting 
was  carried  out  ? — It  varies  in  different  cases,  but, 
generally  speaking,  I think  that  disinfection  is 
not  paid  much  attention  to.  The  vessels  that  go 
to  Bristol  are  disinfected  there  under  the  personal 
superintendence  of  the  Government  Inspector  at 
that  port,  but  in  other  cases  I could  not  see  that 
there  was  any  great  care  taken  to  disinfect. 

5935.  There  was  more  care  taken  altogether  at 
Bristol  than  at  Liverpool,  was  there  not  ? — Yes, 
there  was  more  care  taken  at  Bristol. 

5936.  Both  as  regards  the  arrangements  for 
the  cattle,  and  for  disinfecting? — Yes. 

5937.  I have  heard  it  stated  that  a good  deal 
of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  which  is  imported 
from  Ireland  may  reasonably  be  supposed  to  be 
caught  on  board  the  vessels,  rather  than  to  have 
been  existing  in  the  animals  before  they  left  Ire- 
land ; what  is  your  opinion  upon  that  point  ? — I 
should  think  it  is  very  likely  that  in  many  coses 
the  disease  was  caught  by  the  animals  in  the  rail- 
way trucks,  or,  if  not  in  the  railway  trucks,  on 
board  the  steamboats,  but  I think  it  is  also  certain 
that  in  many  cases  animals  have  been  sent  from 
herds  which  contained  diseased  animals  besides. 

5938.  The  Cheshire  animals  which  are  im- 
ported from  Ireland  come  by  Liverpool  mainly, 
do  they  not  ? — And  Holyhead. 

5839.  And  those  into  Somersetshire,  and  Glou- 
cestershire, and  Wiltshire,  by  Bristol  ? — Yes. 

5940.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  there  has  been 
quite  as  much  complaint,  in  the  southern  coun- 
ties, with  regard  to  the  import  of  foot  and  month 
disease,  as  there  has  been  in  the  North,  into 
Cheshire  ? — Quite,  I should  say. 

5941.  That  would  seem  to  show  that  the  better 
arrangements  with  regard  to  the  vessels  at  Bristol 

n°b  so  far,  had  much  to  do  with  it  ? — I 
think  that,  with  regard  to  Bristol,  a great  many 
store  animals  come  into  Bristol,  and,  the  market 
being  only  once  a week,  they  go  to  places  which 
are  in  the  occupation  of  the  dealers  until  the 
market  day.  The  authorities  at  Bristol  are  very 
strict  m carrying  out  the  Orders  of  the  Privy 
council  m every  particular,  and  if  men  expose  in 
their  market  diseased  animals  they  are  fined  very 
heavilj',  and  the  consequence  is,  that  those  dealers 
get  even  veterinary  surgeons  to  examine  their 
oeasts  before  they  send  them  to  market.  Those 
.i a ?re  found  affected  they  leave  behind ; so 
mat  they  not  only  have  infected  those  that  are 
sent  mto  the  market,  but  will  probably  infect  the 
r.  f V ■ 3t  w . ch  come  into  the  premises,  and  so 
tbe_  disease  is  kept  up. 

?"ou  that  those  paddocks,  as  they 

„c.aJe|  are  not  free  from  disease  ? — I do. 

n J 8°  fa^  as  that  is  the  case,  that  is  not 
havP  tle  ^ exporter?— No;  once  you 
+*  e .»ot  th°se  places  free,  or  put  under  restric- 
thp  t„-YV°U  C*  not  ke’  and  then  you  would  give 

504^  •n?P0rter  a m01’e  fan-  chance,  no  douot. 
flip  /I;#:  if68  *ot  t^iat  faet,  to  some  extent,  show 

0 difficulty  of  stopping  the  foot  and  mouth  dis- 


ease by  restrictions,  in  England  ?— No,  I do  not 
think  there  would  be  much  difficulty  in  preventin'* 
the  spread  of  that  disease  to  a great  extent.  ” 
5945.  What  would  you  do  to  prevent  this  dis- 
ease  ?— -We  will  suppose  a dealer  is  licensed ; his 
paddocks  are  registered,  and  the  inspector  has  a 
power  of  entry;  he  takes  care  to  go  and  inspect 
the  animals  in  this  paddock,  say  the  day  before 
the  market  day ; he  sees  that,  out  of  a hundred 
beasts,  there  are  five  or  six  suffering  badly  from 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  then  he  restricts 
the  movement  of  the  animals  from  that  place, 
except  to  the  slaughter-house  of  the  town,  for 
immediate  slaughter;  and  if  this  man  is  found 
offending  against  the  law,  not  only  will  he  he  fined 
according  to  our  suggestion,  but  his  license  will 
be  taken  away  from  him,  and  he  will  not  be  al- 
lowed for  a certain  time  to  pursue  his  calling. 

5 946.  Whom  would  you  compel  to  take  out 
licenses  ? — The  dealers. 

5947.  How  would  you  define  a dealer? — I 
should  say  a dealer  was  a man  who  cither  sold 
animals  on  commission,  or  who  sold  animals  habi- 
tually which  had  not  been  in  his  possession  more 
than  a fortnight. 

5948.  Therefore  you  would  include  amongst 
dealers,  and  therefore  amongst  those  persons  who 
were  to  have  licenses,  every  farmer  who  was  in 
the  habit  of  buying  animals  to  sell  them  within 
a short  time? — Yes,  I would. 

5949.  That  would  be  a large  class ; there 
would  be  both  farmers  and  dealers  included, 
would  there  not? — I do  not  think  that  there  are 
many  farmers  who  habitually  sell  animals  which 
have  been  only  in  their  possession  for  about  a 
fortnight. 

5950.  What  do  you  mean  by  “ habitually  ”? — 
The  word  is  used,  I think,  with  reference  to 
horse  dealing. 

5951.  But  what  would  it  he  your  intention  to 
carry  out  by  using  the  word  “habitual”? — It 
would  show  that  a man  who  does  it  made  it  a 
considerable  source  of  profit ; a source  of  income, 
in  fact ; not  that  he  does  it  once  because  circum- 
stances require  him  to  do  it,  but  constantly. 

.5952.  You  have  also  inspected  vessels  between 
England  and  the  continent,  have  you  not? — Yes, 
some  of  them. 

5953.  Have  you  inspected  those  that  carry  on 
the  cattle  trade  into  London  ? — I have  inspected 
some  of  them. 

5954.  It  has  been  stated  in  evidence,  that  with 
regard  to  those  that  are  intended  mainly  for  the 
purpose  of  the  cattle  trade,  their  arrangements 
are  much  better  than  those  in  which  cattle  is  a 
chance  cargo;  is  that  your  experience  ? — I do  not 
know  that.  I never  observed  anything  of  that 
kind. 

5955.  What  would-be  your  opinion  with  regard 
to  vessels  that  come  into  London  ? — Some  of  them 
are  very  good,  and  some  of  them  are  not  so  good, 
just  the  same  as  with  other  places.  There  are 
some  companies  which  furnish  their  boats  per- 
haps rather  better  than  others;  some  of  the 
North  German  Lloyd’s  boats  are  exceedingly 
well  fitted  with  ventilating  apparatus,  and  so  are 
some  of  the  boats  of  the  Dublin  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany ; some  of  the  boats  are  very  small  and  utterly 
unfitted  for  the  traffic. 

5956.  You  went  to  Hull,  did  you  not? — Yes. 

5957.  I think  in  your  report  you  object  to 
some  of  the  arrangements  at  the  port  of  Hull 
with  regard  to  the  markets? — Yes. 

5958.  Will  you  just  state  what  your  objection 

II  is? 
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is  ? — My  objection  with  regard  to  the  market  is 
this,  that  it  is  separated  only  by  a comparatively 
narrow  street  from  the  boundary  of  the  defined 
area  as  laid  down  upon  the  map ; it  is  not  a wall, 
or  anything  of  that  kind,  but  it  is,  so  to  speak, 
an  imaginary  boundary.  There  is  only  a narrow 
street  between  that  and  the  ordinary  cattle 
market  of  the  town,  and  that  market  also  is  not 
more,  I should  say,  than  100  yards  from  the 
depot  in  which  cattle  from  the  scheduled  coun- 
tries are  placed  previous  to  their  slaughter. 

595R.  You  are  of  opinion,  I suppose,  that  the 
cattle  plague  was  imported  into  England  by  that 
cargo  of  the  “Joseph  Soames”? — Yes,  I think 
there  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

5960.  Mr.  Kavanagh.~]  With  regard  to  your 
proposition  of  licensing  cattle  dealers,  would  you 
call  a dealer,  the  man  whom  you  propose  to  li- 
cense, a man  who  deals  in  cattle  without  having 
land  of  his  own  ?— If  he  had  not  land  of  his  own, 
and  simply  bought  and  sold  cattle,  he  would  be 
a dealer. 

5961.  You  propose  to  license  and  register  all 
those  persons? — Yes. 

5962.  Do  you  think  that  in  Ireland  that  would 
be  easily  done? — If  they  do  not  take  out  a license, 
I see  no  practical  difficulty  in  bringing  them  to 
book  for  not  doing  so. 

5963.  Do  you  know  very  much  about  how 
matters  are  carried  on  in  Ireland?— Yes ; they 
are  carried  on,  of  course,  in  a rather  loose  way  in 
some  respects. 

5964.  You  are  intimately  acquainted  with  how 
they  are  carried'  on  ? — I have  seen  a vast  deal  or 
it,  certainly. 

5965.  From  what  has  your  experience  been 
derived  ? — From  visiting  fairs  and  markets,  and 
talking  with  the  dealers,  and  so  forth,  in  the 
ordinary  way  in  which  a man  gets  experience. 

5966.  Have  you  been  all  over  the  whole 
country  ? — No ; I have  not  been  in  the  north- 
east of  Ireland. 

5967.  But  you  have  been  into  every  county 
in  the  south  and  west  of  Ireland  ? — I have  been 
in  a great  many  counties,  but  I would  not  quite 
say  into  every  county,  because  I do  not  quite 
recollect. 

5968.  How  long  a time  did  you  spend  in  Ire- 
land ? — I daresay  I may  have  spent  altogether 
six  weeks,  or  something  of  that  kind,  in  this  par- 
ticular business. 

3969.  But  altogether  in  your  life  ; what  time 
have  you  spent  there  to  give  you  this  experience  ? 
— I should  say  six  weeks  were  spent  upon  this 
special  investigation ; I would  base  my  opinions 
upon  that. 

5970.  You  say  that  in  those  six  weeks  you  be- 
came intimately  acquainted  with  the  different 
ways  in  which  business  is  carried  on  in  all  the 
south  and  west  of  Ireland  ? — I do  not  think  I said 
that  I was  “ intimately  acquainted  ” ; I said  I 
was,  to  a certain  extent,  acquainted ; it  requires 
a man  to  be  in  the  trade  to  be  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  it. 

5971.  But  with  regard  to  the  way  in  which 
farmers  manage  their  farms,  you  think  that  in 
six  weeks  you  could  derive  sufficient  experience 
of  that? — I have  been  over  a great  many  farms 
in  Ireland. 

5972.  Did  it  ever  come  to  your  knowledge 
that  farmers’  sons,  who  are  living  on  the  farms 
with  their  fathers,  often  buy  cattle,  although 
they  have  to  take  grass  for  the  purpose? — Yes, 
it  has. 


5973.  And  that  servant  boys,  as  we  call  them 
although  they  may  be  very  often  up  to  the  age 
of  40  or  50,  may  also  take  cattle  in  the  same 
way  ? — Yes ; I believe  cattle  dealing  "enerafiv 
is  a favourite  pastime  in  Ireland.  Q y 

5974.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  be  easy  to 
register  all  those  men  ? — Yes,  I do  not  see"  any 
difficulty  about  it;  of  course  it  would  throw 
some  woi’k  upon  the  people  who  would  have  to 
do  it. 

5975.  Who  would  be  the  people  who  would 
have  to  do  it  ? — I should  say  the  magistrates  in 
each  locality,  or  their  clerks. 

5976.  Would  you  propose  that  a fine  should 
be  put  upon  any  man  who  did  not  have  a license? 
— Certainly. 

5977.  So  that  they  would  be  obliged  to  come 
in  and  register  themselves? — Yes;  I should  not 
propose  that  the  amount  charged  for  the  license 
should  be  very  great. 

5978.  I should  take  it  that  your  object  would 
be  merely  to  get  the  names  of  the  men?— 
Quite  so. 

5979.  I do  not  suppose  that  you  want  to  put  a 
tax  upon  them  ? — No. 

5980.  Merely  to  secure  that  you  have  the 
man’s  name  ? — Yes. 

5981.  And  you  think  that  that  might  he  done 
easily  ? — I should  think  it  might  be  done. 

5982.  You  stated  in  your  evidence  that  you 
thought  lairs  should  be  subdivided ; how  did  you 
mean  that  they  should  be  subdivided  ? — I do  not 
know  whether  you  know  the  lairs  belonging  to 
the  London  and  North  Western  Company,  at 
North  Wall. 

5983.  I dt>  not. — Take  any  of  the  landing- 
places  for  cattle  in  or  near  London,  such  as  Brown’s 
Wharf  or  Thames  Haven,  or  I will  take  the 
Dublin  Cattle  Market,  for  instance ; those  will 
furnish  examples  of  what  I mean. 

5984.  But  would  it  not  be  impossible  to  sub- 
divide all  the  cattle  fairs  in  Ireland  ? — I consider 
this,  that  one  great  advantage  of  such  a regula- 
tion would  be  that  about  half  the  fairs  in  Ireland 
not  being  able  to  stand  the  expense,  would  be 
abolished. 

5985.  You  recommend  the  subdivision  of  fairs 
as  an  indirect  way  of  abolishing  them  ?— That  is 
one  of  the  reasons,  but  the  direct  reason  is,  that 
it  would  prevent  a diseased  animal  from  infecting 
more  than  a limited  number  of  animals  which 
were  not  diseased. 

5986.  Do  you  know  how  many  fairs  there  are  in 
Ireland  ? — Yes  ; there  are  about  6,000,  in  round 
numbers. 

5987.  And  how  many  do  you  think  would 
stand  the  expense  of  this  subdivision  ? — I could 
not  say ; it  would  require  one  to  attend  every 
fair,  and  it  would  require  some  years  to  do  it, 
to  enable  one  to  answer  that  question ; but  no 
doubt  the  magistrates  could  give  you  an  idea  01 
that. 

5988.  Chairman.'}  Do  you  mean  that  there  are 
6,000  fairs,  or  6,000  cattle  markets  ? — I believe 
there  are  6,000  fairs,  as  they  are  properly  called, 
I believe  Professor  Ferguson,  in  his  evidence, 
put  them  down  as  5,900.  I think  thedistinction 
could  be  got  at  in  this  way  : that  a fair  is  held  in 
a little  country  place,  which  is  not  -of  sufficient 
importance  to  be  a market  town,  and  is  solely  ana 
simply  for  the  sale  of  live  Btock ; whereas  mar- 
kets held  in  corporate  towns  are  not  properly 

5989.  Would  not  they  be  included 

6,000  f 
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6,000  ? — I think  not.  I think  the  6,000  would 
be  independent  of  them. 

5990.  Mr.  Kavanayh.']  Do  you  know  that  these 
cattle  markets  which  you  have  mentioned  are  not 
called  fairs? — No,  I do  not  know  that;  but  if  I 
had  thought  of  being  asked  the  question,  I would 
have  brought  my  list  with  me.  J do  not  believe 
you  call  the  cattle  market  of  Cork  a fair. 

5991.  Nor  Smithfield  ? — No  ; and  you  do  not 
call  the  cattle  market  at  Waterford  a fair ; it  is 
not  a special  market-place,  but  there  is  a place  at 
the  top  of  the  hill  which  is  used  for  the  purpose. 

5992.  How  often  is  the  cattle  market  held  at 
Waterford  ? — I believe  it  is  once  a week. 

5993.  But  all  the  markets  in  the  country  are 
called  fairs,  whether  there  is  cattle  sold  in  them 
or  not  ? — That  is  so. 

5994.  Those  markers  are  not  restricted  solely 
to  the  sale  of  cattle  ? — Certainly  not. 

5995.  Do  you  think,  from  your  knowledge  of 
the  district,  that  it  would  be  no  inconvenience  to 
the  inhabitants  to  have  all  those  markets  shut  up 
which  could  not  afford  the  expense  of  the  sub- 
division you  propose  ? — The  regulation  with 
regard  to  subdivision  would  only  apply  to  live 
stock ; it  would  not  prevent  people  selling  vege- 
tables and  fruit,  even  if  the  market  could  not  be 
subdivided. 

5996.  What  you  suggest  is,  that  all  fairs  which 
could  not  afford  the  expense  of  subdivision  should 
be  shut  up,  so  far  as  cattle  are  concerned  ? — 
Quite  so. 

5997.  Do  you  think  that  that  would  occasion 
no  inconvenience  to  the  inhabitants? — I think 
not.  Of  course  when  those  fairs  were  first  insti- 
tuted there  were  not  the  means  of  communication 
from  place  to  place  which  now  exist. 

5998.  Do  you  know  much  about  the  West  of 
Ireland,  Mayo,  and  Connaught? — I do  not  know 
much  about  the  West  of  Irelaud. 

5999.  Do  you  not  think  that  it  would  be  rather 
unfair,  considering  the  large  distances  that  the 
inhabitants  would  have  to  send  their  stock  then, 
to  shut  up  these  local  fairs  ? — Of  course  if  the 
fair  were  a large  one  it  would  pay  for  the  ex- 
pense, although  it  might  be  rather  a serious  matter 
at  first;  but  if  it  Were  a small  one,  the  expense 
would  be.  next  to  nothing.  I.  cannot  see  any 
hardship  in  compelling  those  greens  to  be  sub- 
divided. 

. 600u-  Then  in  the  case  of  a place  where  there 
is  no  green,  there  would  be  a difficulty  ? — In  the 
case  of  a place. where  there  is  no  green,  where 
the  fair  is  held  in  the.  street,  you  might  adopt  the 
JJutch  plan,  which  is  . simply  having  posts  and 
rails,  with  a series  of  rings  at  proper  distances ; 
that  would  have  the  same  effect;  it  would  pre- 
vent.  a diseased  animal  rushing  all  round  the  fair 
feting  a large  number  of  others. 

— Yes^'  *8’  *n  ^aCtj  to  bave  'kke111  in  pens? 

6002.  With  regard  to  the  fair  at  Ballinasloe, 
wnat  course  would  you  recommend  to  prevent  the 
great  danger  of- disease  that  you  mention  in  your 
' Ballinasloe  fek  is  au  immense  fair,  and 
i that  green  were  properly  subdivided  as  I have 
f£e^ed,  it  would  very  much  lessen  the  diffi- 
™ animals  being  inspected.  You  might 
ubOmde  the  enormous  number  of  animals  which 
me  there  into  small  lots  of  a convenient  number 
eacn,  and  you  would  know,  to  a certain  limit, 
w many  animals  you  had  got  diseased,  and  how 
vmfo  Pmbjbl?  bacl  been  infected  in  the  fair,  and 
^ 0 58°U  d ^era  accordingly. 


.600.3.  When  you  found  animals  diseased  in  the  Mr.  JEE.  M. 
tair  at  Ballinasloe,  w hat  would  you  do  with  them  ? Jenkins. 

Ihe  only  thing  to  do  would  be  to  let  them  re- 

mam  where  they  are  until  the  fair  is  over,  because  8 May  1873. 
if  you  remove  them  you  only  increase  the  dan- 
ger. 

6004.  Would  there  be.  no  difficulty  in  doing 
that? — No,  you  could  impound  them  on  the 
spot. 

6005.  And  after  the  fair  was  over  what  would 
you  do  with  them  ?— My  impression  is,  that  after 
the  fair  I should  have  them  slaughtered,  and  let 
the  owner  have  the  proceeds,  whatever  they 
might  be,  less  the  expenses  ; and  ox  course  punish 
him  for  sending  a diseased  animal  into  the  fair, 
and  punish  him  adequately. 

6006.  You  would  slaughter  them  whether  they 
were  store  or  fat  cattle,  or  anything  else  ? — Yes, 
store  or  fat,  or  anything  else. 

6007.  Breeding  ewes  for  example  ? — Yes. 

6008.  You  go  on  in  your  report  to  mention  a 
report  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  which  1 think 
you  took  from  the  “Irish  Fanners’  Gazette;” 
you  state  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  ap- 
peared in  different  parts  of  the  county  of  Long- 
ford ; that  a farmer  lost  50  cattle,  and  in  one  night 
alone  13  of  them  died?— Yes,  I quoted  that  from 
the  “ Irish  Farmers’  Gazette.” 

6009.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  that  is 
true  ? — I do  not  express  any  opinion  about  it; 
it  was  published  by  the  “ Irish  Farmers’  Ga- 
zette no  doubt  the  editor  of  the  paper,  whom  I 
know  very  well,  must  have  believed  it  to  be  true, 
or  he  would  not  have  published  it. 

6010.  Will  you  kindly  read  this;  “Cattle 
Disease,  County  of  Longford,  Newtownforbes, 

12 tli  April  1873.  I beg  to  state  that  the  accom- 
panying extract  from  a pamphlet,  ‘ page  208,’ 
being  submitted  to  me  by  nearest  magistrate, 

Captain  H.  O.  F.  Gregory,  j.p.,  to  whom  I re- 
ported all  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  my 
subdistrict,  for  my  statement  as  to  its  accuracy, 
the  lands  referred  to  therein  being  in  my  sub- 
district, I certify  that  its  contents  are  untrue, 
no  cattle  having  died  on  those  lands,  or  011  any 
other  in  my  subdistrict,  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  since  or  before  the  1st  of  October  1872, 

(signed)  Patrick  Smyth,  Constable.”  Therefore 
you  see  that  whoever  put  the  statement  in  the 
“ Farmers’  Gazette  ” has  made  a mistake  ? — Yes, 
but  tliis  is  a very  vague  document,  allow  me  to 
say. 

601 1 . It  is  a statement  made  by  a police  con- 
stable before  a police  magistrate  ? — The  constable 
says  that  no  cattle  died  in  bis  subdistrict  during 
that  time;  it  may  possibly  have  occurred  that 
there  may  be  a mistake  in  this  report;  that  the 
man’s  name  may  be  wrong,  or  the  locality  may 
not  be  quite  accurate,  but  I think  the  statement 
is  at  any  rate  quite  as  likely  to  be  accurate  as 
this  one,  which  says,  “ no  cattle  having  died  on 
those  lands,  or  on  any  other  in  my  sub-district, 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  since  or  before  the 
1st  of  October  1872.” 

6012.  Is  that  impossible  ? — I think  it  is  very 
improbable  that  no  cattle  ever  died  in  that  sub- 
district. 

6013.  You  think  that  it  is  improbable  that  no 
cattle  ever  died  in  that  subdistrict?— I think  it  is 
very  improbable  that  no  cattle  died  in  that  sub- 
district. 

6014.  Do  you  think  it  is  necessary  that  cattle 
should  die  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I do 
not  say  it  is  necessary,  but  I say  it  is  probable  that, 

I I 2 during 
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during  the  last  30  years  that  we  have  had  foot 
and  mouth  discaso  in  the  country,  cattle  have  died 
in  that  district. 

6015.  Do  you  think  the  constable’s  statement 
would  he  likely  to  be  untrue,  if  he  stated  that  no 
cattle  had  died  in  his  subdistrict  within  that 
time  ?— X think  it  is  vague. 

6016.  Chairman.']  The  statement  is  not  that 
no  cattle  had  died,  but  that  no  cattle  had  died 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — T es ; since  or 
before  the  1st  of  October  1872,  there  is  no  limi- 
tation. 

6017.  Do  you  not  think  it  is  a very  probable 
thing  that  there  may  be  some  districts  in  which 
for  two  or  three  years  together  no  cattle  would 
die  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — It  is  possible. 

6018.  Do  you  not  think  it  is  probable  ? — I do 
not  think  it  is  probable  ; but  the  criticism  of  the 
honourable  Member  refers  to  this  point,  and  I 
say  the  paragraph  might  be  quite  right  in  sub- 
stance without  its  being  perfectly  right  with  re- 
curd  to  the  exact  locality  or  the  exact  name,  and 
upon  that  ground  1 think  it  is  on  all  fours  with 
the  document  which  the  honourable  Member  has 
produced. 

6019.  Mr.  Kavanaglu]  You  wish  to  transfer 
the  locality  ? — No ; I do  not  take  any  responsi- 
bility with  reference  to  the  paragraph,  except 
that  I quoted  it,  and  I have  since  received  infor- 
mation that  after  the  late  fair  of  BaHinasloe  foot 
and  mouth  disease  prevailed  extensively  in  and 
about  Longford,  and  that  it  was  brought  by  cattle 
purchased  at  Ballinasloe.  I have  received  that 
information  independently. 

6020.  But  still  you  firmly  believe  that  50  ani- 
mals died  between  the  Ballinasloe  fair  and  the 
22nd  of  October,  and  that  1 3 of  those  animals 
died  in  one  night? — No,  I have  expressed  no 
kind  of  belief  one  way  or  the  other ; I simply 
quoted  it  as  a paragraph  in  an  Irish  agricultural 
newspaper,  and  you  must  take  it  for  what  it  is 
worth. 

6021.  But  since  you  have  been  under  exami- 
nation you  stated  that,  you  thought  it  more  likely 
to  be  true  than  the  paper  which  I gave  to  you  ? 
— I stated  that  it  was  very  improbable  that  there 
was  any  sub-district  in  which  no  cattle  had  ever 
died  from  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

6022.  Chairman.]  Were  you  ever  at  the  Agri- 
cultural Institution  in  Cirencester  ? — Not  to 
study  there. 

6023.  But  you  have  been  there? — Yes. 

6024.  Would  this  statement  surprise  you, 
which  has  been  made  Upon  the  authority  of  Pro- 
fessor Brown, 'that  for  13  years  no  case  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  was  known  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  that  institution  at  Cirencester? — I should 
not  be  surprised  at  that,  because  that  is  a place 
exceptionably  well  kept,  and  constantly  under 
the  supervision  of  a veterinary  surgeon  of  great 
ability.  I should  think  it  was  more  likely  than 
not  that,  that  statement  would  be  true  even 
if  made  independently  of  Professor  Brown’s 
authority. 

6025.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  But  still  you  believe 
that  although  it  may  be  true  that  no  animal 
might  die  in  13  years  in  England,  yet  it  could 
not  be  possible  that  in  the  experience  of  that 
sub-constable  no  animal  could  have  died  in  that 
district  in  Ireland  ? — That  is  pushing  it  further 
than  I put  it. 

6026.  But  still  that  paragraph  might  not  have 
been  true  ? — It  might  not  have  been. 

6027.  Is  it  upon  the  same  authority  that  you 


found  your  statement  that  dealers  purchase 
diseased  animals  for  the  purpose  of  sending  them 
to  England?— I gave  the  former  statement  as 
having  been  copied  out  of  a particular  paper- 
the  other  statement  I made  from  actual  inquiry 
amongst  the  people  themselves ; when  I quote  I 
say  I quote. 

6028.  Prom  your  actual  inquiry  amongst  the 
people  themselves,  you  have  learned  that  it  has 
been  the  habit  of  Irish  dealers  to  purchase 
diseased  cattle  for  the  purpose  of  exporting  them 
into  England  ? — I do  not  recollect  saying  that  it 
is  the  habit,  but  I believe  it  is  done,  and  I have 
been  informed  that  it  is  frequently  done. 

6029.  Could  you  mention  any  single  case  in 
which  it  lias  been  done? — I have  been  informed 
of  several,  but  I doubt  if  there  is  any  case  of 
which  I recollect  the  details? — I know  that  when 
[ was  in  Ireland  I heard  it  on  all  hands,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  you  have  had  the  same  statement 
made  before  this  Committee. 

6030.  Could  you  point  out  one  case  which  you 
could  name  ? — No,  I do  not  think  it  is  at  all 
likely  that  I can  ; I do  not  think  it  is  likely  that 
people  would  give  me  names  and  dates  so  that  I 
might  report  it  to  this  Committee,  or  at.  all. 

6031.  Although  you  do  not  think  that  likely, 
you  would  still  look  upon  their  evidence  as  trust- 
worthy?— When  I have  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
evidence  of  a man  I would  accept  it. 

6032.  You  would  accept  it  as  evidence  against 
Ii-cland  ? — I do  not  believe  they  are  at  all  worse, 
or  much  worse,  in  Ireland,  than  they  are  in 
England ; I believe  the  same  sort  of  thing  goes 
on  here. 

6033.  But  is  not  that  a small  basis  to  go  upon 
when  you  make  such  a sweeping  charge  as  to  say 
that  diseased  animals  arc  sold  for  the  purpose  of 
being  exported  to  England  7 — We  know  perfectly 
well  that  in  many  cases  that  is  the  only  explana- 
tion of  a particular  set,  of  circumstances. 

6034.  You  referred  to  the  county  of  Chester 
as  being  particularly  well  managed? — Yes. 

6035.  Are  you  very  well  acquainted  with  it? 
— I have  been  a good  deal  about  the  county  of 
Chester. 

6036.  You  walked  through  the  farms  and  the 
farmsteads? — Yes;  I have  reported  upon  some 
of  the  farms  in  Cheshire ; not  in  this  report,  but 
in  other  reports. 

6037.  You  consider  that  it  is  a pattern  county? 
— I do  not  know  that ; there  are  good  farms  and 
bad  favms  in  it,  as  in  all  other  counties;  but 
when  I quoted  Chester,  I was  speaking  more 
particularly  with  regard  to  the  way  in  which  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  special  orders  issued 
by  the  local  authorities  were  carried  out,  and  as 
to  the  completeness  of  the  retunas  issued  by  the 
chief  constable. 

• 6038.  Would  you  be  surprised  if  a witness 
was  brought  here  to  prove  that  many  of  the  farms 
in  Cheshire  are  badly  managed,  so  far  as  sanitary 
arrangements  are  concerned  ? — As  I said,  I dare 
say  there  are  a good  many  bad  farms  in  the  county 
of  Chester,  but  there  are  a very  great  many 
good  ones.  . , 

6039-40.  Chairman.]  Does  your  remark  wita 
reference  to  the  regulations  in  Cheshire  apply  to 
what  was  done  during  the  time  of  the  cat  _e 
plague?— No;  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  in 
1869  I published  a table  which  was  issued,  an 
from  the  4th  of  September  down  to  the  prese 
time  the  regulations  seem  to  me  general  y 
have  been  exceedingly  well  carried  out. 


digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


253 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


,6041.  Mr.  hF.  Johnston.']  You  do  not  dispute, 
I suppose,  the  accuracy  of  this  return  handed  in 
by  Professor  Ferguson,  and  published  in  your  re- 
port as  showing  the  extent  to  which  foot  and 
mouth  disease  prevailed  in  the  year  ending  31st 
December  1871  ? — -No,  I have  no  doubt  that  it  is 

K^-ctly  accurate  so  far  as  the  information  at 
ssor  Ferguson's  disposal  enabled  him  to 
make  it. 

6042.  Do  not  you  think  Professor  Ferguson 
would  have  a better  opportunity  of  ascertaining 
the  existence  of  that  disease  from  the  reports  of 
the  constabulary  in  Ireland,  than  you  would  have 
in  England  ? — No  doubt. 

6043.  What  do  you  mean  by  this  paragraph  at 
page  15  in  your  report:  “ Unfortunately,  with 
regard  to  the  spread  of  disease  in  Ireland,  we  are 
inclined  to  take  the  facts,  even  when  officially 
stated,  cum  grano  salis,  and  to  question  every 
conclusion  that  might  be  drawn  from  them,  in 
consequence  of  the  too  frequent  neglect  of  Irish 
graziers  to  report  the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  on  their  farms  ” ? — I mean  simply  this, 
that  it  is  an  under  statement  in  all  probability,  in 
consequence  of  some  returns  not  having  been 
made,  and  a large  number  of  them  probably. 

6044.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  "desirable  to 
make  it  penal  to  conceal  the  existence  of  disease 
upon  a farm  ?— I think  there  should  be  a sub- 
stantial fine  inflicted  for  that  offence. 

6045.  Then  the  report  also  mentions  that  “ A 
most  trustworthy  correspondent,  in  Ireland  has 
informed  me  of  a case  in  which,  just  previous  to 
one  of  the  great  fairs  at  Ballinasloe,  a man  was 
prosecuted  by  the  Government,  not  only  for  neg- 
lecting to  report  the  existence  of  disease  on  his 
premises,  but  also  for  driving  the  affected  animals 
through  the  town  of  Ballinasloe.  The  case  was 
proved;  the  magistrates  fined  him  one  penny,  and 
further  mulcted  him  in  the  sum  of  one  shilling 
for  costs.”  Do  you  think  that  was  a trustworthy 
correspondent? — I should  be  inclined  to  trust 
him  in  any  matter  of  this  nature. 

6046.  Would  you  have  any  objection  to  give 
the  Committee  his  name  ?— If  I had  felt  at  liberty 
to  give  his  name  I should  have  published  it,  and 
I would  rather  not  do  so  now. 

6047.  I do  not  dispute  the  stalemcnt,  hut  I 
only  wish  to  ascertain  its  origin  ? — I would  rather 
not  give  names,  because  I have  so  frequently  to 
depend  upon  the  information  I receive  from  gen- 
tlemen, that  if  they  thought  they  were  liable  to 
nave  their  names  published,  they  would  not  give 
me  information. 


. 6048.  Do  not  you  think  that  there  might  be 

other  trustworthy  correspondents  in  Ireland,  be- 
An  tais  0ne.') — ^es> 110  ^nbt  there  are. 

6049.  Chairman .]  This  was  a ease  before  the 
magistrates,  was  it  not  ?— Yes. 

^ case  was  publicly  heard,  was  ii 
notr — Yes. 

• Johnston.']  I have  a letter  here 

m which  it  is  stated,  “ A much  more  fruitful 
^.ea°s  “ sending  over  distemper  to  England  is 
he  habit  with  many  farmers  of,  as  soon  as  they 
ave  discovered  any  disease,  or  anything  of  thal 
juncl,  m their  stock,  at  once  to  ship  the  whole  lot 

perhaps  the  animal  too  far  gone  to  pass'1 
omngland.  These  animals  never  stand  in  a fair 
ere  at  all.”  Are  you  in  favour  of  stopping  the 
Tnl8  f T ,and  durin&  the  months  of  June  and 
v U T"-1-  should,  not  recommend  it  for  England, 
.-‘■doubt  whether  it  would  be  worth  while  to 
do  it  for  Ireland. 

0.58. 


6052.  This  letter  also  goes  on  further  to  state, 

A great  deal  of  the  harm  done  by  last  Ballinasloe 

fair  was  caused  by  the  very  imperfect  means  of 
getting  away  the  stock  by  rail  after  purchase;  a 
trienci  of  mine  had  to  keep  hJs'stock  huddled  up 
iu  pens,  m filth,  hunger,  and  infected  ground  for 
two  days ; he  lost  20  sheep  by  distemper ; a 
neighbour  of  his  lost  80  ”? — I have  no  doubt  that 
is  true. 

6053.  Have  you  any  information  concerning 
the  late  Ballinasloe  fair? — I have  published  in 
this  report  what  I saw  there  myself.  I have 
heard  a good  deal  since,  with  reference  to  the 
influence  of  the  late  fair  at  Ballinasloe,  in  dis- 
tributing disease  over  the  country,  and  especially 
as  to  the  mortality  occasioned  by  the  disease 
union"  sheep,  but  I do  not  speak  to  that  of  my 
own  knowledge ; I have  not  been  in  Ireland 
since. 

6054.  Did  you  see  any  cases  of  disease  your- 
self?— Yes. 

6055.  Were  the  police  authorities  aware  of 
those  cases  ? — Yes,  in  one  case  they  were,  because 
I was  invited  to  point  out  a beast  which  had 
been  examined  by  the  Government  Inspector, 
and  I pointed  it  out,  and  upon  examination  it 
was  found  to  be  affected  visibly. 

. 6056..  What  was  done  in  that  case? — I inquired 
of  the  inspector  or  sub-inspector,  I do  not  know 
what  bis  official  rank  is,  and  be  told  me  that  the 
magistrates  had  consulted  together,  and  then 
ultimately  they  decided  to  send  the  cattle  back 
to  the  owner’s  farm.  When  I went  to  look  for 
them  about  noon,  they  were  gone. 

6057.  Do  you  think  that  more  stringent  mea- 
sures. ought  to  be  adopted  in  Ireland  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  disease  than  would  be  tolerated  in 
England  ? — No,  I do  not  think  so. 

6058.  Mr.  Clag.']  When  you  visited  Hull,  you 
formed  the  opinion  that  its  defined  area  has  an 
imaginary  boundary  ?— -That  is  to  say,  that  it 
was  a boundary  which  could  not  be  seen  by  any- 
one unacquainted  with  the  locality  ; it  was  not  a 
wall  or  anything  of  that,  kind ; it  was  a certain 
line  of  streets,  and  yon  had  to  go  to  the  Custom 
House  and  get  the  map  to  see  where  the  boundary 
was. 

6059.  But  it  was  a boundary  of  well-defined 
streets,  was  it  not  ? — I have  given  in  my  report 
a woodcut,  showing  the  boundary  as  I understand 
it ; it  took  me  a long  time  to  find  anybody  who 
understood  what  it  was. 

6060.  Ain  I to  understand  that  your  idea  of 
a properly-defined  area  would  be  a district  sur- 
rounded by  a wall, like  a prison-yard?  — I should 
think  like  that  at  Deptford,  that  is  surrounded 
by  a wall  in  that  way,  that  would  be  a perfectly - 
defined  part. 

6061.  Are  you  aware  of  there  being  any  such 
in  England  ? — At  Deptford  there  is. 

6062.  But,  with'  that  exception,  is  there  any- 
thing in  the  defined  area  at  Hull  which  differs 
materially  from  those  in  other  ports  ? — The  great 
objection  to  the  defined  area  at  Hull  is  the 
proximity  of  the  ordinai-y  cattle  market,  in  addi- 
tion to  its  not  being  surrounded  by  a wall ; if  it 
were  surrounded  with  a wall,  the  proximity  of 
the  ordinary  cattle  market  would  not  be  so 
serious  an  objection,  although  it  would  still  be 
serious. 

6063.  But  you  did  not  answer  my  question 
exactly,  whether  there  Was  anything  in  the  de- 
fined area  of  Hull  different  from  that  of  other 
ports  ? — I do  not  know  in  what  its  difference 

1 1 3 lies. 
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lies,  except  in  its  great  proximity  to  the  cattle 
market. 

6064.  You  are  of  opinion  that  the  cargo  on 
board  the  “Joseph  Soames  ” was  the  cause  of 
the  outbreak  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much  ? 
— From  all  the  information  which  I could  gather, 
it  appeared  to  me  that  if  the  “Joseph  Soames” 
had  not  come  into  Hull,  cattle  plague  would  not 
have  broken  out  in  the  East  Riding  of  1 ork- 
shire. 

6065.  Are  you  aware  that  the  beasts  were 
never  landed  ? — I am. 

6066.  Are  you  also  aware  of  the  strong 
opinions  which  have  been  given  by  competent 
authorities,  that  the  cattle  plague  could  not  have 
been  propagated  by  the  carcases  which  were 
washed  on  shore? — Yes. 

6067.  Then  the  explanation,  I presume,  which 
you  would  give  is  that  which  they  have  given, 
namely,  that  the  disease  was  carried  by  drovers, 
slaughtermen,  and  others,  who  had  been  on 
board  the  “Joseph  Soames”? — Quite  so,  I 
should  say. 

6068.  Then,  does  not  it  appear  from  that  that 
the  cause  was  the  omission  sufficiently  to  disin- 
fect the  parties  leaving  the  “Joseph  Soames”? 
— I should  say  so.  First  of  all,  I should  say 
that  it  would  have  been  desirable,  I think,  if  the 
people  had  been  prevented,  to  the  greatest  pos- 
sible extent,  from  going  on  board  the  vessel  at 
all,  because  there  is  a certain  risk  attending  that, 
no  matter  how  much  disinfection  there  was,  or 
how  well  it  might  be  carried  out;  but,  after  they 
had  been  allowed  to  go  on  board,  the  cause,  to  a 
great  extent,  was  the  absence  of  disinfection  of 
those  persons. 

6069.  It  would  appear  then  from  that,  that  this 
calamity  was  not  owing  to  the  proximity  to  the 
depot  between  the  scheduled  cattle  market  and 
the  ordinary  cattle  market,  but  that  it  arose  from 
the  neglect  to  disinfect  the  people  leaving  the 
“Joseph  Soames”  ? — Yes ; but  if  the  cattle  mar- 
ket had  been  a mile  off,  there  would  have  been  a 
far  greater  chance  of  the  germs  of  the  cattle 
plague  being  either,  as  Professor  Simonds  would 
say,  consumed  by  the  atmosphere  or  blown  away 
from  the  person,  or  otherwise  got  rid  of ; in  fact, 
so  many  people  would  not  have  gone  directly 
from  the  “ Joseph  Soames”  to  the  ordinary  cattle 
market  if  it  had  been  at  a greater  distance. 

6070.  Do  I understand  that  your  recommenda- 
tion -would  be,  that  the  ordinary  cattle  market 
should  be  at  a considerable  distance  from  the  de- 
fined area?— Yes. 

6071.  Are  you  aware  of  there  being  any  facili- 
ties, within  a reasonable  distance  from  the  busi- 
ness part  of  the  town,  for  placing  such  a market  ? 
— There  is  a place  called  Fairfield,  or  Corporation 
field,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  an  excellent  site ; 
I do  not  know  whether  there  may  be  some  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  its  being  utilised,  otherwise  I 
should  say  that  that  would  be  an  excellent  site. 

6072.  You  are  not  aware  that  that  has  been 
contemplated  ? — I am  not  sure  about  that,  but  I 
know,  that  the  cattle  market  was  held  there  at 
the  time  that  the  ordinary  cattle  market  was 
placed  under  restrictions  from  cattle  plague 
having  broken  out ; I attended  a market  in  the 
Fairfield. 

6073.  I suppose  that  you  have  not  had  much 
veterinary  experience  yourself? — Not  with  refer- 
ence to  the  cure  of  disease ; I never  attempted 

6074.  I do  not  speak  so  much  as  to  the  cure  of 


disease  as  to  the  best  way  of  treating  a diseased 
cargo,  such  as  there  was  on  board  the  “ Joseph 
Soames.”  If  you  had  been  there  to  act  upou 
your  own  responsibility,  what  would  you  hava 
done  in  that  case  ?— In  the  first  place,  it  appears 
that  it  was  impossible  to  kill  and  bury  the  animals 
on  shore.  *1  was  not  there  at  the  time,  and,  there- 
fore, in  answering  your  question  I am  obliged  to 
take  the  facts  as  they  have  been  narrated  to  the 
Committee.  If  it  was  impossible  to  kill  and  bury 
the  animals  on  shore  in  the  port,  I do  not  see 
what  remained  to  be  done,  except  to  take  them 
out  to  sea  and  sink  them. 

6075.  The  carcases,  I think,  are  burned  not 
infrequently  when  such  cattle  are  slaughtered?  - 
I think  that  has  been  tried,  but  for  various  rea- 
sons that  is  not  the  usual  practice ; it  has  been 
given  up. 

6076.  Arc  you  aware  that  it  has  been  done  in 
Hull? — No,  1 am  not  aware  that  it  has  been  done 
in  Hull. 

6077.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
that  would  not  have  been  the  best  way  of  treat- 
ing it  ? — I should  not  think,  in  a place  like  Hull 
it  would  have  been  a very  safe  course  to  adopt; 
it  is  a place  crowded  with  narrow  streets  around 
the  defined  part,  and  the  law  would  not  allow  the 
animals  to  be  removed  from  the  defined  part  to 
any  other  place.  I think  it  would  have  -been 
much  more  likely  to  have  propagated  the  cattle 
plague  than  the  course  which  was  adopted. 

6078.  Mr.  O’ Conor.']  Am  I right  in  supposing 
that  you  consider  the  present  rules  of  the  Irish 
Department  sufficiently  stringent  for  the  sup- 
pression of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  provided  they 
were  carried  out  ? — Provided  they  were  carried 
out. 

6079.  Do  you  think  that  any  more  stringent 
regulations  would  bo  more  likely  to  be  carried 
out  than  the  present? — No  ; I should  not  recom- 
mend for  Ireland  any  more  stringent  regulations 
than  those  which  now  exist. 

6080.  Do  you  think  our  attention  should  he 
rather  directed  to  providing  means  for  carrying 
out  the  present  rules,  than  to  making  any  fresh 
restrictions  ? — So  far  as  regards  your  inland  or- 
ganisation, I should  say  yes. 

6081.  You  made  some  proposition  as  regards 
small  fairs  in  the  country,  will  you  kindly  state 
that  again  ? — That  proposition  was,  “ That  all 
lairs  or  yards  belonging  to  railway  and  steamboat 
companies,  and  all  market-places  and  places  set 
apart  for  the  holding  of  fairs  for  cattle,  sheep, 
and  pigs,  shall  be  divided  into  pens  of  a conve- 
nient size,  and  furnished  with  a sufficient  number 
of  troughs  of  clean  water ; and  that  these  pens 
shall  be  cleansed  and  disinfected  in  accordance 
with  the  existing  regulations  of  the  English 
Privy  Council  in  reference  to  railway  pens  and 
landing-places.”  That  refers  to  England  as  well 
as  Ireland. 

6082.  Y ou  would  apply  these  rules  to  all  fairs,  and 
in  some  of  these  small  country  fairs  there  would  be 
scarcely  a sufficient  number  of  cattle  to  warrant 
going  to  the  expense  of  that  kind ; you  would 
wish  to  get  rid  of  those  fairs  altogether  ? — I thmk 
so.  I think  the  opinion  of  the  agricultural  com- 
munity generally  would  be  in  favour  of  that. 

6083.  Do  you  not  think  that  in  a small  country 
fair,  to  which  no  cattle  came  except  those  which 
are  held  in  the  neighbourhood,  there  would  be 
very  little  chance  of  diseased  cattle  being  brought 
there  without  its  being  known  all  round? — I thinx 
so  many  fairs  are  not  wanted ; I think  that  these 
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small  fairs  do  harm  rather  than  good;  there  is  be  made  for  such  license;  have  you  considered  Mr.  H.  M. 

always  a greater  probability  of  the  disease  being  at  all  the  rate  ? — I should  say  about  1 1.  would  be  Jenkin*. 

spread,  through  the  greater  number  of  points  of  sufficient.  ^ 

contact  between  different  animals.  6094.  You  would  recommend  the  smallest  sum  8 May  *873. 

6084.  Mr.  Ridley.}  After  these  regulations  compatible  with  licensing  ? — Yes. 

were  proposed,  to  winch  the  Council  of  the  Agri-  6095.  Have  you  examined  much  the  general 
cultural  Society  agreed,  you  did  not  propose  any-  railway  arrangements  as  regards  the  disinfection 
tliino-  with  regard  to  Ireland  that  you  did  not  of  trucks  in  England ; are  they  carried  out  now 
propose  with  regard  to  England? — Quite  so.  systematically  and  satisfactorily  ?— By  some  rail- 

6085.  It  was  quite  incorrect  to  represent  you  way  companies  it  is  done  much  better  than  by 

as  wishing  to  propose  anything  with  regard  to  others,  and  at  some  stations  it  is  done  much  better 

Ireland  which  you  did  not  propose  with  regard  than  at  others. 

to  England? — Quite  so.  6096.  I suppose  the  largest  companies  carry 

6086.  I wish  to  understand  about  the  Irish  out  the  Order  in  the  most  systematic  way  ? — Yes, 

foot  and  mouth  Order  of  3rd  November  1870.  I should  say  so;  it  is  done  exceedingly  well  by 

I understood  you  to  say  to-day  that  you  recom-  the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  Company  at 
mended  that  the  English  Act  should  be  altered  so  Bristol ; I think  that  th'at  is  the  best  method  I 
as  to  comply  with  Section  13  of  that  Order  ; is  have  seen  yet. 

that  so? — Yes,  that  is  with  regard  to  animals  on  6097.  If  I understand  you  rightly,  supposin'* 
farms.  The  objection  I take  to  that  section  in  the  tables  were  turned,  and  England  were  to  ex- 
my  report,  is  with  regard  to  animals  bein<*  found  port  to  Ireland  instead  of  Ireland  exporting  to 
affected  in  fairs,  because  this  Order  makes  no  England,  you  mean  to  imply  that  certain  English 

distinction  whatever  between  a farm  and  a fair  as  dealers  •would  be  just  as  anxious  to  send  their 

I understand  it.  diseased  cattle  over  the  Channel  as  the  Irish 

6087.  Because  you  say  in  your  Report  that  “ the  cattle  dealers  are  to  send  them  to  us  ? — Cer- 
provisions  of  Section  13  are  so  clearly  impracti-  tainly. 

cable,  that  one  is,  if  possible,  even  more  surprised  6098.  You  do  not  seem  to  assume  any  superior 
that  it  should  have  been  in  the  first  place  enacted,  morality  for  this  side  of  the  Channel  over  Ire- 
and  afterwards  allowed  to  remain  unrevoked  for  land? — Not  by  any  means, 
two  years,  than  that  the  authorities  at  Ballinasloe  6099.  Mr.  Clare  Head.'}  If  a dealer  sold  dis- 
declined  to  carry  them  out.”  And  then  in  your  eased  cattle  after  he  was  licensed,  I suppose  you 
subsequent  recommendations  you  suggest  that  would  revoke  his  license  ? — I should  not  revoke 
the  provisions  of  that  Order  should  be  modified  his  license  the  first  time  perhaps,  but  the  second 
so  as  to  conform  with  Section  57  of  the  English  time  I would  suspend  it,  and  if  the  dealer  of- 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act? — Yes,  that  fended  upon  a third  occasion,  that  is,  after  the 
is  in  reference  to  fairs ; with  regard  to  farms  I suspension,  I think  I would  revoke  the  license ; 
think  it  is  an  excellent  Order,  but  with  regard  to  I would  not  deal  with  it  so  stringently  at  first, 
the  animals  found  in  the  fair  at  Ballinasloe  it  was  because  it  is  always  advisable  to  give  people  a 
impossible  for  the  authorities  to  cany  the  Order  chance  when  there  is  a new  regulation, 
out.  It  would  have  entailed  the  slaughter  of  6100.  Would  you  have  this  license  granted  by 
17,000  beasts,  besides  a large  number  of  sheep.  the  magistrates  in  the  district  in  which  the  dealer 

6088.  From  your  experience  of  Ballinasloe,  lived  ? — Yes,  the  magistrates  would  be  better  able 
what  would  be  your  recommendation  in  the  case  to  judge  of  the  chai’acter  of  the  man. 

of  animals  being  found  to  be  diseased? — I should  6101.  You  would  have  these  licenses  act  not  as 
impound  them  for  the  time  being,  and  then  deal  a source  of  revenue,  but  as  a guarantee  of  the  re- 
with  them  afterwards.  spectability  of  the  persons  engaged  in  the  trade  ? 

6089.  In  what  way  would  you  deal  with  them  — Yes,  I would  have  the  licenses  act  as  a sort  of 
afterwards  ? — As  a broad  general  rule  I would  control  over  the  men. 

say  the  best  plan  would  be  to  have  them  slaugh-  6102.  Would  you  license  the  drovers  as  well 
tered.  The  Council  of  the  Society  have  not  ex-  as  the  dealers  ? — Yes,  I would;  but  the  Council  of 
pressed  any  opinion  with  regard  to  the  slaughter  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  do  not  adopt  that 
of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  view ; the  drovers  are  licensed  at  the  present 
and  therefore,  with  reference  to  their  regulations,  time  in  the  metropolitan  area,  and  that  system 
it  was  not  competent  for  me  to  deal  with  this  works  exceedingly  well. 

Order  as  if  they  had,  but  my  individual  opinion  6103.  Would  you  license  all  lairs  in  the  vicinity 

is  that  the  better  plan  would  be  to  slaughter  them  of  the  cattle  markets? — I would. 

as  soon  as  possible  after  the  fair  was  over.  6104.  Do  you  think  that  those  lairs  are  a fruit- 

6090.  Mr.  Dent.}  That  view  has  not  been  at  ful  source  of  disease  ?— Yes,  I do. 

all  endorsed  by  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Agri-  6105.  Would  you  have  them  open  at  all  times 
has  it ? — No;  as  I said  before  to  inspection? — Yes. 
the  Council  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  6106.  And  kept  under  strict  regulation? — 
an  n°fc  exPressed  an  opinion  upon  that  point.  Yes. 

6091.  Mr.  Tipping.}  Do  you  not  think  that  6107.  Did  you  see  any  diseased  sheep  at  Bal- 

cattle.  dealers  would  look  upon  your  idea  of  linasloe  Fair  ? — Yes. 

licensing  them  a=  a sort  of  stigma  upon  them;  6108.  Were  they  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
would  they  not  rather  kick  at  it? — I think  the  disease? — Yes. 

■respectable  cattle  dealers  would  be  inclined  to  6109.  You  do  not  agree  with  the  report  of 
a ^ a similar  suggestion  has  been  Mr.  Mostyn  that  there  was  no  active  disease 

m fiooo  “ English  cattle  dealer.  among  sheep  ? — No,  I do  not. 

— Tv  1 ^ wouEl  not  be  generally  so  at  all?  6110.  The  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market,  I be- 

1 think  the  large  dealers  and  the  respectable  lieve,  is  a fat  market  only  as  a rule? — Yes. 

uealers  would  not  object  to  be  licensed  and  regie-  6111.  Whereas  the  Irish  imports  consist  chiefly 
gnao  of  store  cattle  ?—' Yes,  there  is  a large  proportion 

93.  What  payment  would  you  expect  should  of  store  animals,  of  course. 

°-58-  I 14  . 6112.  So 
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6112.  So  that  any  disease  coming  into  the  me- 
tropolitan market  would  not  be  likely  to  do  the 
same  amount  of  mischief  that  the  importation  of 
store  stock  from  Ireland  to  England  would  do  ? — 
No,  but  at  the  same  time  cattle  can  now  be  re- 
moved out  of  the  metropolis. 

6113.  In  Liverpool,  I think  there  is  no  cattle 

market  for  Irish  store  cattle? — There  is  no  store 
market  at  Liverpool.  The  cattle  market  at  IV  cat 
Derby  is,  practically,  a fat  stock  market.  There 
is  no  regulation  against  store  stock  being  sent 
there,  but' nobody  thinks  . of  going  there  to.  buy 
store  stock,  and  therefore  you  do  not  see  it  in 
the  market.  . 

6114.  That  is  quite  contrary  to  what  it  is  at 
Bristol,  is  it  not  ? — Quite  contrary. 

6115.  There  is  a longer  sea  voyage  to  Bristol 
than  there  is  to  Liverpool?-— Yes,  from  the  Irish 
ports,  from  Drogheda  or  Dublin  to  Liverpool,  the 
tourney  is  about  12  houra,  but  most  of  the  cattle 
croing  to  Bristol  go  from  Cork  and  Waterford 
and  Dublin,  and  the  voyage  is  about  20  hours  or 
24  hours. 

6116.  Do  you  see  any  difference  in  the  venti- 
lation of  a ship  in  going  up  the  Avon,  as  compared 
with  the  ship  when  at  sea?- In  the  boats  winch 
are  not  furnished  with  any  mechanical  means  of 
ventilation,  the  quantity  of  fresh  air  which  goes 
through  the  hold  altogether,  depends  to  a great 
extent  upon  the  speed  of  the  vessel,  as  well  as  upon 
the  nature  of  the  river.  The  river  Avon  is  a very 
narrow  winding  river,  with  exceedingly  high 
banks,  and  the  ventilation  going  up  that  river  at 
a slow  pace  is  very  poor ; the  consequence  is, 
that  when  the  animals  arrive  at  Bristol,  they 
come  out  steaming. 

6117.  Did  you  go  into  the  cattle  holds  at  all ? 
— Yes,  I did. 

6118.  When  they  were  coming  up  the  Bristol 
Channel  or  the  River  Avon? — Yes. 

6119.  What  was  the  effect  upon  yourself'? — 

I cannot  stand  the  atmosphere  more  than  a few 
seconds  at  a time,  it  affects  the  eves  so  much ; it 
makes  them  smart  considerably  worse  than  a 
London  fog,  and  the  smell  is  very  bad;  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  ammonia  and  sulphuretted  hydrogen 
in  the  holds  of  those  ships. 

6120.  Is  that  always  the  case  in  holds  where 
cattle  are? — Yes,  to  a greater  or  lesser  extent. 

6121.  So  that  if  there  was  one  diseased  bullock 
in  a hold,  he  would  have  a good  chance  in  a long 
voyage  of  communicating  the  disease  to  other 
cattle? — Yes,  I should  tl link  so,  because  the  air 
i3  not  frequently  renewed,  so  that  whatever  is 
thrown  out  by  the  animals  remains  for  a consider- 
able time  in  the  hold,  and  therefore  there  is  a 
much  greater  chance  of  the  other  animals  imbibing 
the  infection. 

6122.  It  has  4 to  be  breathed  over  and  over 
again? — Yes. 

6123.  If  they  were  on  deck,  there  would  not 
he  the  same  chance  of  so  extensive  an  infection ? 
— Not  at  all. 

6124.  Did  you  notice  the  railway  tracks  in 
Ireland? — Yes. 

6125.  Are  they  generally  cleansed  and  dis- 
infected ? — No,  I could  not  ascertain  that  they 
were;  they  were  generally  very  filthy  whenever 
I saw  them. 

6126.  When  you  were  there,  you  did  not  see 
any  attempt  to  cleanse  them  or  disinfect  them  ? — 
I never  did. 

6127.  In  what  state  where  the  lairs  at  Dublin 
and  elsewhere,  where  you  saw  the  cattle  em- 


barked With  regard  to  the  lairs  at  Dublin,  onp 
is  an  exceedingly  good  lair,  namely,  the' one 
which  belongs  to  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway  Company;  that  is  divided  into  pens,  and 
kept  thoroughly  clean  and  whitewashed;  the 
water  troughs  are  very  clean,  and  everything  is 
managed  in  an  admirable  manner  there;  but 
the  other  places  are  mere  yards,  so  far  as  I know 
them. 

6128.  Did  they  seem  to  be  specially  well 
cleansed? — The  manure  is  collected,  and  I sup. 
pose  that  is  about  all  that  is  done ; I could  not 
ascertain  that  anything  else  was  done. 

6129.  With  regard  to  the  boats  themselves 
what  state  were  they  in? — Some  of  the  boats 
were  very  well  cleansed,  and  some  were  not 
but  as  the  boats  bring  a return  cargo  they  are 
always  made  clean  enough  to  bring  that  cargo, 
but  they  are  not  thoroughly  disinfected  as  they 
should  be ; sawdust  is  generally  used  to  soak  up 
the  filth. 

6130.  Do  you  think  that  if  there  was  efficient 
inspection,  both  at  the  landing  and  at  the  ship- 
ping port,  it  would  greatly  tend  to  diminish  the 
spread  of  infection? — If  the  animals  were  in- 
spected at  the  shipping  port,  and  those  found  in- 
fected culled  from  the  others,  they,  at  any  rate, 
would  not  go  into  the  hold  to  infect  the  re- 
mainder which  would  then  be  with  them.  Of 
course  a certain  number  of  animals  might,  and 
probably  would,  have  received  the  infection  from 
those  which  would  be  culled  out  by  inspection, 
but  the  period  of  incubation  of  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  being  front  about  48  to  60  hours,  those 
animals  would  not  be  in  a condition  to  giveoffi'n- 
fcction  until  after  they  had  arrived  in  England. 

6131.  Then  you  would  have  a second  inspec- 
tion?— I would  have  a second  inspection.  Of  the 
two  I consider  inspection  in  Ireland  far  more  im- 
portant than  inspection  in  England,  but  I con- 
sider that  we  should  have  inspection  at  both 
sides. 

6132.  Who  would  pay  the  cost  of  the  inspec- 
tion?— If  you  look  at.  the  Tables  of  the  exporta- 
tion of  animals  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain  you 
will  find  that  there  are  about  a million  andahalf 
of  animals  exported  annually,  and  suppose  you 
levied  an  inspection  fee  of,  say  3cZ.  per  head,  that 
would  give  you  an  income  of  nearly  20,000 /.a 
year.  1 do  not  think  that  3 d.  a head  would  be 
i'clt  as  a very  grievous  tiling  by  anybody,  and 
20,000  /.  a year  would  bo  more  than  sufficient 
to  pay  the  cost  of  all  inspection  that  would  be 
required,  and  the  cost  of  the  larger  veterinary 
department  which  would  in  that  case  he  required. 
I would  make  the  carrying  companies  the  collec- 
tors of  the  inspection  fees,  I think.- 

6133.  You  stated,  with  regard  to  diseased 
cattle  which  were  seized  at  markets  or  fail's,  tna 
you  would  have  them  kept  till  the  fairs  or  nwrttb 
were  over  ?— Yes,  I think  that  would  be  the  saiest 

1 6134.  And  when  you  had  kept  them  till  fa 
fair  was  over  what  would  you  do  with  the  res 
the  herd  which  had  been  associated  with  them, 
supposing  there  was  one  bullock  seizeil  ou 
lot  of  a score,  would  you  let  the  other  19  go  J 
where?— I would  not  let  them  go  anther, 
certainly ; I would  allow  the  owner  the  option  0 
removing  them  to  his  farm  under  restiic  > 
if  he  liked  to  slaughter  them  he  might  do  0. 

6135.  Would  you  have  the  same 

with  regard  to  those  animals  which  had  bee  ^ _ 

dated  with  the  diseased  animals,  if  they  tv  ^ 
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upon  the  point  of  being  sent  to  England,  would  East?— I have  read  a great  deal  and  "one  a 
vou  stop  them  ?— No,  I would  not  stop  them  on  great  deal  into  the  statistics  of  the  agriculture  of 
that  side,  because,  as  I say,  the  period  of  incuba-  different  countries,  and  I cannot  myself  see  how 
tion  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  such  that  we  are  to  depend  to  any  great,  extent  upon  a 
the  animals  would  arrive  in  England  before  supply  of  cattle  from  Russia.  The  fact  is  that 
they  could  do  any  mischief  to  other  animals.  I at  present  the  price  of  meat  in  Vienna  and’  Be*r- 
think  I heard  Professor  Simonda  depose  that  lin,  which  are  much  more  accessible  from  Russia 
animals  which  are  in  a state  of  incubation  do  not  than  England,  is  (that  is  to  say,  the  cattle-breed- 
gire  off  infection,  and  therefore  those  animals  ing  portion  of  Russia),  quite  as  o-reat  as  it  is  in 
would  arrive  in  England  before  they  could  do  London ; at  any  rate,  for  the  qualitv  of  meat 
any  mischief  to  other  animals,  so  that  the  owner  that  we  should  get  here  from  Russia.  'Therefore 
could  elect  whether  he  would  take  them  to  his  the  inducement  would  be  rather  to  send  the 
farm  and  have  his  farm  put  under  restrictions,  or  animals  to  those  places  where  they  could  be  sent 
whether  he  would  send  them  to  the  slaughter-  for  the  smallest  charge  ; and  I do  not  think  that 
house  to  be  killed.  that  place  would  be  England. 

6136.  With  regard  to  compensation  being  6142.  Then  you  do  not  imagine  that  the  foreign 
given  forthe  slaughter  ot  animals  affected  with’cat-  live  cattle  trade  will  develope  itself  much  more  ? 
tie  plague  or  pleuro-pneumoma,  what  are  your  ideas  —No,  I should  think  not ; we  have  heard  often 
upon  that  subject?— It  seems  tome  that  at  present  that  a very  small  variation  of  price  is  quite  suf- 
the  amount  of  compensation  is  not  sufficient  to  ficient  either  to  send  cattle  here,  or  to  prevent 
induce  farmers  to  declare  the  existence  of  cattle  their  being  sent  here ; and  it  seems  that  the  price 
plague,  at  any  rate  with  sufficient  alacrity.  The  of  cattle  is  becoming  in  Germany  and  Austria 
difficulty  is  that  the  more  you  increase  the  com-  very  near  what  it  is  in  England, 
pensation  the  greater  is  the  liability  that  you  in-  6143.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to 
cur,  under  certain  circumstances,  of  people  being  the  consumption  of  meat  in  England,  as  estimated 
careless  with  reference  to  getting  the  disease,  in  this  last  report?— I think  it  is  very  much 
and  the  probability  sometimes  of  their  getting  too  low.  I made  an  estimate  myself  ‘from  an 
rather  more  money  than  they  ought  to.  I think  estimate  made  by  Mr.  H.  S.  Thompson,  similar 
the  best  way  of  meeting  the  case  would  be  to  to  that  which  had  been  published  in  his  paper 
take  the  farmer,  so  to  speak,  into  a kind  of  part-  and  my  estimate  comes  within  3 lbs.  of  his.  I 
nership  and  give  him  a compensation,  say  one-  find  that  we  consume  from  95  lbs.  to  100  lbs.  per 
hall  the  value  of  lus  animals  to  the  butcher  before  head  of  the  population  per  annum, 
they  were  attacked  with  disease  for  those  that  6144.  That  is  considerably  different  from  what 
were  slaughtered  diseased;  and  for  those  animals  is  stated  in  that  report?— Yes;  it  is  stated  as 
that  had  been  in  contact  I would  recommend  not  78  lbs.  here. 

only  one-half  their  value  to  the  butcher  pre-  6145.  Have  you  taken  considerable  pains  to 
viously  to  the  disease  coming  amongst  them,  but  ascertain  that  ?—  Yes ; the  way  Mr.  Thompson 
one-half  of  the  net  value  of  the  salvage  that  worked  it  out  was  to  ascertain  from  people 
would  be  obtained  by  the  sale  of  the  carcasses  if  engaged  in  the  trade  what  was  the  average  num- 
tliey  were  not  diseased.  Therefore  the  owner  her  out  of  a certain  herd  which  would  go  to 
would  get  nearly  the  full  value  for  those  which  market  during  the  course  of  a year,  inalcmo-  a 
iiacl  been  in  contact  and  not  diseased  ; and  as  his  due  allowance  for  deaths  and  casualties.  The 
compensation  would  depend  to  so  great  an  extent  whole  of  these  details  have  been  published  in  the 
upon  the  value  of  the  salvage,  you  would,  in  that  Journals  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society.  Mr. 
n aL  s.n’e  a S1’®0'*  stimulus  to  make  him  declare  Algernon  Clarke  made  an  estimate  previously 
the  existence  of  the  disease  as  soon  as  possible.  in  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  Journal,  and 

bid,.  When  those  cattle  were  slaughtered  by  Messrs.  Tattersall  & Co.,  of  Manchester,  have 
order  ot  .the  Government  inspector,  who  should  made  important  estimates  since,  without  having 
pay  ie  compensation? — I rather  think  that  if  seen  Mr.  Thompson’s  paper,  and  they  all  come 
ie  Government  .undertook  the  whole  regulation  to  the  same  result  from  different  points  of  view, 
o e country  with  regard  to  dealing  with  the  6146.  The  estimates  all  come  to  the  same  thing? 
on  agious  diseases  of  animals,  the  Government  — They  all  make  it  about  20  lbs.  more  than  is 
oulci  pay  the  compensation,  at  any  rate  that  stated  in  this  report. 

°fil|  e 80m®  smaH  relief  to  local  taxation.  6147. 'Do  you  think  that  the  Veterinary  De- 

■ i ' *°ud0  not  SUppose  that  there  is  much  partment  should  undertake  any  experiments  at 
t,.  Cemeu,t.  *°r  a “an  ever  to  get  the  cattle  all  ? — I think  it  would  be  desirable  that  they 
M°n4  i!irm^°y0U'1 — ^°-  should,  just  as  the  Medical  Department  of  the 

le  j/v . ,en  you  say  the  owner  would  be  Local  Government  Board  have  now  an  experi- 
j.  Me™  i-i*  18  a thing  which  he  cannot  help,  mental  sub-department,  in  which  they  investigate 
carpf  ?°  •'  "ft  some  men  would  be  less  the  causes  of  different  diseases.  Some  of  those 
all  „ni5  Ty  because  they,  never  are  careful  at  reports  have  been  most  instructive  of  late  ; and  I 
h’  :‘ear  some  frightful  calamity  will  think  that  if  the  Veterinary  Department  had  a 

Run  t a®7,®1??  n°t  eareful.  similar  sub-department,  it  would  be  most  useful, 

sucrrrp  ' i , n*  tae  Royal  Agricultural  Society  6148.  They  might  be  able  to  tell  us,  without 
wldch  l,  a if  comPul8ory  slaughter  of  all  animals  much  trouble  or  expense,  whether  hares  and  rab- 
witli  not+1  oeen  herded  with  animals  affected  bits  were  subject  to  this  disease  ? — I should  think 

Te^™?eTPla«Ue?-7,e?;  b7°rder.  °f  G°-  «0. 

6141  Ty  j^eC^0r’  h think  they  said.  6149.  We  have  had  a great  number  of  esti- 

were  unrm +i  m.  e any . inquiries  when  you  mates  before  us  about  the  loss  per  head  upon 
probability  f6  ^ontmen!°  reference  to  the  cattle,  which  are  the  subject  of  foot  and  mouth 
parts  of  +h0  P °Ur-  suPPhes  of  cattle  from  those  disease ; have  you  turned  your  attention  to  that 
shores  dimin' \°™31ent  which  were  nearer  to  our  subject? — Yes  ; until  recently  I could  not  ascer- 
be  drawn  ^ 1D°’,aua  ™at  our  supplies  would  tain  that  anybody  had  any  definite  information 

0.58  °re  an<*  more  from  Russia  and  the  upon  the  subject.  Most  farmers  have  an  idea 

K K that 
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that,  after  an  animal  has  been  affected  with 
disease,  it  takes  a certain  value  of  food  to  bring 
it  back  again  to  the  same  state.  I should  be 
inclined  to  add  to  the  amount  of  the  value  ot  that 
food  if  it  were  definitely  known,  the  increase  m 
condition  that  might  have  been  reasonably  ex- 
pected in  the  time,  which  would  make  the  loss 
rather  more  than  has  been  generally  estimated ; but 
I do  not  know  that  anybody  has  actually  weighed 
an  animal  just  at  the  time  when  it  was  affected 
with  the  disease,  and  weighed  and  measured  the 
amount  of  food  which  was  given  to  the  animal  to 
bring  it  back  to  the  same  weight,  or  anything  like 
it  ^Recently,  however,  a report  has  been  issued 
by  the  Joint  Committee  of  Management  ot  the 
Derbyshire  Associated  Dairies,  and  they  give  the 
returns  of  the  quantity  of  milk  yielded  by  800 
and  odd  cows  in  37  different  dairies,  showing 
what  was  the  value  of  the  milk  for  a definite 
season,  namely,  the  cheese-making  season,  taking 
it  at  the  low  price  of  7 d.  a gallon.  They  say 
here,  “ The  comparatively  small  quantity  ot  milk 
supplied  by  some  of  the  contributors,  and  the 
consequently  small  average  shown,  is  attributable 
to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  having  prevented 
the  milk  of  the  dairy  being  sent  to  the  factory. 
Now  the  difference  between  the  highest  average 
and  the  lowest  average,  taking  the  milk  at  7 cl. 
per  gallon,  is  as  much  as  11/.  Os.  11 \d.  Then  it 
you  take  the  average  value  of  the  milk  per  cow, 
for  the  whole  of  the  814  cows,  distributed  through 
the  37  dairies,  you  will  get  an  average  value  of 
14  A 5 s.,  that  is  taking  diseased  and  healthy  ani- 
mals together,  and  calculating  the  milk  at  Id. 


a gallon?  Then  suppose  we  take  a dairy  with  as 
m ?n v as  38  cows  in  it,  where  possibly  tin 


many  as  38  cows  in  it,  where  possibly  they  were 
all  affected,  and  which  shows  an  average  oflU  /.  0 s. 
3J  d.  per  cow,  it  gives  an  average  loss,  as  compared 
with  the  whole  of  the  cattle,  diseased  and  healthy, 
of  4 7.  4s.  8JrZ.  per  cow,  the  difference  between  the 
average  and  the  minimum ; then  if  there  be  a loss  of 
the  ca?f  in  many  cases,  striking  the  average,  and  re- 
membering that  you  are  deducting  from  an  aver- 
age of  both  diseased  and  healthy  animals,  I do  not 
think  that  you  can  put  the  loss  at  less  than  51. 
per  milch  cow,  taking  these  data. 

6150.  That  is  with  regard  to  milch  cows? — 
Yes. 

6151.  And  the  loss  with  store  cattle  would  be 
considerably  less?— Yes,  it  would  be  considerably 
less  with  store  cattle. 

6152.  Are  you  of  opinion  that,  putting  every- 


thing together,  the  average  of  2 1.  per  head,  which 
has  been  estimated,  is  too  much  or  too  little  ?- 


It  cannot  be  less  than  2 1.  per  head,  or  one  would 
think  not,  because  the  number  of  cows  and  heifers 
in  milk  or  in  calf,  that  is,  animals  such  as  these, 
is  very  nearly  two-fifths  of  the  whole  cattle  in  the 


foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — No  ; but  if  out  of  100 
cows,  10  of  them  have  foot  and  mouth  disease 
that  is,  10  per  cent.,  and  if  all  the  other  cattle  in 
the  country  have  the  disease  in  the  same  propor- 
tion as  cows  have  it,  the  calculation  would  be 
fair. 

6155.  With  respect  to  some  of  those  recom- 
mendations, the  recommendations  were  not  alto- 
gether unanimously  agreed  upon  by  the  Council 
of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society ; there  were 
upon  some  points  differences  of  opinion,  were  there 
not  ? — Yes,  upon  Borne  points. 

6156.  And  especially  upon  that  point  with  re- 
gard to  licensing  the  dealers  ?— Yes,  there  was 
more  difference  upon  that  than  upon  anything 
else. 

6157.  There  was  considerable  difficulty  felt  by 
the  members  of  the  Council,  was  there  not,  with 
reference  to  the  possibility  of  defining  a dealer 
in  such  a manner  as  to  demand  that  he  should  be 
registered?— Quite  so. 

6158.  There  was  some  difference  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  necessity  of  registering  lairs, 
yards,  and  fields  used  for  the  temporary  detention 
of  animals  ? — There  was  some  difficulty  about 
that. 

6159.  At  the  same  time  it  appeal's  to  you  a 
very  important  point  that  places  used  for  the 
temporary  detention  of  cattle  going  to  fairs  should 
be  inspected? — Quite  so;  that  is  a most  important 
point. 

6160.  In  all  these  suggestions  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society  there  was  110  intention 
to  separate  Ireland  from  any  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  with  reference  to  the  rules 
and  regulations  which  should  be  carried  out? 
— No,  certainly  not. 

6161.  And  there  was  no  recommendation  made 
about  compulsory  slaughter,  such  as  was  made  by 
Professor  Baldwin  ?— No,  there  was  not. 

6162.  Nor  any  such  suggestion  as  that  made 

by  yourself  that  animals  detained  at  fairs  and 
markets  boing  found  diseased  should  be  slaugh- 
tered ? — No.  . 

6163.  A difficulty  was  felt  about,  working 
Clause  57  of  the  present  Act  with  reference  to 
where  animals  affected  witli  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease at  fairs  and  markets  should  be  detained 
That  is  a difficulty. 

6164.  That  is  not  a difficulty  easily  got  over, 

because  unless  the  local  authorities  have  some 
place  of  their  own  to  which  those  animals  can  ue 
sent,,  or  arc  able  to  hire  such  & place,  Clause  5/ 
could  not  be  easily  carried  out? — No;  and  even 
if  they  had  a place,  that  place  very  soon  wouia 
become  a centre  of  disease.  , 

6165.  That  is  one  of  the  difficulties  withregar 
to  increasing  tlie  stringency  in  dealing  witu  1 
and  mouth  disease  ?— Yes  ; modification  might , e 


kingdom.  Then  supposing  the  damage  done  to  the  and  mouth  disease  ? — 1 00  , u.uwu»»- u , 

others  was  nothing,  and  supposing  the  animals  made  in  all  cases.  If  the  owner  chose 
got  the  disease  in  proportion  to  their  total  number,  those  animals  which  had _ simply  been  in^  ^ 
two -fifths  of  51.  is  2 1. 

6153.  Mr.  Dent.']  You  are  basing  your  esti- 
mate of  loss  entirely  upon  the  figures  in  the 
Report,  and  not  from  any  practical  experience 
of  your  own  ? — Yes,  upon  those  figures ; this 
table  shows  really  the  actual  amount  of  money 
paid  by  the  factories  for  the  milk. 

6154.  I quite  understand  the  figures  upon 

which  you  are  basing  your  calculations  of  the  .f..r- - « 0 - 

loss  to  dairy  cows,  but  when  you  speak  about  traffic,  and  how  far  the  outbreaks  c- 
two-fifths  of  the  stock  of  the  country  being  heifers  moutli  disease  in  England  could  be  trace  ^ 

and  cows  in  calf,  of  course  we  are  not  to  suppose  want  of  good  regulations  in  the  cattle  r 
that  the  whole  of  those  heifers  and  cows  have  the  cattle  traffic  in  Ireland? — Yes.  ^ j ^ 


those  animals  whicli  nau  simpiy  — 
with  diseased  animals  to  his  own  farm,: 
that  farm  placed  under  restrictions,  he  mig 

°6T(S6.  You  have  been  questioned  • 

witli  respect  to  tlie  information  which  y ■ 

furnished  you  in  Ireland  as  to  I0”1,  tjo, 
knowledge ; your  visit  to  Ireland  on  thi 
took  place  especially  for.  the  purpose  0 
inquiries  into  the  management^  ot  ^ ^ 
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6167.  That  has  arisen  from  the  very  general 
opinion  entertained  in  England  that  the  disease 
was  introduced  to  a very  great  extent  by  Irish 
cattle  ? — Quite  so. 

6168.  And  that  the  disease  always  broke  out, 
and  was  more  prevalent  in  England  at  the  time 
of  the  movement  of  cattle,  particularly  at  the 
time  of  the  importation  of  store  cattle  from  Ire- 
land?— Yes,  very  much  so. 

6169.  And  the  lessening  of  the  disease  which 
you  have  referred  to  at  certain  times  of  the  year 
in  Cheshire,  and  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
where  tolerably  accurate  returns  have  been  made, 
coincides  very  much  with  the  cessation  of  the 
movement  of  cattle? — Quite  so. 

6170.  Then  when  cattle  are  moved  much  more 
frequently,  and  are  bought  for  the  purpose  of 
stocking  the  fields,  whether  they  be  English  or 
Irish  cattle,  generally  speaking,  the  disease 
becomes  more  prevalent  ? — That  is  so. 

6171.  And  when  the  cattle  are  only  bought  or 
sold  for  the  purposes  of  slaughter,  the  disease 
subsides  and  settles  down  ? — Yes. 

6172.  Thus  disease  to  a very  great  extent 
appears  to  follow  the  movement  of  cattle,  and  to 
be  aggravated  in  all  cases  by  the  facilities  of  com- 
munication,. and  the  great  movement  which  does 
take  place  in  the  present  day,  of  cattle?— Yes; 
because  there  is  more  chance  of  a diseased 
animal  coming  in  contact  with  another,  and  in- 
fecting it. 

6173.  At  fairs  and  markets  ? — Yes. 

6174.  You  do  not  profess  to  have  any  practical 
knowledge  of  veterinary  science,  or  any  practical 
knowledge  derived  from  the  cultivation  of  stock 
yourself? — No ; I do  not. 

6175.  You  were  sent  out  to  make  inquiry  from 
the  best  qualified  persons  with  whom  you  could 
come  in  contact? — Quite  so. 

6176.  And  those  quotations  are  put  into  your 


Report  as  being  quotations  from  sources  which 
you  believed  to  be  trustworthy? — Quite  so. 

6177.  And  it  is  quite  possible  in  making  a 
quotation  from  an  Irish  agricultural  paper  that 
that  paper  might  have  been  misinformed,  and 
you  do  not  yourself  profess  to  vouch  for  the  ac- 
curacy of  it  ? — I do  not. 

6178.  The  feeling  with  regard  to  the  cattle 
plague  was  very  strong,  that  all  animals  which 
had  been  in  contact  should  be  slaughtered,  and 
that  animals  which  might,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Government  veterinary  inspector,  be  liable  to 
propagate  the  disease  should  be  slaughtered  also? 
— Yes;  without  their  being  put  to  the  proof  of 
contact. 

6179.  But  it  was  felt  that  that  should  not  be 
done  except  upon  the  authority  probably  of  a 
central  inspector?— Yes;  of  an  inspector  of  the 
Government. 

6180.  And  not  done  merely  upon  the  authority 
of  the  local  inspector  ? — No. 

6181.  Then  another  failure  in  the  Act  which 
has  been  felt,  has  been  the  want  of  uniformity  of 
action  of  the  local  authorities  in  England  ? — 
Yes;  that  is  so. 

6182.  It  is  the  fact,  is  it  not,  that  there  is  a 
different  practice  in  almost  every  local  authority  ? 
— Yes. 

6183.  It  would  be  very  desirable  that  one 
uniform  rule,  both  for  the  local  authorities  of 
boroughs  and  counties,  should  be  put  in  force, 
whatever  that  rule  may  be  ?— Yes. 

6184.  That,  I think,  was  one  of  the  strongest 
opinions  expressed  by  the  Council  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society  ? — Yes ; the  opinion  was 
that  the  measure  should  not  be  optional. 

6185.  And  that  it  should  not  vary  between  a 
borough  and  a county  ?— Quite  so. 

6186.  I think  at  that  time  you  were  endeavour- 
ing to  ascertain  what  the  result  would  be  ? — I was. 
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The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Hugh  Ferguson,  re-called ; and  further  Examined. 


Professor 

6187.  Mr.  Dent.]  I believe  yon  wish  to  give 
some  explanations  to  the  Committee  with  regard 
to  the  course  pursued  by  the  Irish  Government 
in  dealing  with  the  railway  companies ; you 
omitted  to  mention  some  points  on  your  last 
examination,  did  you  not  ? — Yes. 

6188.  Those  points  are  supplementary  to  some 
questions  which  were  asked  you  by  Mr.  Monsell, 
are  they  not?— Yes,  they  are.  In  reference  to 
the  Questions  Nos.  4878,  4879,  4880,  4881,  and 
4882,  put  to  me,  on  the  1st  instant,  during  my 
examination  before  the  Committee,  may  I beg 
the  favour  of  being  permitted  to  supplement  to 
the  answers  given  thereto  the  statement  that,  as 
far  back  as  the  year  1870,  the  Under  Secretary, 
for  Ireland,  by  direction  of  the  Lords  J ustices  of 
Ireland,  issued  a circular  to  the  secretaries  of  the 
respective  railway  companies  in  Ireland,  intimat- 
ing that  their  Lordships  would  be  happy  to 
receive  and  take  into  consideration  any  sugges- 
tions which  their  different  boards  might  think  fit 
to  make  generally  on  tire  subject,  as  affected  by 
Council  Orders,  of  “ the  transit  of  animals  by 
sea  and  railway,  and  their  being  provided  with 
water  when  conveyed  by  railway  at  the  same 
time  enclosing,  for  the  information  of  the  different 
boards,  copies  of  two  Orders  of  the  Lords  of 
Her  Majesty’s  Privy  Council,  dated  respectively 
the  12th  day  of  May  1870,  relating  to  the  same 
subject.  This  course,  I understand,  was  adopted 
in  consequence  of  the  different  companies  having 
so  repeatedly  assigned,  as  a reason  for  their  non- 
compliance  with  the  Irish  Council  Order  of  the 
6th  day  of  March  1868,  that  peculiarity  of  cir- 
cumstances which  they  could  not  be  reasonably 
expected  to  control,  rendered  a thorough  compli- 
ance with  the  Council  Orders  quite  impracticable. 
The  replies  from  the  different  companies  to  the 
Government  Circular  not  containing  explana- 
tions sufficiently  satisfactory,  a searching  official 
inquiry  was  instituted  with  the  view  of  ascer- 
taining to  what  extent,  if  any,  the  objections 
urged  by  the  railway  boards  against  the  proposed 
and  then  existing  Council  Order  provisions  were 
valid,  or  the  contrary,  and  with  the  result  that 
it  was  found  that  in  many  instances  the  means 


of  complying  with  the  Council  Order  require- 
ments were  not  at  the  disposal  of  the  companies ; 
for  instance,  on  most  of  the  lines  there  was  such 
a deficiency  of  cattle  trucks  and  waggons,  that 
goods  waggons  had  to  be  utilised  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  animals;  and  the  freshly  applied  lime- 
wash  and  other  matters  ordered  for  the  disinfec- 
tion of  sucli  vehicles  after  their  being  used  for 
cattle  carriage,  bad  too  frequently  the  effect  of 
damaging  soft  goods  and  other  merchandise  car- 
ried in  them  subsequent  to  such  disinfection.  It 
was  also  ascertained  that  at.  many  of. the  cattle 
delivery  and  receiving  stations,  a sufficient  supply 
of  water  could  not  he  obtained,  particularly 
during  the  summer  months,  for  the  washing  out 
or  cleansing  of  the  cattle  trucks  and  waggons,  as 
required  by  Council  Orders.  Circulars  have  been 
repeatedly  issued  on  the  subject,  and  lengthened 
correspondence  has  from  time  to  time  taken 
place  relative  to  it,  with  the  view  of  inducing  a 
more  general  compliance  with  the  Orders  of 
Council;  but,  unfortunately,  with  but  little  effect, 
until  lately.  By  the  majority  of  the  public  it 
seems  to  be  considered  as  unjust  to  prosecute 
only  in  some  instances,  while  refraining  from 
doing  so  in  others,  even  when  the  offences  com- 
mitted by  the  latter  are  the  results  of  peculiari- 
ties of  circumstances  which  may  be  reasonably 
regarded  as  almost  unavoidable,  such  as  there 
being  no  attainable  water  supply  in  the  locahty 
for  the  purposes  of  such  cleansing  and  disinfec- 
tion as  is  required  by  Council  Orders.  Notwith- 
standing which,  those  Orders  are  now  being 
rigidly  enforced  in  such  localities  as  afford  no 
reasonable  excuse  for  their  evasion;  and  some 
prosecutions  have  been  recently  ordered  for  “in- 
compliance with  them,  but  some  difficulty 
arisen  as  to  who,  involved  in  the  offences,  are 
parties  on  whom  it  is  most  fitting  to  fix  the  leg 
responsibility,  it  not  being  deemed  desirable 
hold  a mere  railway  porter  wholly  responsi . ^ 
for  serious  offences,  the  commission  of  wluc  , ; 
implication,  is  ordered  by  his  employers,  an 
included  in  his  prescribed  duties  as  their  ser  • 
The  difficulty,  however,  I have  reason  to  believe, 
is  being  solved  in  a satisfactory  manner. 
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Mr.  Jerome  James  Guiry,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


6189.  Mr.  Kavanagli .]  You  are  a Magistrate 
of  the  county  of  Tipperary,  I believe  ?— I am. 

6190.  Ancl  one  of  the  largest  landed  proprietors 
in  the  county  ? — I am. 

6191.  You  farm  between  2,400  and  2,500  acres, 
do  you  not  ? — I do. 

6192.  And  you  keep  between  500  and  600 
dairy  and  store  cattle  upon  that  farm  ? — I do. 

6193.  And  something  over  1,500  sheep? — 
About  1,500  sheep. 

6194.  Consequently  you  have  had  practical 
experience  in  most  kinds  of  diseases  in  cattle 
and  sheep? — I have. 

6195.  And  I believe  your  cattle  have  been 
attacked  upon  your  farm  some  five  or  six  times 
within  the  past  few  years  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ?■— About  five  or  six  times. 

6196.  Could  you  state  at  what  time  those 
attacks  have  occurred  ? — X could  not  state  exactly 
at  what  time,  but  they  have  occurred  about  four 
or  five  times  within  the  last  three  years.  I have 
had  the  disease  frequently. 

6197.  You  will  understand  that  we  have  had 
evidence  before  us  that  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  comes  at  intermittent  times  in  a sort  of 
wave,  and  then  it  is  very  bad,  then  it  ceases,  and 
then  it  comes  on  again  ? — I never  had  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  very  badly. 

6198.  But  you  stated  that  you  have  had  that 
disease  four  or  five  times  within  the  past  three 
years;  has  that  been  almost  continuous? — No; 
the  place  would  be  clear  from  it,  and  then  I 
would  get  home  a beast,  and  then  perhaps  that 
beast  would  give  it  to  the  particular  farm  on 
which,  it  was  put. 

6199.  Do  you  believe  foot  and  mouth  disease 
to  be  a disease  of  a very  contagious  and  infec- 
tious nature  ? — It  is  most  contagious,  I think. 

6200.  But  you  regard  the  losses  occasioned  by 
it  as  very  much  exaggerated,  do  you  not? — Very 
much  so,  I think. 

6201.  Do  you  know  that  when  that  disease 
attacks  store  or  young  cattle  the  losses  arc  always 
trifling? — I think  so. 

6202.  But  in  dairy  cattle  and  sheep  you  con- 
sider that  it  is  the  opposite;  that  the  losses  are 
much  [more  serious  ? — I consider,  in  breeding  ewes 
and  daily  cattle,  tbe  losses  to  be  heavier. 

6203.  You  are  of  opinion  that  the  entire  losses 
occasioned  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  not  so 
serious  as  to  call  for  any  such  extreme  and  ex- 
pensive measures  as  the  slaughtering  of  all 
cattle  affected  by  it,  or  any  herds  in  contact  with 
them? — Quite  so ; I am  sure  of  it. 

6204.  You  believe  that  if  any  vexatious  re- 
strictions or  severe  restrictions  were  placed  upon 
the  exportation  of  Irish  cattle,  they  would  not 
only  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of  meat, 
but  would  also  depreciate  the  price  of  land?— I 
think  so ; they  would  have  the  effect  of  making 
the  price  of  meat  higher  here,  and  of  depreciating 
the  price  of  land  in  Ireland. 

6205.  And  you  think  that  in  the  end  they 
would  have  the  effect  of  seriously  injuring  both 

countries?— Ido. 

6206.  You  think  that  the  greatest  restriction 
W ij  to  be  placed  upon  the  stockowners 
would  be  the  closing  of  all  fairs  and  markets  from, 
say,  the  20th  of  June  to  the  1st  of  August  in 
mtected  districts  ? — I think  that  that  should  be 

severest  restriction. 

0.58. 


6207.  Mr.  Dent.']  Would  you  go  so  far  as  to 
advocate  that  plan? — I would  in  infected  dis- 
tricts, but  in  infected  districts  only. 

6208.  What  would  you  call  an  infected  dis- 
trict?—What  I would  call  an  infected  district 
would  be  one  particular  townland,  or  a group  of 
townlands. 

6209.  Where  the  disease  was  ?—  Where  the 
disease  appeared  to  break  out. 

6210.  Mr.  Kavanagli.]  But  the  whole  opera- 
tion of  this  restriction  should  be  only  imposed  in 
a case  where  a district  happened  to  be  infected  ? 
— I think  it  should  not  be  imposed  anywhere 
else. 

6211.  You  would  also  be  in  favour  of  stopping 
the  movement  of  all  store  cattle  and  sheep  along 
the  roads  through  infected  districts? — I would. 

6212.  You  also  lay  some  stress  upon  the  im- 
portance of  the  constabulary  not  allowing  tres- 
pass on  the  highways?— I think  that  is  the  worst 
thing  of  all,  because  it  is  the  habit  of  some  people 
who  have  no  land  to  let  a single  cow  graze  upon 
the  road. 

6213.  That  is  a very  common  thing,  is  it  not? 
— It  is  a very  common  thing,  especially  in  my 
part  of  the  country. 

6214.  Mr.  Dent.]  Are  the  people  allowed  now 
to  let  cattle  range  without  anybody  to  take  care 
of  them? — Yes,  they  are. 

6215.  But  in  England  there  is  a fine  of  5 s.  if 
cattle  are  allowed  to  stray  upon  the  road  without 
some  one  in  charge  of  them  ? — I do  not  know  that 
it  is  the  same  particular  Act,  but  I know  that 
there  is  an  Act  prohibiting  trespass  upon  the  pub- 
lic road  in  Ireland. 

62  L 6.  Mr.  Kavanagli.]  There  have  been  often 
cases  at  the  petty  sessions  for  that  offence,  have 
there  not  ? — Yes,  I have  frequently  fined  people 
for  that  offence. 

6217.  What  are  the  fines  in  vour  district  for 
that  offence  ? — The  first  offence  is  usually  a fine 
of  1 s.,  and  if  the  offence  is  repeated  in  my  dis- 
trict, wc  make  a rule  of  fining  the  people  5 s.,  and 
then  if  they  go  on  again,  we  fine  them  more.  I 
cannot  recollect  what  is  the  highest  penalty. 

6218.  But  still, notwithstanding  these  fines,  you 
find  that  it  is  the  habit  to  let  cattle  wander  upon 
the  public  road  ? — That  is  the  case. 

6219.  With  respect  to  the  shipment  of  cattle, 
in  your  opinion,  do  not  those  cattle  receive  unne- 
cessary bad  usage  ? — I am  quite  certain  that  they 
do ; they  beat  them  with  sticks,  and  force  them 
into  the  ships.  I attribute  that  entirely  to  the 
stock  not' being  in  time  at  the  port.  Generally 
speaking,  the  boats  have  to  leave  at  certain 
times,  and  the  animals  are  crushed  on  board  with 
much  cruelty. 

6220.  And  that,  I presume,  you  consider  in- 
jures them? — Very  much  so. 

6221.  And  fat  stock  particularly  ? — It  injures 
fat  stock  desperately. 

6222.  There  is  no  way  of  preventing  that,  is 
there? — Some  companies  make  a rule  of  hav- 
ing them  on  their  premises  an  hour  before  the 
boat  starts  from  the  wharf,  but  I do  not  think  the 
companies  carry  that  out.  I think  they  will  take 
the  cattle  from  the  wharf  at  the  very  last  mo- 
ment. 

6223.  But  is  there  no  inspector  or  any  person 

present  at  the  shipment  of  the  cattle  to  prevent 
that  cruelty? — None.  I think  that  foot  and 
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mouth  disease  would  have  been  stopped  altogether 
if  an  inspector  had  been  appointed  at  the  begin- 
ning at  the  port  of  embarkation. 

6224.  Your  opinion  is,  as  you  say,  that  the  ap- 

E ointment  of  an  inspector  at  the  beginning  would 
ave  put  a stop  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes, 
I think  so. 

6225.  Do  you  mean  a veterinary  inspector  ? — 
I do  not  know  about  that.  I think  some  compe- 
tent inspector  should  be  appointed  at  the  port  of 
embarkation. 

6226.  You  think  that  if  such  had  been  done,  it 
would  have  had  the  effect  of  protecting  the  Eng- 
lish graziers  and  fanners  from  the  importation  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Ireland  ? — Quite  so. 

6227.  You  would  also  oblige  the  cattle  to  be 
at  the  port  of  embarcation  some  hours  before  start- 
ing ? — Yes,  that  is  for  the  purpose  of  inspection. 
I would  say  from  6 hours  to  12  hours. 

6228.  But  would  you,  or  would  you  not,  be  in 
favour  of  confiscating  any  animal  that  was  found 
in  an  affected  state  at  the  shipping  port  ? — No, 
certainly  not.  The  reason  I would  give  for  say- 
ing that  is,  that  it  would  be  perhaps  hard  upon 
the  farmer  or  the  dealer ; he  may  have  bought 
the  cattle  all  sound,  and  the  disease  may  break 
out  at  once,  or  the  seller  may  liave  sold  the  cattle 
in  the  same  way,  without  knowing  that  the  ani- 
mals were  infected. 

6229.  You  consider  that  that  would  be  too 
severe  a punishment  ? — I consider  so. 

6230.  Do  not  you  think  it  would  have  rather  a 
salutary  effect  in  making  the  dealers  careful  ? — I 
think  so,  but  I think  it  would  be  hard  on  them. 

6231.  Do  you  believe  that  the  exportation  of 
live  fat  stock  is  a great  risk  to  the  graziers  and 
breeders,  in  consequence  of  the  loss  by  transit  ? 
— I think  so. 

6232.  If  it  could  be  carried  out,  would  you  be 
in  favour  of  a dead  meat  market? — Yes;  I am 
very  glad  to  say  I think  it  will  be  carried  out  by 
the  Great  Western  Railway  Company. 

6233.  Do  you  think  that  that  would  be  an  easy 
tiling  to  carry  out  ? — I believe  that  it  is  under 
the  consideration  of  the  directors  to  carry  it  out, 
but  I am  not  quite  sure.  Mr.  Power,  the  soli- 
citor at  Clonmel,  was  telling,  me  so. 

6234.  That,  of  course,  would  bear  no  refer- 
ence to  store  cattle  ? — No,  of  course  not ; only 
to  fat  cattle. 

6235.  With  respect  to  pleuro -pneumonia,  do 
you  regard  that  as  one  of  the  greatest  calamities 
that  can  happen  to  a stockowner  ? — The 
greatest. 

6236.  Do  you  believe  that  Government  ought 
at  once  to  turn  its  attention  to  stamping  out  that 
disease  ? — I am  quite  certain  of  it. 

6237.  You  would  not  be  in  favour  of  treating 
this  disease  as  foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  you 
would  be  for  slaughtering  all  diseased  animals, 
and  all  herds  winch  had  been  in  contact  with 
them  ?— I would.  I would  draw  a cordon  round 
a.  district,  and  slaughter  all  animals  within  that 
district,  if  it  were  necessary,  that  is  to  say,  when 
it  was  shown  that  it  existed.  Sometimes  pleuro- 
pneumonia is  mistaken  for  some  other  disease, 
such  as  a heavy  cold,  which  may  be  resting  on 
the  lungs  of  an  animal,  but  I would  slaughter  all 
within  the  district,  when  it  was  quite  clear  that 
it  was  pleuro-pneumonia. 

6238.  And  you  would  slaughter  all  that  could 
possibly  have  come  in  contact  with  the  disease  ? 
— I would. 

6239.  You  would,  in  fact,  treat  pleuro-pneu- 


monia  in  the  name  way  as  cattle  »WU.,  , 
would ; I consider  it  just  as  bad.  ° 

6240.  You  are  of  opinion,  I presume  tw 
liuv  which  is  passed  of  that  nature  could  notbe 
effectually  carried  out  if  the  stockowners  were 
not  paid  for  then-  slaughtered  cattle?— It  J 
not  have  the  desired  effect ; the  disease  would 2 
concealed. 

6241.  You  believe,  do  you  not,  that  uni„, 
thera  is  compensation,  it  would  bo  impossible  S 
discover  the  outbreaks  of  disease?— It  would  be 
quite  impossible.  I have  known  people  1™“ 
next  door  not  know  of  tire  existence  of  tS 
disease. 

6242.  And  the  tendency  would  be  for  owners 
to  sell  their  cattle  as  soon  as  ever  they  discovered 
the  disease  ? — I have  known  a case  where  persons 
sold  cattle,  and  I have  no  doubt  they  were  re- 
sold to  six  or  eight  persons ; that  was  before  any 
restrictions  were  imposed  ; six  or  eight  years 
ago. 

6243.  You  think  that  slaughter  without  com- 
pensation would  tend  to  increase  that  risk  ?— 
Yes,  I think  it  would  be  a failure. 

6244.  You  would  be  in  favour  of  paying  the 
owner  four-fifths  of  the  value  of  the  slaughtered 
cattle? — Four-fifths;  and  the  reason  I say  four- 
fifths  is,  that  I would  not  give  the  entire  value 
because  that  would  be  putting  a premium  upon 
the  disease,  and  in  that  opinion  I am  borne  out 
by  several  large  graziers  around  me.  I con- 
sulted the  Lismore  Agricultural  Society. 

6245.  You  consider  that  to  pay  the  full  value 
might  tend  to  jobbery  ? — Exactly  so. 

6246.  And  that  to  pay  too  much  under  the 
value  would  tend  to  induce  concealment?— It 
would  tend  to  concealment,  I think. 

6247.  Aiul  you  regard  the  proportion  of  four- 
fifths  ;is  about  the  nearest  fair  compensation  that 
you  can  arrive  at? — I regard  it  as  the  nearest 
fair  compensation  that  I can  arrive  at. 

6248.  You  arc  of  opinion  that  this  money  paid 
for  slaughtered  cattle  should  come  out  of  some 
general  fund,  and  not  out  of  any  local  one?-I 
am  quite  certain  of  it ; everyone  is  interested  in 
that  question. 

6249.  It  is,  in  fact,  a national  object? — It  is  a 
national  object,  because,  of  course,  if  the  cattle 
are  not  protected  meat  will  get  dearer. 

6250.  Now  with  regard  to  the  Irish  constabu- 
lary, you  are  of  opinion  that,  although  they  do 
all  in  their  power  at  present,  they  are  not  a suffi- 
cient body  to  enforce  the  restrictions  necessary 
to  stamp  out  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — No,  they 
are  not. 

6251.  It  is  an  extra  duty,  is  it  not,  which  has 
been  put  upon  them? — It  is  an  extra  duty  put 
upon  them  without  any  payment. 

6252.  Have  you  heard  the  general  nature  of 
the  evidence  which  has  been  given  before  this 
Committee  ? — I read  part  of  it. 

6253.  Did  you  read  the  evidence  given  by 
the  veterinary  professors,  and  other  witnesses, 
with  regard  to  the  insidiously  infectious  nature 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  I did. 

6254.  And  that  the  infection  can  be  conveyed 
by  merchandise,  by  the  clothes  of  herds,  by  har# 
and  rabbits,  and  by  woodpigeons,  and,  as  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin  also  says,  by  sewers  and  running 
streams ; do  you  agree  with  that  ?— I do. 

6255.  If  that  is  so,  is  it  not  possible  that  any 

amount  of  inspection  or  restriction  would  be 
powerless  to  prevent  the  importation  of  disease 
— I think  so.  „ . v 

6256.  And 
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6256.  And  you  have  also  heard  the  nature  of 
the  proposition  which  Professor  Baldwin  makes 
to  get  rid  of  the  disease  by  stopping  all  fairs  and 
markets,  and  the  movement  of  all  store  stock,  for 
the  two  months  of  June  and  July,  and  after- 
wards dealing  with  every  fresh  outbreak  as  with 
cattle  plague  ? — I have  heard  that. 

6257.  Would  you  recommend  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  adoption  of  that  proposal  as  one 
likely  to  be  attended  with  the  beneficial  results 
which  Professor  Baldwin  anticipates  ? — I would 
not. 

6258.  Do  you  agree  with  him  that  the  farmers 
would  willingly  agree  to  such  restrictions  ? — I am 
quite  sure  they  would  not. 

6259.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  the  stoppage  of 
all  fairs  and  markets  for  two  months  would  occa- 
sion great  loss  and  inconvenience  to  the  farmers  ? 
—It  would  occasion  great  loss. 

6260.  Allowing,  for  argument  sake,  that  the 
restrictions  which  Professor  Baldwin  proposes 
were  successful  in  reducing  disease  to  a minimum, 
do  you  consider  that  it  would  be  possible  at  once 
to  discover  every  fresh  case  of  outbreak  in  the 
country  ? —You  could  not  find  every  fresh  out- 
break out. 

6261.  Would  not  the  immediate  discovery  of 
every  such  outbreak  he  imperatively  necessary  in 
order  to  prevent  the  disease  spreading  again  ? — 
Yes. 

6262.  And  without  such  discovery  all  the  loss 
and  inconvenience  occasioned  by  the  restrictions 
upon  movement,  and  by  the  stoppage  of  fairs  and 
markets,  would  go  for  nothing  ? — It  would  go  for 
nothing. 

6263.  We  should  he,  in  fact,  as  far  as  the 
disease  was  concerned,  left  where  we  were? — We 
should  be  quite  as  badly  off. 

6264.  Mr.  Dent.]  Are  you  an  exporter  of  cattle 
yourself? — Yes,  sometimes. 

6265.  Your  farm  is  a breeding  farm,  I suppose  ? 
—I  have  three  dairies ; I have  about  180  cows 
milking,  and  I fatten  from  100  to  200  head  of 
cattle  every  year. 

6266.  Do  you  rear  the  calves  from  those  cows  ? 
—I  rear  the  calves  and  finish  them  off’  from  the 
time  they  are  calves  until  they  are  fattened  off. 

6267.  Until  they  go  off  as  fat  cattle? — Yes. 

6268.  Are  your  farms  of  2,500  acres  all  con- 
tiguous, or  in  separate  farms? — They  are  in 
separate  farms. 

6269.  So  that  you  are  enabled  to  isolate  the 
cattle  in  case  of  disease  breaking  out  ? — I am 
enabled  to  stop  up  any  particular  farm. 

6270.  I think  you  stated  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  came  upon  your  farm  generally  by  im- 
portation, by  buying  other  cattle  ? — Yes,  I did. 

6271.  Have  you  found  your  own  breeding 
farms  keep  free  from  foot  and  mouth  disease 
when  yon  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  on  other 
farms? — Yes. 

6272.  I do  not  quite  understand  the  restric- 
tions which  you  propose  for  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  Ireland ; I do  not  quite  understand  if 
you  advocate  for  two  months  in  the  year  the 
dosing  of  fairs  and  markets  in  infected  districts? 

Unly  m infected  districts. 

6273.  How  would  you  declare  those  districts 
°, .® , “fected  ?— -We  have  town  lands  in  Ireland 
w ion  go  according  to  their  order  on  the  Survey 

T-P?  I would  declare  that  farm  infected 
wmch  had  the  disease  upon  it.  If  my  opinion 
were  asked,  I would  say  that  I am  humbly  of 
^at  ^ ^°0t  disease  ouglit to 


be  allowed  to  run,  and  that  you  should  clear  it 
out  of  the  Act  altogether. 

62/4.  I thought,  you  had  given  it  as  your 
opinion  that  you  advocated  this  restriction  your- 
self ?— It  would  be  the  severest  restriction  that 
you  could  impose. 

6275.  But  what  we  want  to  know  is,  what  the 
farmers  and  graziers  of  Ireland,  men  like  your- 
selfj  who  understand  the  subject,  would  do  with 
respect  to  legislation  upon  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; I understand  you  now  to  say  that  you 
would  not  legislate  for  that  disease,  but  would 
strike  it  out  of  the  Act  ?— I think  I would. 

6276.  Would  you  strike  foot  and  mouth 
disease  out  of  the  Act  so  far  as  to  allow  a person 
to  take  an  animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  into  a public  market? — I have  known 
persons  buy  animals,  knowing  them  to  be  in- 
fected. 

6277.  Would  you  beprepared  to  say  that  there 
should  he  no  restriction  upon  exposing  for  sale 
in  a market,  or  driving  upon  a road,  an  animal 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I would. 

G278.  You  think  so  little  of  it?— I think  so 
little  of  it. 

6279.  Then  we  may  consider  it  struck  out  ot 
the  evidence,  that  you  advocate  the  closing  of 
fairs  and  markets?— I would  wish  to  correct  my 
evidence  in  that  respect,  and  to  say  that  the 
severest  restriction  I would  recommend  would  he 
the  closing  of  all  lairs  and  markets  within  a cer- 
tain district.  I would  say  that  ought  to  be  the 
severest  restriction,  but  1 would  not  advocate  it. 

6280.  But  what  the  Committee  want  to  have 
from  a man  like  yourself,  with  so  much  land,  is, 
what  you  consider  would  be  the  best  way  of  deal- 
ing with  the  disease  ? — I would  leave  it  out  of  the 
Act. 

6281.  And  not  impose  any  restrictions  with 
respect  to  foot  and  mouth  disease? — No;  I con- 
sider the  loss  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  very 
much  exaggerated. 

6282.  And  those  statements  which  had  been 
made  in  this  Committee-room,  of  a million  and 
a half  being  lost  in  Ireland  last  year  from  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  you  do  not  agree  with? — I 
do  not. 

6283.  You  do  not  agree  with  the  statement  as 
to  the  loss  to  animals,  taking  one  with  another, 
being  any  tiling  like  2 1.  a head  ? — I do  not. 

6284.  There  is  a considerable  loss  in  cows  from 
abortion,  is  there  not? — Yes,  there  is. 

6285.  Is  there  not  sometimes  a heavy  loss  in 
young  calves,  when  they  have  had  milk  given 
them  from  an  affected  animal  ? — I have  known 
the  disease  upon  one  of  my  farms ; the  herdsman 
never  reported  it  to  me,  as  he  made  so  light  of 
it ; it  was  so  slight  upon  the  calves. 

6286.  But  from  your  experience,  have  you 
found  your  calves  die  which  have  had  milk  from 
infected  cows  ? — I do  not  farm  in  that  way  ; the 
way  I farm  is  that  I make  butter  from  the  milk, 
and  give  the  buttermilk  to  the  calves. 

6287.  But  can  you  bring  up  calves  on  butter- 
milk in  Ireland? — Sometimes. 

6288.  That  perhaps  accounts  for  their  being 
such  wretched-looking  animals  when  they  come 
to  England  ? — I mean  when  the  cream  has  been 
taken  from  the  milk ; it  is  skim  milk. 

6289.  But  you  have  not  found  a loss  from  the 
calves  taking  the  milk  of  diseased  animals? — I 
have  not. 

6290.  Now  with  respect  to  the  ports  of  embar- 
cation;  would  you  wish  to  have  an  inspector 

k k 4 there 


Mr. 

J.  Guiry. 

12  May 
1873. 
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there  to  examine  all  the  animals  that  -were  to  be 
J.  J.  Ouiru.  shipped,  or  would  you  merely  have  that  done  for 

‘ J‘  the  satisfaction  of  the  English  people  ?— I would 

1 2 May  have  it  done  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  English 
1^73-  people. 

6291.  And  not  that  yon  believe  in  its  efficacy  ? 
— Not  that  I believe  in  it ; I do  not  mind  it. 

6292.  Supposing  an  inspector  found  a herd  in 
which  there  were  two  or  three  diseased  animals, 
how  would  you  deal  with  those  diseased  animals  ! 
— X would  put  them  aside ; I would  have  some 
farm  taken  for  them,  and  charge  the  owner  with 
the  keep  of  them  until  they  were  quite  recovered. 

6293.  Those  lairs  which  the  diseased  animals 
were  sent  to,  or  those  grazing  farms  which  they 
were  sent  to,  would  become  nests  of  disease, 
would  they  not? — I would  recommend  that  they 
should  be  sent  to  some  place,  but  I would  not 
slaughter  them. 

6294.  That  would  be  like  an  hospital? — It 
would  be  like  an  hospital. 

6295.  In  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  would 
you  he  inclined  to  slaughter  the  animals  which 
had  been  in  contact  with  animals  so  diseased ; do 
you  think  it  is  so  infectious  as  to  require  that 
course  being  pursued  l — I do ; I give  that  as  my 
opinion,  but  others  differ  from  me. 

6296.  You  have  had  pleuro-pneumonia  amongst 
your  stock,  I suppose?— Only  once. 

6297.  You  do  not  speak  from  practical  experi- 
ence of  it  in  that  way? — No,  I do  not;  I saw  it 
once  in  my  herd. 

6298.  How  many  of  your  cattle  had  it  then  i 
— Six. 

6299.  Did  you  try  the  process  of  isolating 
them  and  keeping  them  entirely  apart? — I put. 
them  aside,  and  snow  came  on  at  the  time,  and  I 
thank  that  for  stopping  it. 

6300.  Did  those  infected  animals  all  die,  or 
did  you  slaughter  them  ? — I think  I ordered  them 
to  be  killed  and  buried. 

6301.  It  has  been  stated  here  that  infection 
from  pleuro-pneumonia  can  only  arise  from  the 
breath  of  diseased  animal^  and  that  it  is  not 
conveyed  by  contact  with  the  skin  or  anything 
of  that  kind,  but  only  from  the  breath;  do  you 
agree  with  that  statement? — I think  it  is  con- 
veyed by  the  breath;  but  I am  not  sufficiently 
able  to  judge  of  that  matter. 

6302.  Your  experience  of  pleuro-pneumonia  is 
not  very  large  ; but  wbat  you  come  here  to  say 
is,  that  your  opinion  as  a large  grazier  and  feeder 
is,  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  not  of  that  im- 
portance that  it  ought  to  be  kept  in  the  list  of 
the  contagious  diseases  of  animals  ? — Quite  so. 

6303.  Mr.  Barclay. ] Do  you  breed  largely  ? 
— I breed  from  the  180  cows  which  I mentioned. 

6304.  Are  you  not  afraid  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  getting  amongst  the  breeding  cows  ? — 
No,  I am  not. 

6305.  Have  you  had  foot  and  mouth  disease 
amongst  your  breeding  cows  ? — Yes. 

6306.  Did  it  do  any  damage? — I kept  an  account 
of  it.  Upon  one  farm  I made,  I think,  in  one  year 
133  firkins  of  butter,  and  on  that  same  farm, 
though  the  summer  was  the  same,  the  firkins  of 
butter  were  only  two  short,  notwithstanding  those 
cattle  having  the  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

6307.  Were  you  any  calves  short? — No. 

6308.  You  think  that  the  owners  of  such  ani- 
mals as  are  slaughtered  for  being  in  contact  with 
animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  should 
be  compensated  to  the  extent  of  four-fifths  of  the 
value  of  each  animal  ? — Four-fifths,  T should  say. 


6309.  What  should  he  done  with  the  carca«'e- 
of  the  animals? — Those  which  were  not  -lffJtli 
should  be  sold,  I think,  after  inspection. 

6310.  Would  there  not  he  a considerable 
amount  ol  salvage  m slaughtering  those  animals 
which  had  been  in  contact?— I would  slaughter 
all  the  animals  and  sell  them. 


6311.  But  not  if  they  were  seriously  affected 
with  the  disease  ? — Not  if  they  were  seriously 
affected  with  the  disease  ; in  that  case  I would 
slaughter  them  and  have  them  buried. 

6312.  Mr.  llitl.lty.']  Are  there  many  cattle 
sent  over  to  England  from  your  district  ?— Yes 
thousands. 

6313.  I suppose  it  is  within  your  knowledge 
whether  they  start  in  a healthy  state  ? — Yes°I 
think  so,  except  that  some  of  them  may  have  foot 
and  mouth  disease.  I do  not  live  near  a port  of 
embarcation ; I live,  say,  20  miles  from  one. 

6314.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  with  re- 
ference to  whether  those  cattle  which  come  from 
Ireland  contract  the  disease  in  transit,  either  in 
tl ic  railway  trucks  or  on  steamboats,  before  they 
conic  into  English  markets  ? — I am  not  able  to 
give  evidence  to  that  effect. 

6315.  Mr.  O’  Conor. You  stated  that,  as  a 
rule,  the  general  opinion  in  your  district  was 
pretty  much  the  same  as  yours? — I have  con- 
sulted with  two  or  three  gentlemen,  and  I asked 
their  opinion.  I have  asked  Mr.  Cooke,  who  is 
a very  large  breeder,  and  I have  asked  Lord 
Lismore,  of  the  Agricultural  Society,  and  they 
both  of  them  agree  with  me. 

6316.  That  is  with  regard  to  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Yes. 

6317.  Now,  with  regard  to  what  you  stated 
about  the  stoppage  of  fairs  in  an  infected  district, 
and  so  on  ; you  thought  that  that  was  about  the 
outside  that  would  be  borne  by  the  farmers?— Yes. 

6318.  Not  that  you  recommended  it?— Quite 
so.  1 thought  that  was  the  outside  that  the 
farmers  would  hear. 


6319.  Nothing  more  stringent  than  thatwould 
;ic  tolerated  at  all  ? — Not  at  all. 

6320.  Mr.  JV.  Johistim.']  To  what  ports  in 
England  ami  Scotland  do  cattle  from  your  dis- 
uet go  ? — I only  know  one  man  that  takes  a 
irgo  lot  from  Clonmel,  and  lie  brings  them  to 
Jlasgow.  1.  thin  call  the  rest  go  from  Water- 
ed to  Bristol  and  Liverpool. 

6321.  What  large  fairs  are  there  in  your 
locality? — Clonmel,  Garrick,  and  Waterford. 

6322.  Have  you  seen  any  instances  of  foot  and 
nouth  disease  in  those  fairs  ? — No. 

6323.  Are  there  any  imports  of  cattle  to  your 
leiglibourhood  ? — There  are  no  imports  what- 
ever that  I am  aware  of. 

6324.  Have  you  seen  foot  and  mouth  disease 
vmong  sheep  at  all  ? — I have. 

6325.  Will  you  tell  us  in  what  instances  you 

iave  seen  it  ? — I saw  it  in  some  breeding  ewes  o 
nine.  ,, 

6326.  Did  you  suffer  any  loss  by  death. ’-1  > 

[ lost  some  lambs  by  it.  . , „ e 

6327.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  at  all  °i 

visiting  Ballinasloc  fair? — Yes,  I was  there  on 
ii’  twice,  I think.  , 

6328.  How  lately  was  that?— I was  there  in 

1867,  1 think  it  was,  or  in  1866.  . 

6329.  Have  you  not  been  there  more  recent 

han  that? — No,  I have  not.  , _ 

6330.  Are  you  prepared  to  recoinmen 
steps  to  the  Committee  which  would  he 

;o  prevent  the  spread  of  contagious  ^ „ 
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generally  in  Ireland? — Yes,  I am  prepared  to 
recommend  the  slaughter  of  all  animals,  both 
those  affected  and  those  in  contact  with  them  in 
the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  I am  firmly  con- 
vinced of  that,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of  every 
single  person  to  whom  I have  spoken. 

6331.  Have  you  any  other  suggestions  to  make 
to  the  Committee  ? — None  whatever. 

• 6332.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Before  you  came  over 
to  England,  did  you  not  consult  with  the  Agri- 
cultural Society  and  with  Lord  Lismore  ? — No, 

I met  Lord  Lismore,  and  I asked  him  to  read 
your  letter  to  the  Agricultural  Society,  and  he 
did  so. 

6333.  But  the  evidence  you  have  given  now 
expresses  the  opinions  of  the  Agricultural  So- 
ciety from  your  neighourhood,  I think,  does  it 
not?— Yes,  I think  so,  but  they  passed  no  reso- 
lution authorising  me  to  give  that  evidence. 

6334.  Chairman.']  You  stated  that  you  had  had 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  your  cattle 
five  or  six  times  during  the  last  four  or  five 
years  ? — Yes. 

6335.  And  amongst  your  sheep  also  ? — Yes. 

6336.  When  did  you  have  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  last  ? — I think  I have  it  now. 

6337.  And  how  many  animals  do  you  think 
you  have  affected  by  it  ? — It  is  sheep  that  are 
affected  with  it  now. 

6338.  Last  time  when  you  had  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  amongst  cattle,  how  many  were 
affected  by  it  ? — I had  20  in  one  lot,  and  I tliink 

II  in  another.  I think  it  was  one  of  the  11 
which  first  showed  the  disease  the  morning  after 
the  fair  at  Clonmel,  and  I think  in  a week  after- 
wards the  entire  herd  had  it  to  the  number  of 
31. 

6339.  Were  the  animals  ill  long?  — I think 
about  a fortnight. 

6340.  What  sort  of  cattle  were  they  ? — They 
were  two  year  old  heifers. 

6341.  Have  you  ever  had  the  disease  worse 
amongst  your  herds  than  that  ?— No ; when  it 
got  into  the  dairy  cows  I thought  I would  suffer 


a very  serious  loss  at  the  end  of  the  year,  and  I 
found  the  loss  was  only  very  trifling. 

6342.  With  regard  to  sheep,  have  many  got 
the  disease  now  ?— I think  that  out  of  120,  80 
have  got  it. 

6343.  What  is  your  time  mainly  for  shipment 
to  England?— I have  them  fit  about  the  1st  of 
July  down  to  the  1st  of  December. 

6344.  You  begin  in  July  to  sell  fat  cattle  ?— 
1 do  up  to  about  the  1st  of  December,  or  the  end 
of  the  year. 


6345.  You  do  not  sell  store  cattle  much,  I 
suppose  ?— No,  I never  sell  store  cattle  : I buy 
store  cattle.  J 


6346.  Do  the  farmers  in  your  neighbourhood 
sell  store  cattle  ? — They  do. 

6347.  They  sell  store  cattle  more  than  fat 
cattle  perhaps  for  England  ?— The  tillage  farmers 
sell  their  stock  coming  on  in  the  spring,  and  the 
graziers  buy  them,  generally  speaking. 

6348.  From  your  part  of  the  country  the 
animals  generally  leave  fat  for  England  ?— Yes, 
but  a great  deal  of  store  cattle  goes  from  my 
part  of  the  country. 

6349.  At  what  time  do  store  cattle  go  gene- 
rally ? I think  they  are  commencing  now ; they 
commence  about  this  time  of  year. 

6350.  And  go  on  till  when  ?— They  go  on  till 
the  end  of  the  bullock  season,  about  the  1st  of 
December. 


6351.  Then  the  stoppage  of  all  movement  of 
cattle  in  Ireland  from  the  1st  of  May  to  July, 
and  if  necessary  to  the  1st  of  September,  would 
be  a great  inconvenience  ?— It  would  be  a oreat 
inconvenience. 

6352.  It  would  interfere  with  the  export  trade 
to  England  as  much  as  you  could  interfere  with 
it,  would  it  not? — It  would  entirely  interfere 
with  it.  The  season  which  you  have- mentioned 
is  the  season  for  putting  cows  to  the  bull,  and  it 
would  be  a very  serious  inconvenience. 

6353.  Mr.  Barclay.]  In  what  particular  month 
do  you  serve  the  cows?— From  the  20fh  of  June 
to  the  1st  of  August. 


Mr.  Samuel  G-arnett,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


6354.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  You  are  a Magistrate, 
1 believe,  for  the  counties  of  Meath  and  Gal- 
way?—I am. 

6355.  You  hold  a considerable  quantity  of 
land  in  your  own  hands  ? — I do. 

6356.  About  how  many  acres  ?— About  1,400 
Insh  acres  of  grazing  land,  and  I manage  for  my 
neighbours  something  equal  to  that,  and  a large 
mountain  district  in  the  county  of  Galway,  for 
my  mother-in-law. 

, A3.57,  Altogether  perhaps  between  3,000  and 
4,1 ^ aeres  ?— Aitogether  about  that. 

,n>V58-  Tjiese  lands  are  principally  grazing 
mg  lands  n0t ' — are  principally  graz- 

Tvf  ^59’  Tou  bave  been  actively  engaged  in  the 
ca«le  trade  during  the  last  50  years,  have 
£ “ not\~*es>  and  upwards.  I have  been  52 
j ‘s  gomg  to  Ballinasloe  fair  without  missing 
a year.  ° 

J36°-  *n  round  numbers,  what  is  about  the 
.1  ra§®  number  of  cattle  and  sheep  which  pass 
ough  your  hands  annually  ? — Taking  my  own 
° .A*  Catt/e’  an(*  my  neighbour’s  cattle,  and  my 
nnmI?r"1U'  a^iS  cattIe’  1 should  say  that  the 
^?uld  be  about  1’500  'm  a year- 
0 58  °U  mUSt  baVC  bad  conse(lliently  con- 


siderable experience  in  the  different  contagious 
diseases  to  which  cattle  are  liable,  such  as  lung 
distemper  and  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  and 
since  its  first  appearance  l have  watched  it  closely 
and  guarded  against  it  whenever  I could. 

6362.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  they  are  both 
of  a highly  infectious  and  contagious  nature  ? — I 
think  so,  certainly. 

6363.  First,  with  respect  to  pleuro-pneumonia, 
although  it  is  not  so  highly  infectious  and  easily 
spread  as  foot  and  mouth  disease,  do  you  not 
consider  it  much  more  fatal  than  foot  and  mouth 
disease? — I think  so.  When  that  disease  attacks 
a herd  there  is  a much  more  considerable  loss ; 
hut  I think  that  that  is  owing  to  the  want  of 
facilities  given  to  the  graziers  to  have  the  animals 
slaughtered  upon  the  first  appearance  of  the 
disease.  There  are  two  diseases,  lung  disease, 
and  what  they  call  dry  murrain,  and  if  dry  mur- 
rain  is  not  taken  in  its  very  first  stage  it  becomes 
almost  as  injurious  to  graziers  as  lung  disease, 
and  if  facilities  were  given  to  have  those  animals 
slaughtered  upon  the  very  first  appearance  of  the 
disease,  we  would  take  advantage  of  that.  Now 
the  last  gentleman  who  has  been  examined  has 
mentioned  the  great  difference  between  dairy  and 
grazing  farms,  and  that  dairy  cows  are  in  a less 
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saleable  state  than  the  feeding  cattle,  and  there- 
fore he  looks  for  compensation,  but  in  grazing 
cattle,  if  allowed  to  slaughter  at  once,  we  would 
do  it  at  once,  without  keeping  the  animals  amongst 
our  herds,  and  they  would  be  good  saleable 
meat. 

6364.  Chairman.']  Then  your  inclination  as  a 

grazier  would  be,  if  you  saw  any  danger  of 
pleuro-pneumonia,  to  sell  the  animal  as  soon  as 
possible? — Yes,  of  course  to  get  rid  of  it  at 
once.  . 

6365.  To  sell  it  or  slaughter  it?— To  sell  it. 

X think  in  1847  there  was  regular  trade  when  the 
disease  first  appeared.  Men  came  over  from 
Liverpool  and  bought  up  all  those  cattle  when 
any  were  supposed  to  be  affected  with  the  disease ; 

I have  seen  100  taken  off  a farm  in  one  day, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  disease  dis- 
appeared altogether  in  a short  time. 

6366.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  You  stated  to  me  that 
you  were  in  favour  of  a regulation  that  all  cases 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  should  be  at  once  slaugh- 
tered?— That  is  so,  I mean  that  they  should  be 
sold  for  slaughter. 

6367.  Chairman.]  I think  I gathered  rightly 
from  your  evidence  that  you  being  a grazier, 
your  practice  lias  been,  when  you  thought  that 
any  of  your  animals  was  likely  to  have  pleuro- 
pneumonia, to  sell  them  ? — To  sell  them  at  once, 
and  I think  if  facilities  were  given  for  that,  it 
would  be  adopted  by  all,  and-  the  cattle  would 
be  sent  off’  at  once. 

6368.  Would  not  the  sending  off  of  the  cattle 
be  likely  to  spread  the  disease? — No;  because 
they  would  be  sent  off  before  they  could  spread 
the  infection ; they  would  be  sent  off  in  a state 
before  they  would  be  infectious.  I cannot  give 
you  the  details  as  Professor  Ferguson  could,  but 
that  is  the  case. 

6369.  When  an  animal  becomes  afflicted  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  the  disease  remains  in  it  for 
some  time,  does  it  not? — My  idea  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia is  this,  that  it  remains  for  months 
upon  an  animal  before  it  develops  itself. 

6370.  You  mentioned  a case  in  which  a Liver- 
pool man  came  over  and  bought  a large  quantity 
of  such  animals? — Yes;  it  was  a regular  trade  at 

• one  time. 

6371.  Do  not  you  think  that  those  animals 
when  they  arrived  in  Liverpool  would  spread  the 
disease  to  the  neighbouring  farms? — No;  they 
were  taken  to  the  slaughterhouses  in  Liverpool, 
and  would  be  all  consumed  in  two  or  three  days ; 
but  I have  known  cattle  shipped  for  England 
when  it  was  supposed  they  had  lung  disease  or 
pleuro-pneumonia  upon  them.  In  the  first  stage 
it  is  impossible  to  ascertain  whether  it  is  dry 
murrain  or  lung  disease,  and  therefore  in  the  first 
stage  we  give  them  medicine-  to  ascertain  what 
it  is,  and  those  animals,  when  they  got  the  medi- 
cine, did  not  yield  to  it ; but  when  they  were 
shipped,  for  the  purpose  of  sale  as  being  unsound, 
then,  upon  the  voyage,  and  from  the  shaking  of  the 
train,  the  medicine  took  effect  upon  them,  and 
when  they  got  to  Liverpool  they  were  perfectly 
sound. 

6372.  You  think  that  the  voyage  and  the 
journey  did  them  good? — They  had  the  dry  mur- 
rain upon  them ; it  is  a sort  of  indigestion ; they 
are  not  able  to  digest  the  food  they  eat,  and  it 
sticks  in  the  book-tripe,  and  it  takes  a great  deal 
of  medicine  to  affect  it.  I have  had  a good  deal 
of  dry  murrain  in  the  mountain  districts  among 
my  mother-in-law’s  cattle. 


6373.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  We  are  not  inquiring 
into  that  now  ?— But  I say  that  it  is  impossible 
to  distinguish  lung  disease  from  pleuro-pneumonia 
in  its  first  stage.  I may  say  that  the  juice  of 
bacon  is  the  best  purgative  you  can  get. 

6374.  What  you  now  recommend  to  this  Com- 
mittee is  that  all  animals  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia should  be  at  once  slaughtered  l—l 
say  that  facilities  should  be  given  to  the  owners 
of  cattle  to  dispose  of  them  for  slaughter ; that 
is  the  way  I would  put  it. 

6375.  That  is  what  I wanted  to  understand. 
You  would  recommend  that  facilities  should  be 
given  to  the  owners  of  cattle  to  sell  them  ?— Yes, 
to  sell  them  for  immediate  slaughter. 

6376.  You  mean  that  facilities  should  be  given 
to  sell  animals  for  slaughter? — Yes,  I would 
recommend  that  facilities  should  be  given  for  that 
purpose. 

6377.  How  are  you  going  to  secure  the 
slaughter  of  the  animal  afterwards  ? — The  animal 
would  be  sent  to  a slaughtering  market.  Liver- 
pool is  a slaughtering  market,  Manchester  is  a 
slaughtering  market,  and  Dublin  is  a slaughter- 
ing market ; there  is  a slaughtering  market 
there. 

6378.  You  think  it  is  quite  a mistake  to  say 
that  the  carcasses  of  animals  affected  with  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  are  unfit  for  human  food?— 
I know  from  facts,  which  I can  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  in  1847,  when  I did  conceive  that 
the  disease  would  yield  to  treatment,  I had  them 
treated,  and  they  died,  five  or  six  in  a day,  and 
they  were  all  eaten  by  people  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  they  were  never  in  such  a healthy 
state  in  their  lives  before,  for  they  had  animal 
food  to  eat,  which  they  have  not  got  generally. 

6379.  You  think  tliat  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
although  it  is  not  by  any  means  of  so  fatal  and 
dangerous  a character  as  pleuro-pneumonia,  is 
more  infectious  and  easily  spread  ? — It  is  more 
easily  spread. 

6380.  You  witnessed  the  disease  first  in  1844, 
did  you  not? — That  is  the  first  case  which  I can 
call  to  remembrance. 

6381.  And  you  have  reason  to  believe  that 
the  disease  was  imported  from  this  country,  have 
you  not? — I think  the  disease  was  in  England 
before  it  was  in  Ireland.  There  was  a large  im- 
portation of  calves  about  that  time,  and  it  is 
natural  to  suppose  that  the  disease  did  come 
from  England. 

6382.  At  the  time  of  this  outbreak  which  you 
referred  to  in  1844,  you  did  not  sufl'er  muchfrom 
the  disease  in  your  pai’t  of  the  country,  1 be- 
lieve ? — No,  we  suffered  very  little. 

6383.  The  foot  and  mouth  disease  disappearea 
without  any  Government  interference,  did  it  not 

— It  did.  e 

6384.  You  have  heard  the  nature  ot  we 

evidence  which  we  have  received  in  this  bom 
mittee  from  the  veterinary  professors,  and  0 
witnesses,  with  regard  to  the  highly 
nature  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  that  the 
tion  can  he  conveyed  by  merchandise,  by  • 
clothes  of  a herdsman,  by  hares  and  ra  » 
by  woodpigeons,  and  by  running  stream 
sewers ? — 1 have.  . , . o_ 

6385.  Generally  do  you  agree  with  thau 
Certainly  not,  and  I was  quite  astonished,^ 
facts  which  I can  state  to  the  Conimi  1 
reading  Professor  Baldwin’s  evidence  ™ . 
ence  to  running  streams  carrying  the  . ’ 
and  of  all  herds  drinking  below  hecooj 
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affected.  It  so  happened  that  in  1871  I had  one 
division  of  my  land  upon  which  I fed  35  bullocks, 
and  the  only  supply  of  water  which  those  animals 
had  was  from  a well,  which  rises  in  my  neigh- 
bour, Mr.  Gerard’s,  land.  The  fence  between  us 
is  a double  fence,  and  there  is  a gullet  under  the 
fence  which  takes  the  water  from  the  well  into 
my  farm,  and  in  winter  that  is  a very  strong 
stream.  At  this  time  of  the  year  as  the  -well 
falls  the  water  falls,  but  by  guarding  the 
water,  that  is,  fencing  it  round,  the  animals  can 
drink  without  walking  into  the  water ; there  is 
always  a supply  of  clean  water  for  the  animals  to 
drink.  In  1870,  every  beast  in  Mr.  Gerard’s  farm 
was  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  on 
my  farm  I had  35  animals,  25  of  them  from  the 
time  they  were  weanting  calves,  and  the  remain- 
der bought  from  people  around,  and  not  one  of 
those  animals,  although  they  drank,  not  from  the 
stream,  but  from  the  well  where  the  affected  cattle 
drank,  ever  had  the  distemper ; and  I never  had 
the  distemper  at  any  time  durning  their  stay  with 
me,  from  the  time  of  weaning,  until  they  were 
sold. 

6386.  You  do  not  think  the  disease  is  con- 
veyed by  running  streams  ? — I think  not,  and 
that  is  a strong  case  to  the  contrary. 

6387.  Do  you  think  it  can  be  conveyed  by  the 
herdsmen’s  clothes,  in  going  from  one  herd  to 
another  ? — I cannot  say  whether  it  is  so  or  not. 

6388.  Do  you  believe  that  hares  and  rabbits 
convey  the  disease  ? — It  is  very  difficult  to  prove 
whether  they  do  or  not. 

6389.  You  will  give  no  opinion  about  that,  as 
to  whether  the  disease  is  of  an  infectious  nature 
in  that  way? — The  only  thing  that  I can  com- 
pare it  with  is  the  wind,  which  “ bloweth  where 
it  lieteth.”  I cannot  tell  you  anything  more 
about  it. 

. 6390.  I suppose  you  have  heard  the  recom- 
mendation which  Professor  Baldwin  submitted 
to  the  Committee,  that  all  markets  and  fairs 
should  be  stopped  in  the  months  of  June  and 
July,  and  also  the  movement  of  all  store  stock; 
would  you  recommend  that  that  plan  should  be 
adopted  ? — It  would  be  a most  injurious  plan ; 
it  could  not  be  carried  out,  in  fact.  You  would 
have  to  pay  the  rent  of  the  small  farmers,  I am 
certain,  if  you  did ; because  although  our  trade  is 
principally  carried  on  up  to  the  end  of  May,  yet 
in  the  later  parts  of  Ireland  the  time  for  selling 
store  stock  is  from  June  to  August ; store  stock 
is  not  fit  to  he  sold  in  May. 

6391.  You  do  not  agree  with  the  statement 
that  farmers  would  willingly  agree  to  such 
treatment? — As  far  as  my  experience  goes  of 
the  fanners  of  Ireland,  they  would  all,  to  a man, 
oppose  the  adoption  of  any’  such  plan;  they 
would  be  shut  up,  and  they  would  not  be  able  to 
keep  their  land. 

6392.  Allowing,  for  argument’s  sake,  that 
these  restrictions  were  carried  out,  and  that  they 
proved  successful  in  reducing  the  disease  to  a 
minimum,  would  it  be  possible,  in  your  opinion, 
afterwards  to  discover  every  fresh  outbreak  in 
ne  country  ? — Certainly  not;  what  security 
would  you  have  that  the  next  stock  you  brought 

not  be  infected;  there  is  no  security 

Professor  Baldwin  further  recommends, 
tnat  alter  the  stoppage  of  fairs  and  markets  for 
wo  months,  all  cattle  afterwards  found  should  be 
s aughtered  and  treated  as  if  they  were  affected 
^ttle  plague ; but  in  order  to  carry  out  that 


plan,  it  would  be  imperatively  necessary,  would  it 
not,  to  discover  every  fresh  outbreak  ?— We  never 
had  any  experience  of  cattle  plague,  thank  God, 
in  Ireland. 

6394.  But  I am  not  now  speaking  of  cattle 
plague?— -But  it  is  cattle  plague  which  has  been 
the  cause  of  all  this  legislation  with  reference  to 
foot  and  mouth  disease  and  lung  distemper,  which 
we  are  perfectly  capable  to  manage  for  ourselves 
without  any  legislation  at  all.  I think  that  legis- 
lation has  done  a great  deal  of  injury,  and  that  it 
has  not  done  any  good. 

6395.  In  the  case  of  any  outbreak  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  occurring  .upon  a farmer’s  land, 
is  not  any  movement  very  detrimental  to  the  ani- 
mals themselves? — No  one  would  move  an  ani- 
mal affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  off  his 
land ; it  would  be  to  his  own  injury  to  do  so. 
After  the  animal  has  become  recovered,  he  might 
move  it  oft’  his  land,  but  not  while  the  animal  was 
affected. 

6396.  Do  you  think  it  is  possible  for  cattle  to 
be  sent  away  from  Ireland  perfectly  sound,  and  to 
be  found  affected  upon  their  landing  in  England  ? 
— I have  not  only  heard  of  it,  but  I have  seen  it 
from  my  own  experience.  I have  seen  cattle 
driven  away  from  a farmer’s  close  by  me  when 
they  were  as  healthy  as  ever  they  were,  and  the 
next  morning  they  have  begun  to  show  symptoms 
of  the  disease  in  the  mouth. 

6397 . The  animals  were  sound  when  they  were 
sent  away  from  the  land  ? — They  were  perfectly 
sound,  as  far  as  I could  judge. 

6398.  Would  you  recommend  that  any  fat  cattle 
found  affected  in  a market  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  should  lie  slaughtered  ? — Certainly,  I 
would  recommend  that. 

6399.  I think  you  are  not  in  favour  of  any 
quarantine  restrictions  ? — Certainly  not. 

6400.  You  consider  that  keeping  a lot  of  ani- 
mals penned  up  together  in  a close  place  would 
be  only  likely  to  form  a sort  of  hotbed  of  dis- 
ease ? — Most  decidedly,  I should  say. 

6401.  And  calculated  more  to  spread  it  than 
anything  else? — Certainly,  I should  say  so. 

6402.  From  your  extensive  dealings  in  the 
cattle  trade,  you  have  had  great  experience  in  all 
the  large  cattle  fairs  in  Ireland;  and  the  manner 
in  which  they  are  regulated,  have  you  not  ? — Yes, 

I attend  all  those  fairs  in  the  west  of  Ireland. 

6403.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  all  cattle  fairs 
should  be  held  in  large  well-drained  fields  ? — Yes ; 
that  certainly  would  be  a great  advantage. 

6404.  And  that  the  tolls  or  customs  levied  off 
such  animals  should  be  paid  upon  their  entry,  and 
not  upon  their  leaving  ? — I think  that  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  both  buyer  and  seller,  and  the 
cattle  would  receive  less  abuse,  which  is  most 
detrimental  to  cattle,  because,  after  an  attack  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  everyone  knows  that  the 
feet  of  cattle  are  more  or  less  tender,  and  they 
suffer  more  or  less  standing  upon  a street  than 
they  would  from  standing  in  a well  drained  park. 

6405.  Do  you  think  that  the  inspection  of  store 
stock  at  fairs  is  any  advantage  ? — Not  the 
slightest. 

6406.  Or  at  the  ports  of  shipment? — I do  not 
think  it  would  be  of  the  slightest  advantage. 

6407.  You  would  not  be  in  favour  of  naving 
inspection  at  the  port  of  embarcation? — Cer- 
tainly not.  Supposing  a man  had  400  or  500 
beasts  standing  upon  the  quay,  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  smartest  man  on  earth  to  discover 
the  disease  in  the  first  stage,  but  if  the  animal 
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were  badly  affected  anyone  could  see  it ; there 
could  not  be  any  mistake  about  that. 

6408.  With  reference  to  railway  trucks  ; are 
you  satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
cleansing  of  railway  trucks  is  now  carried  out  ? 
— I think  it  might  be  very  much  improved ; but 
I think  in  such  a great  fair  as  Ballinasloe  or 
Moate,  where  there  are  thousands  and  thousands 
of  cattle  sent  off  by  train,  it  is  very  hard  to  re- 
move the  cattle  from  the  fair,  and  to  have  the 
trucks  sufficiently  cleansed  and  purified. 

6409.  Do  you  not  think  that  some  improve- 
ment might  be  made  in  the  manner  in  which 
cattle  are  put  into  those  trucks  ?—  There  has 
been  a very  great  improvement  within  the  last 
12  months,  particularly  at  Ballinasloe,  where 
there  is  a large  space.  The  Midland  Railway 
Company  have  taken  a large  tract  of  land  near 
to  the  railway,  and  they  have  there  made  pens ; 
and  all  the  pens  are  so  regulated  that  the  cattle 
for  each  district  are  arranged.  It  is  just  like  the 
luggage  going  to  different  parts  here.  They 
have  now  arranged  large  portions  of  land  for  the 
cattle  for  each  particular  district. 

6410.  Do  the  cattle  receive  great  abuse  ? — Of 
course  they  do.  Where  there  are  thousands  of 
cattle  all  rushing  to  get  forward  by  train  they  are 
very  much  abused,  but  that  has  been  very  much 
improved  by  the  plan  adopted  by  the  Midland 
Railway  Company.  Instead  of  going  to  sidings 
they  go  to  the  lairs  which  they  have  put  up  for 
them. 

6411.  I believe  you  wish  to  give  an  instance  of 
that,  namely,  that  you,  last  November  twelve- 
months,  bought  a lot  of  store  cattle  in  Mullingar 
fair  for  the  honourable  Member  for  Norfolk? — I 

did. 

6412.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
stance of  the  treatment  which  they  received  ? — I 
sent  those  cattle  to  the  Mullingar  Railway  with 
a very  intelligent  drover,  at  10  o’clock  in  the 
day,  in  order  to  have  them  trained  for  Dublin  to 
be  forwarded  on  to  Norwich ; and  I went  at  two 
o’clock,  and  I found  the  cattle  penned  up  in  a 
very  bad  sort  of  place  for  them,  standing  there 
still.  I had  to  stay  with  the  cattle  from  two 
o’clock  until  eight  o’clock,  when  I got  them  put 
into  the  trucks.  They  did  not  arrive  until  three 
o’clock  the  next  morning  at  Dublin.  I saw  them 
myself  at  10  o’clock,  and  of  course  they  looked 
very  much  the  worse  for  their  detention.  In- 
stead of  shipping  them  that  day  I kept  them  in 
Dublin  and  had  them  attended  to,  and  hayed 
well,  and  then  I shipped  them  to  Mr.  Read,  and 
the  cattle  arrived  safely  with  the  exception  of 
one,  which  died  immediately  upon  its  arrival  at 
Norwich,  and  when  skinned  it  was  all  a mass  of 
corruption  from  the  blows  and  the  beating  of 
sticks  in  getting  it  into  the  trucks. 

6413.  Chairman.]  When  were  they  sent  to  the 
railway  station  at  Mullingar  ? — I sent  them  down 
about  10  in  the  day,  but  they  were  not  boxed 
until  eight  in  the  evening,  and  they  were  not  at 
Dublin  till  three  in  the  morning. 

6414.  Did  they  get  any  water? — They  got 
nothing  until  they  arrived  at  Dublin. 

6415.  You  then  had  to  take  them  out? — I saw 
them  myself  well  cared  for  at  the  lairs  in  Dublin. 

6416.  Mr.  Monsell.']  When  was  that? — That 
was  in  November  twelvemonths,  but  there  is  a 
great  improvement  in  the  Midland  system  since 
’ then. 

6417.  Mr.  Kavanagh] ] You  also,  I believe, 
wish  to  mention  another  instance  which  occurred 
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at  Kilkenny  fair?— Some  friends  of  mine  bought 
some  very  valuable  cattle  at  Kilkenny  fair 
They  were  sent  down  early,  but  they  were  not 
put  in  the  trucks  till  eight  or  nine  at  night. 

6418.  Do  you  think  that  that  state  of  things 
is  one  which  should  be  remedied  ? — They  cannot 
take  more  cattle  than  their  trucks  will  hold,  but 
there  should  be  accommodation  at  these  laive 
fairs  for  the  railway  companies  to  keep  the  cattle 
until  they  can  lie  sent  by  rail. 

6419.  Would  you  recommend  that  all  cattle 
dealers  should  be  obliged  to  take  out  a license? 
— No,  I think  it  would  be  most  ridiculous.  I 
think  you  could  no  more  expect  it  to  be  carried 
out  between  buyer  and  seller  than  you  could  ex- 
pect a licensed  publican  not  to  evade  the  law  if 
he  could ; and  I think  it  would  be  giving  a sort 
of  license  almost  to  deal  in  infected  stock,  because 
when  a man  had  this  license  lie  would  rim  no 
risk ; because  between  his  license,  and  being  able 
to  slip  a few  shillings  to  the  man  at  the  quay,  he 
would  get  his  infected  cattle  off.  But  what  I 
would  propose  is,  that  as  long  as  England  is 
under  the  impression  that  we  are  not  so  honest 
as  we  ought  to  be,  and  that  we  deceive,  I would 
have  the  Government  appoint  an  inspector,  a man 
of  character,  at  each  port,  and  I would  compel 
the  cattle  dealer  to  produce  a certificate  de- 
scribing the  number  of  cattle  intended  for  ship- 
ment, the  port  lie  shipped  them  for,  and  the  mar- 
ket lie  intended  them  for,  either  Norwich  or  St. 
Ives,  or  some  of  those  great  cattle  fairs ; and  I 
would  let  him  give  the  certificate  first  at  the 
Irish  ports,  and  when  lie  landed  in  England  or 
Scotland  he  should  give  a duplicate  to  the  in- 
spector there,  and  then  let  him  give  a certificate 
of  soundness  to  the  purchaser.  Then  it  could  be 
easily  traced  where  the  disease  originated ; but, 
with  reference  to  inspection,  I do  not  care  how 
clever  a man  may  be,  to  go  and  say  that  he  will 
inspect  the  number  of  cattle  that  are.  shipped  on 
W ednesdays  and  Thursdays  at  Dublin  or  Drog- 
heda, it  is  impossible  that  the  inspector  could 
give  satisfaction  in  the  way  of  detecting  any  ani- 
mal that  was  not  in  the  very  last  stage  of  disease, 
either  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  or  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

6420.  Mr.  Monsell.]  Your  plan  is  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  tracing  the  animals? — I would 
give  a certificate  instead  of  giving  the  dealer  a 
license,  as  he  would  evade  it,  just  as  publicans 
evade  it  in  every  way  they  possibly  can. 

6421.  You  say  that  you  would  have  no  in- 
spection of  the  animals  at  the  different  ports?— 
No,  I would  have  no  inspection,  I would  hare  a 
certificate. 

6422.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  In  the  case  of  an  ani- 
mal being  found  affected  at  a port  by  these  in- 
spectors, would  you  have  that  animal  confis- 
cated?— It  must  necessarily  be  in  the  very  nrs 
stage  of  the  disease,  and  I would  have  the  amnia 
slaughtered  at  either  side  of  the  Channel  at  once^ 

6423.  Whether  it  were  a store  or  a fat  animal. 
— Yes,  whether  it  was  store  or  fat, 

6424.  Do  you  agree  with  Professor  Ferguson 

that  all  affected  animals  should  be  c0^sca/ 
and  looked  upon  as  contraband  goods?  No; 
cause  I know  perfectly  well,  I have  seen  it  n 
quently  myself,  that  fat  beasts  in  the  first  sta„ 
either  of  pleuro-pneumonia  or  foot  and  mo 
disease  are  as  good  beef  and  as  wholesome  100 
ever  were  eaten.  ...... 

6425.  Professor  Ferguson  proposed  it  » 
penal  restriction : do  you  agree  with  him 
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—But  then  it  would  be  a very  great  hardship  if  6432.  I have  a letter  from  a trustworthy  cor-  Mr 
I sold  cattle  from  my  farm  which  were  perfectly  respondent,  in  which  he  says  that  a vast  number  S.  Garnett. 

healthy,  and  upon  transit,  from  some  cause  un-  of  infected  sheep  were  driven  through  the  town  

perceived  and  unknown  to  me,  one  of  these  beasts  and  a number  of  them  were  found  infected  upon  1 2 
(worth  25  /.  or  30  /.,  as  they  are  now)  should  be-  the  ground  ? — A great  number  of  them  could  not  1 87  3‘ 

come  affected  and  should  be  confiscated  and  be-  be  driven,  they  had  to  be  taken  upon  canal  boats 
come  lost  to  me,  and  that  when,  although  it  was  and  railway ; of  course  they  were  suffering  a 
not  fit  to  go  travelling  further,  it  was  perfectly  little  at  the  time,  but  they  had  to  be  put  upon 
fit  for  food.  . _ canal  boats,  and  X believe  the  purchaser  lost  70 

6426.  If  a farmer  sent  a diseased  animal  or  80  of  them. 

knowingly,  he  would  deserve  to  be  punished,  6433.  Was  it  manifest  to  any  person  looking 
would  he  not?— Certainly,  but  I say  no  grazier  on,  that  the  animals  were  sufferino-  from  the 
in  Ireland  would  send  an  animal  suffering  from  disease  ?— There  was  no  question  about  it,  and 
foot  and  mouth  disease  or  pleuro-pneumonia ; it  I supposed  that  they  were  in  the  first  staW  of 
would  be  an  injury  to  himself;  he  might  send  an  the  disease ; but  I did  not  think  that  they  would 
animal  out  of  a field  in  which  the  infection  suffer  so  much  from  it. 

existed;  I could  not  say -with  reference  to  that.  6434.  Did  the  police  know  of  that?— They 

6427.  What  restrictions  would  you  recommend  were  there,  and  no  doubt  they  saw  the  sheep. 

to  the  Committee ; would  you  recommend  any  ? 6435.  They  did  not  attempt  to  remove  the 

—I  would  recommend  the  Committee  to  place  sheep  ?— No,  they  did  not. 
confidence  in  the  graziers  and  remove  all  restric-  6436.  Is  it  the  common  practice  of  the  police 
tions,  and  if  they  adopt  the  certificate  plan  they  in  Ireland  to  stop  the  movement  of  sheep  in  such 
would  bring  the  dealers  to  be  a more  respectable  a case  as  that? — It  would  be  very  hard  to  inter- 
class of  persons,  and  upon  investigation  I would  fere  at  Ballinasloe  fair. 

recommend  that  you  should  punish  them  severely  6437.  Are  you  a member  of  the  Royal  Dublin 
by  imprisonment  if  you  found  deception  prac-  Society?— 1 am. 

tised,  but  I would  place  confidence  in  the  6438.  Have  you  seen  the  Paper  which  was 
graziers.  Our  all  depends  upon  the  health  of  handed  in,  which  contained  the  resolutions  of 
our'  cattle,  and  you  may  depend  upon  it  that  that  society  ?— I made  my  remarks  upon  that 
every  means  we  can  use  we  will  use  to  keep  our  Paper. 

stock  healthy.  Wliat  I would  suggest  is  this,  6439.  Do  you  generally  aoree  with  the  re- 
that  instead  of  having  restrictions,  if  a grazier  commendations  of  the  Royal"  Dublin  Society  ? 
purchased  in  a fair  or  a market,  from  the  grower  —There  is  one  statement  by  Lord  de  Yesci 
of  the  stock,  or  the  feeder,  or  from  a jobber,  which  exactly  bears  out  what  I sav;  he  men- 
ammals  which,  immediately  upon  their  arrival  at.  tinned  that  at  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  he 
home,  were  found  infected,  I would  facilitate  his  was  staying  with  a friend  in  Scotland, 
prosecuting  the  man  he  bought  the  stock  from.  6440.  We  must  not  go  into  that.  Do  you 
I would  not  have  the  onus  of  the  prosecution  lie  agree  with  the  Council  when  they  state,  at  ‘the 
upon  the  buyer.  I would  have  it  like  all  other  conclusion  of  the  Report,  that  they  “feel  coerced 
prosecutions  of  a criminal  nature,  that  is  to  say,  to  advise  the  rigid  enforcement  of  the  regulations 
a Crown  prosecution,  and  that  would  very  soon  already  existing  for  the  prevention  of  disease, 
stamp  it  out;  but  the  annoyance  and  expense  of  supplemented  by  the  above  amended  suggestions 
a private  prosecution  very  often  deters  indivi-  from  which  jointly  they  confidently  anticipated 
duals  from  undertaking  it.  consequences  alike  satisfactory  to  the  Irish  pro- 

6428.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.']  You  have  had  ex-  , ducer  and  the  British  purchaser”? — I strongly 
penence  of  Ballinasloe  fair  for  50  years,  I be-  feel  opposed  to  that  statement. 

*iefl^oa~  tr  Sj  *'HV  ^ yearK‘  6441.  You  think  it  a great  evil,  do  you  not, 

,6429.  Have  you  seen  many  cases  of  animals  in  the  permission  to  send  cattle  that  are  suffering 
a bad  state  with  foot  and  mouth  disease? — I from  disease  to  England? — I never  dreamt  of 
never  saw  animals  in  a diseased  state  at  Ballin-  doing  such  a thing. 

.°e  until  last  October,  and  if  the  Com-  6442.  Do  you  think  that  no  cattle  affected 
nnttee  will  allow  me  just  to  explain  that  case,  I with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ought  to  be  allowed 
would  say  this,  to  show  you  the  use  of  inspec-  to  be  shipped  from  Ireland  to  England? — Cer- 
tion.  Last  October  my  cousin,  the  evening  be-  tainly  no  one  would  send  cattle  suffering  from 
tore  the  fair,  bought  80  cattle  from  a person  he  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Ireland  to  Eng- 
nad  been  in  the  habit  of  buying  from  for  years ; land. 

they  were  in  Lord  Clancarty’s  park,  and  some  of  6443.  It  has  been  stated  to  me  that <c  A fruit- 
us  mends  went  out  to  see  the  stock,  and  we  saw  ful  means  of  sending  over  distemper  to  Eng- 
em  and  passed  our  opinion  upon  them,  and  he  land  is  the  habit  with  many  farmers  of,  as  soon 
went  home  quite  satisfied  with  his  bargain  ; and  as  they  have  discovered  lung  disease,  or  anything 
e next  morning,  as  those  cattle  were  coming  of  that  kind,  in  their  stock,  at  once  to  ship  the 
°.  qj  (.tll67  wei'e  be  delivered  about  whole  lot  (except  perhaps  the  animal  too  far 
or  9 0 clock  in  the  morning  in  the  fair),  they  gone  to  pass)  to  England;  these  animals  never 
were  discovered  to  be  affected  with  the  foot  and  stand  in  a fair  here  at  all”;  is  that  your  opinion  ? 
mouth  disease.  Now  no  closer  inspection  could  — It  is  not. 
ave  been  passed  upon  those  cattle  than  we  passed  6444.  You  think  that  no  farmer  sends  diseased 
- tae  evening  before,  and  in  the  mom-  cattle  off  his  farm  for  transit  to  England,  know- 

moutlM,Were  <20Wn*  as  ^ sa7>  fh®  foot  and  ing  them  to  be  diseased  ? — I would  not  say  that; 

fU<?nvaSe‘i  • but  if  you  had  the  certfieate  plan  in  operation,  it 

/*  • / have  been  in  the  last  two  great  would  very  soon  put  a stop  to  that. 

6441  ^ mas^oe)  have  you  not? — I have.  6445.  Do  you  think  that  a system  of  police 

. ‘ Have  you  seen  the  foot  and  mouth  dis-  inspection  could  not  be  adopted  to  prevent,  the 
sheep?  I have  seen  the  foot  and  mouth  transit  from  farms  to  fairs  or  to  England,  of 
n scf  ln  s^eeP  llPon  two  occasions.  diseased  cattle? — I think  that  such  a system 

U,5Hl  L L 3 would 
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Mr.  would  cause  a great  deal  of  annoyance,  without 
S.  Gameit.  doing  a particle  of  good. 

6446.  Would  you  let  every  disease  take  its 

12  May  natural  course,  without  any  interference  from 
1873.  Government  at  all?— I would  let  the  trade  be 
managed  by  those  whose  all  depended  upon  it, 
and  they  would  do  it. 

6447.  Of  course  it  is  the  interest  of  the  Irish 

dealer  to  send  his  cattle  to  England  tor  the  pur- 
pose of  sale? — It  is.  ' 

6448.  And  it  is  the  interest  of  the  English 
buyer  to  see  that  the  cattle  he  purchases  are 
sound  ?— Of  course  it  is ; and  if  Mr.  Read  were 
here,  1 think  he  would  bear  me  out  in  saying 
that  there  are  some  cattle  dealers  that  lie  can 
take  the  word  of,  who  would  never  dream  of  such 
a thing;  he  employs  them  to  buy  cattle  for 
himself. 

6449.  Then  how  would  you  secure  that  cattle 
should  be  shipped  from  Ireland  in  order  that 
they  might  be  Sent  in  the  best  state  to  England, 
and  purchased,  if  possible,  free  from  disease  ? 
The  only  way  in  which  I can  suggest  is,  that  a 
man  should  give  a certificate  of  the  fact  that 
they  were  sound. 

6450.  Do  you  think  that  cattle  are  ever  free 
from  disease* when  they  leave  Ireland,  and  be- 
come diseased  during  the  transit,  before  they  are 
sold  in  England? — I am  certain  that  the  animals 
may  become  diseased  in  transit. 

6451.  From  what  cause  do  they  become 
diseased  ? — I cannot  tell  the  cause  of  it. 

6452.  Do  you  think  it  is  impossible  that  the 
animals  become  infected  in  the  holds  of  the 
steamers  ? — Mr.  Baldwin  is  a professor,  and  he 
says  that  it  is  impossible  that  the  animals  should 
become  infected  in  the  holds  of  ships. 

6453.  Mr.  Pell.']  You  know  something,  I be- 
lieve, of  the  Dublin  boats,  in  which  the  cattle 
are  brought  over  ? — I do. 

6454.  Do  you  consider  those  boats  properly 
fitted  up  for  the  cattle  traffic? — They  carry 
them  very  safely ; my  cattle  are  shipped  from 
Drogheda. 

6455-  Are  those  boats  better  fitted  up  than 
the  Dublin  boats  ? — No,  but  they  are  very  good 
boats. 

6456.  Is  the  ventilation  of  them  as  good  as 
you  would  wish  to  see  it  ? — I have  heard  it  said 
that  it  might  be  improved,  but  I have  never 
sufiered  any  loss. 

6457.  Do  you  think  that  imperdect  ventilation 
conduces  in  any  way  to  spread  the  disease  amongst 
the  animals,  which  are  penned  Tip  on  board  ship  ? 
— I should  say  that  bad  air  will  injure  an  animal 
as  much  as  a human  being,  but  I have  frequently 
crossed  in  the  boats  myself,  and  stood  over  the 
hold  and  found  nothing  more  than  the  reasonable 
effluvia  from  cattle. 

6458.  You  have  never  seen  sheep  die  from 
overheating  on  board  ship  ? — I have  never  seen 
them  die,  but  I have  known  sheep  to  smother 
each  other  by  lying  upon  the  top  ot  each  other; 
every  one  is  anxious  when  he  brings  his  animals 
to  a seaport  to  have  them  shipped,  and  he  will 
use  force  to  have  them  shipped,  beyond  what  is 
right. 

6459.  In  such  a case  as  that,  would  you  leave 
the  shipper  of  those  animals  at  liberty  to  load  to 
any  extent  he  likes  ? — Certainly  not ; I think 
there  is  in  all  the  ports  overcrowding  at  certain 
times. 

6460.  Have  you  anything  to  suggest  to  the 
Committee  as  a means  of  remedying  that  over- 


crowding?—Of  course  there  should  be  a regu- 
lation ; the  authorities  should  ascertain  what  a 
ship  could  conveniently  carry,  and  it  should  be 
kept  to  that. 

6461.  You  think  that  a ship  should  not  be 
allowed  to  carry  stock  above  the  capacity  the 
ship  is  fitted  for  ? — No.  The  Southern  Railway 
has  a most  extraordinary  regulation  with  regard 
to  shipping  cattle;  they  will  allow  you  to  put  any 
amount  of  cattle  you  please  into  a truck,  and  the 
jobbers  will  sometimes  put  small  mountain  cattle 
to  the  number  of  13  or  14  in  a truck;  but  the 
Southern  Railway  Company,  if  you  only  want 
half  a box,  will  then  only  allow  you  to  send  three, 
but  they  do  not  care  bow  many  you  beat  in  if 
only  you  take  a whole  box,  so  that  if  a farmer 
had  12  fat  beasts  and  could  only  get  eight  of  them 
properly  into  the  truck,  he  would  have  to  pay  an 
extra  rate  for  the  fourth  beast  or  send  it  home. 

6462.  The  Drogheda  shippers  you  say  some- 
times overload  their  vessels? — They  do  some- 
times overload  their  vessels. 

6463.  That  overcrowding  is  accompanied  by 
loss  of  life,  is  it  not  ? — Sometimes  it  is,  but  as  a 
rule  they  carry,  the  cattle  safely,  and  the  cattle 
leave  their  boats  in  very  fair  condition,  and  I 
have  seen  them  after  very  severe  weather  come 
out  well,  and  able  to  stand  the  market. 

6464.  The  breeders  do  not  permit  cattle  to  be 
shipped  in  that  -way,  I believe?— I should  say 
not ; they  put  them  in  horse  boxes,  or  something 
of  that  sort. 

6465.  When  do  you  recollect  the  first  attack  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  ? — I have  al- 
ready stated  that  my  own  recollection  was  that  it 
was  first  known  in  1844,  but  I know  a case  of  it 
lisippencd  on  my  uncle’s  land  in  1841. 

6466.  Supposing  1844  was  tlie  year  in  which 
there  was  the  first  example  of  it  in  your  memory, 
between  then  and  now  there  have  been  many  ups 
and  downs  of  the  disease? — Yes,  but  the  disease 
disappeared  for  a very  long  period. 

6467.  When  did  it  recur  ? — It  reappeared  from 
about  1868  to  1870,  but  last  year  was  the  severest 
that  I can  recollect.,  and  that  was  when  we  had 
been  under  restrictions  for  a considerable  time. 

6468.  What  is  the  state  of  the  disease  now;  is 
it  at  all  checked  ? — I have  bought  upwards  pf 
1,200  of  cattle  this  month  of  May,  and  with  the 
exception  of  four  cows  which  I bought  in  the 
month  of  February,  I have  not  had  a case  of  it, 
and  those  cows  have  got  well,  and  are  pretty 
nearly  fat  now. 

6469.  Do  you  believe  that  there  is  a natural 
decline  in  the  severity  of  the  disease  just  now, 
and  that  we  are  likely  to  lose  it  altogether?— I 
should  think  so.  Until  last  year  we  were  always 
under  the  impression  that  those  diseases  were  like 
whooping  cough  or  . measles,  or  those  diseases 
which  children  get,  and  which  they  cannot  get 
twice ; but  last  year  it  was  proved  that  they  cud 
get  it  twice  over. 

6470.  You  are  awaiting  the  natural  dying  out 

of  the  disease  ?—  Yes,  and  I would  place  conn- 
dence  in  the  gjraziers.  I think  that  I am  as  much, 
capable  of  giving  sound  advice  to  those  in  autho- 
rity  as  any  veterinary  surgeon,  or  anybody  else. 
It  is  my  interest  that  the  disease  should  be  got 
rid  of  some  way  or  other,  but  not  by  restrictions, 
that  is  evidently  proved  to  be  of  no  use,  becau 
the  disease  has  increased.  , 

6471.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  You  think  that 
Government  interferes  too  much  with  regar 
cattle  diseases  ? — I think  so,  and  I think  no 

wrong 
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wrong  direction,  because,  we  being  the  people  who 
depend  upon  the  cattle  trade,  are  worthy  of  some 
consideration.  We  were  never  consulted  in  the 
least  degree.  A most  powerful  deputation  went 
before  Lord  Spencer,  and  no  man  could.be  more 
anxious  than  he  is  in  every  possible  way  for  the 
welfare  of  the  country,  and  they  got  very  little 
redress  from  him.. 

6472.  You  say  that  the  Government  never 
consulted  gentlemen  like  yourself  ? — They  never 
did. 

6473.  Did  they  consult  anybody? — Never,  that 
I heard  of. 

6474.  Did  not  the  Government  consult  the 
professors  of  the  country? — That  they  did.  I 
do  not  want  to  insinuate  anything,  but  I say  that 
we  are  as  capable  of  giving  information  to  the 
Government  as  they  are.  1 think  that  my  herds- 
man, although  he  may  not  be  able  to  express  him- 
self in  technical  terms,  is  just  as  able  to  understand 
this  subject  as  Professor  Ferguson. 

6475.  The  Government  consulted  the  profes- 
sors, you  say,  and  so  far  as  I can  judge  from  what 
I have  seen  in  this  Committee,  the  professors  of 
Ireland  have  one  opinion,  and  the  farmers  another; 
is  that  so'?—  That  may  be  so,  but  our  idea  is  this, 
that  we  should  do  everything  in  our  power  to 
keep  healthy  cattle  upon  our  land. 

6476.  The  professors,  as  I understand  you,  have 
not  any  special  interest  in  cattle,  and  the  farmers 
have  ? — No ; of  course  the  professors  are  merely 
paid  for  their  professional  duty,  and  if  we  had 
not  legislation  upon  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
we  would  have  no  occasion  for  professors. 

_ 6477.  You  would  probably  think  that  as 
farmers  have  a very  great  interest  in  the  health 
of  cattle,  their  opinion  would  be  worth  nearly  as 
much  as  that  of  the  professors  ? — I think  their 
opinion  would  be  worth  a very  great  deal  more  ; 

I value  mine  a great  deal  more ; I would  be  very 
sorry  to  have  my  land  regulated  by  professors ; 

I would  have  a very  short  balance  sheet  at  the 
end  of  the  year.  * 

6478.  You  think  that  if  this  matter  of  cattle 
disease  were  left  to  the  self-interest  and  the  good 
sense  of  the  farmers,  that  that  would  be  the  best 
means  of  of  dealing  with  it  ? — I am  quite  satis- 
fied of  it ; that  has  been  proved  to  be  the  fact, 
because  when  it  originated  at  first,  we  got  rid  of 
it  without  any  loss,  and  the  Government  then 
took  it  up  with  very  restrictive  laws  and  very 
annoying  laws,  and  there  never  was  such  loss  in 
any  year  from  1842  up  to  1871  until  1872  when 
there  were  all  these  restrictions.  That  fact 
proves  itself. 

6479.  The  interference  of  Government  with 
regal’d  to  the  lading  of  trucks  and  cleansing  of 
vessels  has  done  good,  has  it  not  ?— Decidedly. 

6480  That  does  not  embarrass  the  farmers,  but 
35  ? — ^es’  tkere  is  110  question  of  that. 

0481.  That  kind  of  interference,  you  think,  is 

° is  the  greatest  use. 

0482.  i think  you  stated  that  you  have  had 

experience  in  Ireland  with  regard  to 
cattle  M have  been  52  years  to  the  fair  at 
SftL&0K'  the  time  I was  16  years  old. 
i for  about  44  years  out  of  those  52 
LmL  f t t you  liave  ha(i  experience,  the 
mers  of  Ireland  have  been  left  to  themselves 
tn  regard  to  those  diseases  ?— Until  the  last  few 
y RZr^eT.e  ^ t0  ourselves. 
it  trnfwiTY1^  tkat  lonS  period  of  52  years  is 
had  o+  tliere  were  many  years  in  which  you 
0 gg  Afferent  times  the  cattle  disease  ? — Cer- 


tainly ; but  until  the  cattle  plague  visited  England, 
and  until  after  the  cattle  plague  disappeared  from 
the  country  and  when  this  foot  and  mouth  disease 
and  lung  distemper  appeared  then  the  vete- 
rinary surgeons  and  the  professors,  as  you  call 
them,  wrote  up  to  the  Government  and  poisoned 
the  minds  of  the  people,  and  made  it  appear  that 
one  was  as  bad  as  the  other,  and  they  sent 
out  figures  showing  how  Cheshire  and  the  other 
places  suffered  from  the  rinderpest,  and  the 
Government  appointed  inspectors  and  created 
legislation,  and  went  into  it. 

6485.  But  for  some  40  years  of  your  experi- 
ence, Government  did  not  assist  you  in  these 
matters,  and  there  was  no  legislation? — No,  and 
there  was  no  loss  on  either  side  of  the  water. 

6486.  And_  you  think  that  there  has  been  no 
more  need  of  legislation  during  the  last  eight  or 
nine  years  than  there  was  during  the  previous 
44  ? — I think  decidedly  not.  If  we  had  been  left 
to  ourselves,  you  would  have  found  the  country 
in  a much  better  state. 

6487.  Are  you  in  favour  of  legislating  with 
regard  to  cattle  plague  or  rinderpest  ? — I tliink 
that  is  a very  different  thing  altogether.  I have 
not  had  that  disease,  but  I have  known  friends  who 
have  suffered  very  severely  from  it  in  England. 

6488.  You  draw  a strong  line  between  that 
and  other  diseases  ? — I do,  and  I think  that  in  the 
case  of  the  lung  distemper  an  immediate  facility 
should  be  given  for  the  slaughter  of  the  animals, 
and  depend  upon  it  that  if  there  was  no  restric- 
tion put  in  the  way,  every  feeder  in  Ireland,  if 
he  suspected  the  existence  of  lung  disease,  would 
send  the  animal  away  and  have  it  slaughtered. 

6489.  You  say  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  worse  in  1872  than  in  any  previous  year  ? — 
Decidedly. 

6490.  And  that  there  were  very  vexatious  re- 
strictions imposed  by  Government  in  order  to 
assist  the  fanners  in  getting  rid  of  the  disease  ? 
— There  were. 

6491.  Might  it  not  have  happened  that,  if  the 
Government  had  not  imposed  these  restrictions, 
the  disease  might  have  been  still  worse  in  1872 
than  it  was  ? — I cannot  at  all  speak  to  that,  and 
I cannot  think  that  any  man  born  could  speak 
to  what  would  have  been  if  that  had  not  been 
done,  but  I know  that  we  suffered  very  little 
without  Government  interference,  and  that  we 
have  suffered  very  great  loss  with  Government 
interference. 

6492.  Mr.  Mansell.']  "What  are  the  restrictions 
now  existing  with  regard  to  the  slaughter  of 
cattle  ? — They  have  been  mitigated  to  a very 
great  extent ; but  the  restriction  now  is,  that  if 
an  animal  is  taken  up  upon  a farm  suffering  from 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  you  are  not  allowed  to 
remove  him. 

6493.  But  are  you  not  allowed  to  slaughter  an 
animal  that  is  diseased  ? — Yes,  you  may  slaughter 
him  yourself. 

6494.  X thought  you  stated,  in  answer  to  the 
honourable  Member  for  Manchester,  that  there 
were  certain  restrictions  now  upon  slaughtering 
animals  affected  with,  pleuro-pneumoma  ? — In 
sending  cattle  to  slaughter,  in  a case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, I would  say  that  I would  send  the 
animal  off  the  instant  that  it  developed  the 
disease. 

6495.  But  the  cattle  now  may  be  sent  away 
dead,  and  you  would  propose  that  they  might  be 
sent  away  living? — Yes  ; if  you  send  them  away 
dead,  you  get  very  little  for  them. 

L L 4 6496.  Mr. 
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6496.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  I understand  you  to 

say,  that  the  professors  and  the  veterinary  sur- 
geons, and  men  of  that  sort,  have  an  interest, 
and  rather  a strong  interest,  in  the  building  up 
a great  establishment  to  look  after  the  diseases 
of  cattle;  is  that  so 7— It  is  natural  to  suppose 
that  it  is  so.  ....  ,, 

6497.  Do  you  think  that,  in  fact,  it  is  partly 
owing  to  that  that  we  have  these  strong  recom- 
mendations made  to  the  Government  to  interfere 
with  the  trade  ’—That  is  my  opinion. 

6498.  You  stated  that  no  farmer  would  move 

a case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  his  farm, 
did  you  not’  — I said  that  it  would  be  very 
unwise  to  do  so.  ,, 

6449.  1 understood  you  to  say  that  it  would 
be  an  injury  to  himself? — Decidedly,  it  would. 

6500.  In  what  way  would  it  be  an  injury  to 
himself?— Because  the  animals  would  be  deterio- 
rated very  much  in  value  ; but  I should  add  that 
there  are  men  who,  if  they  had  an  idea  that  an 
animal  was  in  that  state,  would  sell  it;  they  would 
lay  themselves  out  to  get  rid  of  it. 

6501.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  If  the  Committee  re- 
commended the  compulsory  slaughter  upon  the 
farm  of  beasts  affected  with  lung  distemper,  do 
you  agree  with  the  last  witness  that  the  owner 
should  be  paid  four-fifths  of  the  value  ? — I should 
say  if  they  determine  to  prevent  the  animal  being 
sent  to  market,  where  the  owner  would  get  a fail- 
value  for  the  animal,  the  Government  ought  to 
pay  you  under  those  circumstances. 

6502.  Do  you  think  that  four-fifths  would  be 
the  fair  value  ? — I have  not  gone  into  a calcula- 
tion of  that  kind,  because  there  is  a great  diffe- 
rence between  dairy  farms  and  breeding  farms. 

6503.  Mr.  Callan.]  Do  you  always  ship  by 
Drogheda? — Yes. 

6504.  Have  you  had  an)'  case  of  overcrowding 
on  board  steamers  ? — On  one  or  two  occasions  1 
had. 

6505.  Have  you  ever  had  any  loss  arising  from 
that? — Never,  but  once. 

6506.  "Was  that  since  the  steam  packets  com- 
menced running  from  Drogheda? — No;  there 
cannot  be  better  cattle  boats  than  those. 

6507.  Nor  better  managed’— No. 

6508.  You  do  not  think  them  to  be  a nucleus, 
or  hot-bed  of  disease  ? — I do  not. 

<>509.  Would  you  consider  it  rather  a reckless 
assertion  if  it  had  been  said  that  they  were  so  ? — 
I would. 

6510.  The  Right  Honourable  Chairman  asked 
you  with  reference  to  the  restrictions  upon  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland ; is  it  not  the  fact 
that  when  carried  out  in  their  strictness,  if  two 
or  three  cases  break  out  on  a farm,  you  are  pre- 
vented from  moving  them  off’? — That  is  so. 

6511.  Do  you  think  that  restriction  is  harsh 
and  useless? — I think  so. 

6512.  Do  not  you  think  that  when  it  breaks 
out  upon  one  part  of  a farm,  you  should  have 
power  to  remove  the  animal  to  a distant  part  of 
that  farm  ? — I think  that  the  power  should  be 
left  to  us  to  judge  what  we  would  do  with  our 
cattle. 

6513.  I suppose  that  you  would  consider  that 
persons  such  as  yourself  are  much  more  interested 
in  the  soundness  of  stock  than  any  of  the  pro- 
fessors ? — That  is  what  I state,  decidedly ; self- 
interest  is  the  ruling  power  of  the  present  day,  I 
think. 

6514.  You  have  no  suggestion  to  make  with 
reference  to  any  additional  ventilation  upon  board 


the  vessels  of  any  of  the  steam  packet  companies 
with  which  you  are  acquainted '! — I can  only  sav 
that  the  better  ventilation  and  the  less  over- 
crowding the  better. 

6515.  You  have  no  complaint  to  make  with 
regard  to  that? — I can  make  no  complaint  against 
the  Drogheda  Steam  Packet  Company  whatever. 

6516.  Mr.  Barclay.’]  You  depend  a good  deal 
do  you  not,  upon  a system  of  licenses  for  putting 
down  the  disease? — I said  certificates;  I say  that 
a dealer  who  comes  to  attend  the  fairs  of  Nor- 
wich, or  any  of  those  great  English  fairs,  should 
he  obliged  to  give  to  the  Government  Inspector 
a certificate  with  reference  to  the  number  of  his 
cattle,  and  a description  of  the  brand  with  which 
they  were  branded,  and  also  with  reference  to 
the  soundness  of  the  cattle. 

6517.  How  could  you  identify  the  cattle  with 
those  specified  in  the  certificate  ? — By  the  brand, 
in  the  same  way  as  wine  in  bond  would  be  iden- 
tified by  a wine  merchant. 

6518.  Is  there  any  way  to  prevent  a dealer 
from  exchanging  the  cattle  when  he'  brands 
them? — That  could  be  very  easily  traced;  the 
dealers  very  often  do  that.  When  you  come  to 
brand  cattle,  if  you  are  not  very  sharp  they  will 
put  cattle  upon  you  that  you  have  never  bought 
or  never  saw ; no  doubt  they  would  do  that  if 
they  dared. 

6519.  Supposing  it  suited  a cattle  dealer  to 
substitute  one  lot  instead  of  another,  is  there 
anything"  to  prevent  liis  branding  other  cattle  in- 
stead of  those  in  the  certificate  ? — Each  man  must 
take  care  of  his  own  cattle  and  look  after  them. 

6520.  Then  wliat  is  the  advantage  of  your  cer- 
tificate in  that  case  ? — The  advantage  of  my  cer- 
tificate is  tliis,  that  if  a man  brings  50  beasts  to 
a seaport  he  gives  a certificate  that  he  has 
shipped  so  many  cattle,  describing  their  age, 
branded  so-and-so,  saying  in  effect,  “I  vouch  for 
the  soundness  of  these  cattle,”  and  he  takes  those 
cattle,  say  to  Glasgow,  Holyhead,  Liverpool,  or 
Bristol,  and  at  these  ports  there  is  another  officer 
to  take  the  duplicate  certificate  from  him,  and  he 
goes  on  with  his  cattle,  stating  where  he  is  going; 
"and  when  he  sells  them  to  anybody,  then  let  him 
give  to  the  buyer  a certificate  of  their  soundness. 
If  he  makes  a sale  of  course  he  guarantees  that 
they  are  sound  cattle. 

6521.  Suppose  I buy  a lot  of  10  animals,  and 
out  of  that  lot  five  of  them  have  got  the.  disease 
when  1 get  them  home,  how  am  I to  identify 
those  animals  by  means  of  the  certificate?— You 
would  write  to  the  dealer  and  ask  liim  to  take 
them  back. 

6522.  But  the  dealer  would  probably  have 
bought  the  cattle  off'  a dozen  farms  ? — But  you 
have  only  to  deal  with  the  dealer. 

6523.  What  redress  am  I going  to  get  under 
your  plan? — You  must  prosecute  him;  that  » 
the  only  way  that  you  can  come  at  the  right  of  it. 

6524.  Is  it  possible  that  those  cattle  could 
have  got  the  disease  travelling  across  from  Ire- 
land to  this  country  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

6525.  How  should  the  dealers  he  made  respon- 

sible for  that  ?— If  they  leave  Dublin  sound  and 
arrive  in  Holyhead  sound,  and  then  go  across  the 
country,  you  can  easily  come  at  them  in  that 
way.  , 

6526.  Supposing  the  disease  breaks  out  be- 
tween Holyhead  and  Norwich  Hill,  what  worn 
you  say  then  ? — I am  only  giving  this  as  a better 
plan  than  if  these  cattle  were  brought  to  the  sea- 
port and  inspected  there.  Formerly  the  anima  ® 
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■neve  always  inspected,  and  the  inspector  put  a 6544.  We  want  rather  to  prevent  the  dealers 
mark  upon  the  cattle  with  a brush  of  paint.  from  putting  in  10 ; how  could  we  do  that  ? I 

6527.  I want  to  know  what  advantage  is  to  be  would  say  shut  the  truck  up  at  nine. 

got  out  of  that  plan ; I fail  altogether  to  see  it  ?—  6545.  What  line  would  you  draw  between  the 

I think  it  is  the  easiest  plan  that  could  be  adopted.  12  and  the  9? — I would  not  allow  12  at  all  I 

6528.  But  what  I want  to  know  is  what  there  is  think.  I would  say,  shut  the  truck  up  at  nine 

to  be  got  out  of  it  ? — It  brings  the  matter  nearer,  The  Midland  Railway  Company  have  increased 

and  you  can  find  out  where  the  cattle  come  from,  the  size  of  their  trucks  ; some  of  the  trucks  which 
but  by  inspection  you  never  can.  run  through  are  much  larger  than  others ; they 

6529.  But  supposing  I happen  to  know  the  have  increased,  some  of  them,  a couple  of  feet 
dealer  of  whom  1 buy  the  cattle  upon  Nonrich  but,  as  a rule,  I never  rail  my  cattle.  I walk 
Hill,  do  I not  know  quite  as  much,  and  does  not  them  all. 

he  know  quite  as  much,  about  the  cattle  as  if  I 6546.  But  I want  to  know  how  you  are  o-oino- 

had  a certificate ? — The  dealer  would  not  know ; to  arrange  the  cattle,  so  as  to  have  sufficicntroom 

Mr.  Read  would  know  tire  dealer  that  I intro-  in  each  truck  ; is  it  not  an  advantage  to  have  the 
duced  him  to,  because  he  gets  him  to  buy  cattle  truck  filled  ?— Yes,  it  is  an  advantage  to  have  the 
for  him  in  Ireland,  and  bring  them  on  to  Norwich,  truck  fairly  filled  ; it  is  better  than  bavins  the 
but  you  must  guard  against  people  that  you  do  truck  half  filled,  as  the  cattle  are  liable  to  do 
not  know.  themselves  harm  in  that  case. 

6530.  You  should  guard  against  dealers  whom  6547.  If  you  had  less  than  nine  in  a truck 

you  do  not  know  ?— I know  most  of  those  I buy  would  it  not  be  found  that  the  animals  would  get 
from.  , - knocked  about  in  the  truck  ? — To  a certain  ex- 

6531.  To  go  to  another  point;  you  complain  tent  you  must  give  a discretionary  power. 

of  over-crowding  in  trucks  in  Ireland,  do  you  6548.  Then  it  comes  to  this,  that  it  is  impossi- 
not?— Very  much  so.  ble  to  lay  down  a hard  and  fast  rule  as  to  the 

6532.  Have  you  any  remedy  to  suggest  for  number  of  animals  which  should  be  put  into  a 
that  evil?— 1 would  not  allow  the  railway  compa-  truck?— We  graziers  will  not  overload  trucks 
nies  to  carry  more  than  a certain  number  of  animals  but  jobbers,  who  get  rid  of  the  animals  the  next 
in  a truck,  say  eight  fat  or  nine  store  animals.  day,  in  order  to  save  three  or  four  shillings 

6533.  But  the  store  animals  differ  very  much  might  do  it. 

in  size,  do  they  not? -Yes,  very  much.  6549.  I can  quite  understand  that  you  can 

6a34.  lou  cannot  put  more  than  eight  fat  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  grazier  who  is 
cattle  into  a truck,  do  you  say  ? — No.  going  to  keep  the  animals  two  or  three  months 

. 6a3°-  -How  many  store  animals  can  you  put  afterwards,  but  with  a dealer  who  sells  them  the 
into  a truck  ? You  might  put  nine.  Eight  good  next  day,  it  is  quite  a different  thino-,  is  it  not 9 
store  animals,  when  you  get  20 Z.  each  for  them ; — Precisely. 

you  will  find  eight  will  be  quite  enough  in  a truck  6550.  You  cannot  suggest  any  rule  with  re- 
* * „ . gard  to  the  number  of  animals  which  ought  to  be 

bo36.  Suppose  you  give  5 Z.,  or  6 Z.  or  7 Z.  for  put  into  one  truck  ?— No,  but  I know  this,  that 
them,  how  many  could  you  carry  then  ?— You  upon  the  Midland  Railway  they  will  not  allow 
mf-lca?7  ^ then,  perhaps.  the  trucks  to  be  overcrowded. 

6537.  How  would  you  lay  down  a hard  and  6551.  That  is  a considerable  advantage  to  the 
last  rule  with  reference  to  the  number  which  you  railway  company,  is  it  not? — Quite  so  ; they  do 
would  put  into  a truck? — I would  say  12,  9,  and  not  charge  per  head,  but  per  waggon  load, 
fi'-ic ' BcaSC  ke-  , 6552.  I think  you  stated  that  in  1847  you  got 

bo.58.  bupposing  we  were  going  to  lay  down  a clear  very  easily  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Pleuro- 
hara  and  fast  rule  with  reference  to  the  number  pneumonia  was  very  bad  in  that  year  with  me. 
of  cattle  that  should  be  carried  in  a truck,  of  I lost  more  in  that  year  than  ever  I lost  in  my 
course  it  would  depend  almost  entirely  upon  the  life. 

size  of  the  animals?— You  may  force  an  animal  6553.  Even  since  the  Government  have  been 
in  by  beating  it  and  that  sort  of  tiling,  but  you  interfering  with  the  cattle  disease? — I have  had 
caunot  put  m more  than  a truck  can  convenicuitly  nothing  at  all  of  pleuro-pneumonia  of  late ; there 
. (1‘  should  say  that  12,  9,  and  8 would  be  might  be  an  odd  animal  here  and  there,  but  no- 

« . thing  to  6Peak  of- 

urn  " * . ca^e  is  the  number  you  would  6554.  The  remark  you  made  respecting  disease 

t0  Pu<j, mt0  a truck  ? — Yes,  but  seven  is  being  worse  since  Government  interfered  than 
, put  m.^  previously,  referred  strictly  to  foot  and  mouth 

• . f ‘ W Hat  sort  of  animals  would  the  nine  con-  disease,  did  it  not? — It  did. 

a j°  i 8tore  keasts-  6555.  Did  pleuro-pneumonia  rage  in  your  dis- 

6o41.  And  the  12  lot? — If  you  buy  100  heifers  trict  T*  --J  -• - ' 


from 


a man,  you  might  put  12,  8,  and  9,  accord- 


in  1847  ? — It  raged  in  my  neighbourhood 
ino-  +n  +i  - * ' ~ — *=>“*  -■->  c-,  wwnt-  very  extensively. 

°6549  r S1?e-u  ^ truc,  . 6556.  Did  it  remain  for  long  ?— Yes,  for  two 

term*  ’ w,  . “ hnow  how  we  are  going  to  de-  or  three  months,  but  at  that  time  we  were  under 
12  into  « °t  ^ ,e.  which  you  can  put  the  impression  that  it  could  be  cured,  and  I for 

woul6  Ko  /uc*;  ‘ / should  think  the  safest  thing  one  attempted  to  do  so,  and  I did  cure  a good 
allow  mm.  °xi,a  se1„err,°f  Catt^e  hy  railway  not  to  number,  but  I found  it  a very  losing  game,  so  I 
taS  12  of  W to  be  placed  in  a gave  it  up.  Be’ 

than  l’e  ? climber  should  never  be  more  6557.  You  found  that  it  was  better  to  till  than 
6541  ’ T°  »*“*  *ey  were.  to  cure  ?-Certoinly. 

animal  of  »v  if7  “at  there  is  one  description  of  6558.  You  stated  that  cattle  were  largely  sent 
More  than  nin  ^ wa£  bruck  would  not  hold  to  Liverpool  at  that  time  alive  ? — Yes,  there  was 
nine  storp  a i * wou  . no*  nold  more  than  no  restriction  upon  them,  and  there  were  two  or 
put  10  in  nimaJs  conveniently ; dealers  would  three  large  firms  in  Liverpool,  what  they  call  . 
0.58,  * wholesale  butchers,  who  came  over  and  bought 
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those  diseased  cattle ; they  would  buy  10  or  20 
from  a single  man,  and  send  the  animals  off  to 
be  slaughtered,  at  once. 

6559.  The  wholesale  butchers  bought  those 
animals  at  a reduced  price,  did  they  not  ? — Of 
course. 

6560.  There  was  no  necessity  for  those  ani- 
mals to  be  slaughtered  at  Liverpool,  I suppose  ? 
— I presume  they  were  bought  to  be  slaughtered 
at  Liverpool. 

6561.  Was  there  anything  to  prevent  then- 
being  re-sold  at  Liverpool  as  store  cattle ? — They 
never  dreamt  of  such  a thing. 

6562.  What  was  there  to  prevent  animals,  not 
showing  symptoms  of  plcuro-pneumonia,  being 
sold  in  England? — It  would  interfere  with  a 
man’s  trade  altogether. 

6563.  Why  would  it  interfere  with  his  trade  ? 
— Because  he  is  a butcher,  and  he  buys  those 
animals  for  slaughter. 

6564.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  butchers  in 
Liverpool,  if  they  bought  those  infected  animals, 
would  be  ready  to  sell  them  as  store  cattle  if 
they  could  make  a pound  or  two  a head  more 
out  of  them  ? — I do  not  think  that  such  an  idea 
ever  entered  their  heads. 

6565.  You  have  a good  opinion  of  the  butchers 
apparently  ? — Yes,  1 think  they  are  a respectable 
class  of  men. 

6566.  You  spoke  of  giving  facilities  for 
slaughtering  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia ; what  would  you  recommend  with  regard 
to  that? — To  send  them  to  the  slaughter-house 
for  sale. 

6567.  You  would  recommend  that  cattle  af- 
fected with  pleuro-pneumonia  should  be  sold  for 
slaughter  ?— Yes,  I would. 

6568.  Have  you  any  market  in  Ireland  which 
is  confined  to  fat  cattle? — Yes,  the  Dublin 
market  is  confined  to  fat  cattle. 

6569.  Are  there  no  store  cattle  taken  out  from 
the  Dublin  market? — Not  from  the  fat  cattle 
.market ; there  is  a separate  market  there  for 
store  cattle.  The  i’at  cattle  are  all  sold  for  home 
consumption,  for  Liverpool  and  the  North  of 

6570.  What  is  the  regulation  regarding  the 
exposing  of  infected  fat  cattle  in  the  Dublin 
cattle  market ; is  it  in  the  option  of  the  seller  to 
slaughter  them? — No,  he  would  send  them  to 
the  butchers. 

6571.  But  might  not  an  exporter,  and  not  a 
butcher,  buy  such  an  animal  in  the  market? — It 
is  a free  market,  and  anybody  might  buy  there. 

6572.  But  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  this 
animal  from  being  sold  again  ? — Nobody  in  his 
senses  would  come  and  buy  these  cattle  for  the 
purpose  of  selling  them  again,  except  for  slaugh- 
ter. 

6573.  Is  there  anything  to  prevent  a man  buy- 
ing these  fat  cattle  in  the  Dublin  market  and 
sending  them  to  England  ? — Nobody  in  his  senses 
would  buy  a fat  animal  in  this  market  to  send  to 
Liverpool  or  Norwich,  or  St.  Ives ; they  would 
not  suit  the  market. 

6574.  Would  not  a half  fat  animal  be  suitable 
to  send  over  to  England  to  sell  as  a store  beast  ? 
— I should  say  not. 

6575.  Why?  — Because  generally  the  price 
they  sell  at  for  slaughter  is  over  store  price. 
The  cattle  that  go  to  Dublin  are  not  adapted  for 
store  cattle ; they  are  quite  a different  sort  of 
animal  altogether. 

6576.  I quite  agree  with  you  as  to  the  gene- 


rality of  animals,  but  there  are  perhaps  some 
annuals  three-fourths  fat  in  the  Dublin  fat  cattle 
market  ? — Of  course  there  are  a great  number. 

6577.  Is  there  anything  to  prevent  those  ani- 
mals from  being  sold,  and  brought  to  Eno-land  as 
store  cattle  ? — I cannot  answer  that  question,  but 
it  is  not  the  trade ; it  is  not  the  custom  to  do  so. 

6578.  I quite  agree  with  you  that  it  is  not  the 
custom  to  do  so,  hut  is  there  anything  to  pre- 
vent its  being  done,  supposing  anybody  chose  to 
do  it  ? — I should  say  not. 

6579.  Then  your  proposition  was,  that  these 
pleuro-pneumonia  cattle  should  be  sent  to  the 
Dublin  l'at  cattle  market? — Yes,  I should  say  so. 

6580.  Of  course  it  would  be  assumed  that  a 
good  many  of  those  would  be  in  a condition  for 
slaughter? — They  would  be  sent  hand  fide  for 
slaughtering. 

6581.  You  would  send  those  cattle  bond  fide 
for  slaughter,  and  they  would  be  sent,  no  doubt, 
for  slaughter,  but  it  would  not  depend  upon  the 
buyer  that  they  were  slaughtered? — I can  only 
answer  that  by  saying,  that  I know  that  no  but- 
cher would  run  the  risk  of  buying  those  infected 
animals,  and  of  bringing  them  as  sound  animals 
to  England. 

6582.  Would  you  propose  that  those  animals 
which  had  been  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  which  you  propose  to  send  to  market,  should 
have  some  certain  mark  put  upon  them  before 
they  were  sent  to  market? — I would  give  the 
option  to  the  owner  to  send  them,  and  let  a part 
ot  the  market  he  set  aside  for  such  animals.  I 
would  never  allow  an  animal  to  be  kept  on  the 
premises  which  had  been  once  quacked  or 
doctoi-cd. 

6583.  The  safety  of  your  proposal  turns  upon 
this,  that  the  animal  should  be  slaughtered  within 
a very  short  period  after  having  been  shown  in 
the  Dublin  market  ? — Yes,  in  the  case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

6584.  How  do  you  propose  that  it  shall  be 
made  really  effective,  that  the  animals  shall  be 
slaughtered,  say,  within  three  days  after  having 
been  shown  in  the  Dublin  market;  would  you 
propose  to  trust  to  the  honesty  of  the  dealers  and 
butchers  ? — I would  trust  more  to  the  honesty  of 


the  sender  of  the  beast. 

6585.  I quite  agree  with  you  that  the  sender 

of  a beast  might  be  trusted,  but  it  is  the  buyer 
of  the  animal  that  you  have  to  trust  ? — I hen  ml 
I cay  say  is,  that  if  you  do  not  do  it  by  confi- 
dence and  trust,  you  will  never  do  it  by  legis- 
lation. . _ 

6586.  Is  the  honesty  of  those  dealers  iu  In- 
land sufficient  to  resist  the  temptation  of  making 
one  or  two  pounds  a head  extra  upon  a diseased 
animal  ? — 1 ou  may  succeed  in  one  or  two  in- 
stances, but  you  would  never  succeed  in  the 
third. 

6587.  Mr.  Dent.']  I gather  from  your  evidence 
that  you  are  in  favour  of  doing  away  wit 
restrictive  measures  with  regard  to  foot  an 
mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  I am. 

6588.  You  say  that  that  is  the  general  impres- 

sion of  the  farmers  in  Ireland  apart  from 
dealers?-— Yes;  dealers  and  all.  . , , 

6589.  Every  farmer  and  grazier  is  a dealer, 
more  or  less,  is  he  not  ? — Every  man  is  a e 


: you  come  to  that. 

6590.  By  a dealer  we  understand  a 
uys,  not  to  keep  upon  his  farm,  but  to  m 
rofit  of  ?-Our  trade  is  to  buy  the  anunals  as 


iluuii  ui  uiu  . 

tore,  and  to  keep  them  until  they  are  ft 
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6591.  It  is  only  a limited  number  of  Irish 
farmers  who  do  that,  is  it? — The  majority  of 
them  do. 

6592.  But  the  majority  of  animals  which  come 
from  Ireland  to  England  are  store  animals  and 
not  fat? — There  are  men  in  Ireland  who  rear 
cattle  for  the  English  market,  young  steers  and 
bullocks. 

6593.  Where  do  those  men  live  ? — In  the  west 
of  Ireland  chiefly. 

6594.  You  have  to  do  with  a large  farm  in  the 
west  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  Meath,  have  you 
not? — Yes,  I have. 

6595.  In  Meath  you  buy  animals  to  fatten  as 
well  as  to  breed  ?— Yes. 

6596.  What  is  the  system  pursued  in  Galway  ? 
—I  buy  store  cattle,  the  very  best  store  beasts  I 
can  get,  and  we  have  a large  shed  upon  the 
mountain  in  which  these  cattle  are  put  every 
winter,  and  fed  with  plenty  of  hay,  and  I sell  the 
best  of  them  as  store  cattle;  I got  as  high  a 
price  last  year  as  24  l.  for  three-year-old  beasts, 
and  20/.  I got  this  year,  and  I stall-feed  the 
residue  which  I am  not  able  to  sell  off. 

6597.  Do  you  buy  on  commission  for  English 
people  ?— No ; I buy  for  my  friends,  but  not  on 
commission. 

6598.  If  you  were  to  remove  all  restrictions 
with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  also, 
as  I understand  you,  allow  animals  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  to  be  sent  to  market,  how 
would  you  deal  with  the  foreign  importation  of 
cattle  ?— -I  do  not  speak  much  upon  the  foreign 
importations,  but  I should  say  that  they  are 
bond  fide  cattle  which  come  for  a particular  pur- 
pose, for  the  feeding  of  the  troops  more  than 
anything  else,  and  I should  say  that  there  was  no 
doubt  that  diseases  exist  in  many  parts  abroad, 
and  that  I would  have  the  cattle  sent  as  dead 
meat  to  prevent  the  spreading  of  disease. 

6599.  Rinderpest,  of  course,  you  would  deal 
with,  either  in  Ireland  or  England,  under  the 
very  strongest  restrictions? — I know  nothing  at 
all  about  rinderpest. 

6600.  But  you  would  follow  out  the  most 
severe  restrictions  with  regard  to  that? — I 
would. 

6601.  But  foot  and  mouth  disease  you  would 
leave  alone,  and  in'erely  trust  to  the  honesty  of 
dealers  ? — -I  do  not  think  that  there  was  ever  a 
greater  mistake  made  by  graziers  and  people  in 
England,  than  by  trying  to  assmilate  foot  and 
mouth  disease  with  rinderpest. 

6602.  You  would  leave  foot  and  mouth  disease 
entirely  free  from  any  legislative  interference  ? — 
Decidedly;  we  are  perfectly  capable  of  legislating 
tor  ourselves  in  this  matter. 

6603.  Would  you  also  leave  pleuro-pneumonia 
•T om  any  legislative  interference?  — De- 
cidedly ; and  I am  satisfied  that  we  should  get 

fin  ^’aease  mu°h  quicker  by  ourselves. 

6604.  And  animals  coming  from  countries 
where  rinderpest  had  existed  you  would  insist 
upon  being  slaughtered  either  at  the  port  of 
andmg  or  abroad  ? — I cannot  speak  with  refer- 

fifin  r for<%n  trade;  I do  not  understand  it. 

^ • r no^  want  to  know  about  rinder- 
pest, but  I want  to  know  what  you  would  do  with 
cattle  coming  from  foreign  countries  in  which 
tosease  existed  ?— I might  be  told  that  I was 
°P*n*0U  from  selfish  motives. 

+ uot  }mPute  that  to  you,  but  will 

Iu.  eh  “e  Committee  what  you  would  do  with 
o'ifl  Cattecom‘rig  fr°m  countries  where  pleuro- 


pneumonia and  foot  and  mouth  disease  existed? 
—I  am  unable  to  speak  to  that,  but  I say  that 
the  safest  way  would  be  to  have  the  animals  im- 
mediately slaughtered  at  Deptford  or  somewhere 
else,  coming  as  some  of  them  do  from  the  North, 
and  sold  as  dead  meat. 

6607.  Then  you  would  have  entirely  different 
measures  with  the  foreign  trade  from  what  you 
would  have  with  reference  to  the  Irish  trade?— 
Yes,  because  rinderpest  does  exist  there,  but, 
thank  God,  it  does  not  exist  here. 

6608.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia do  exist  in  those  countries? — I was 
not  speaking  about  that. 

6609.  Chairman.']  The  honoui’able  Member 
is  not  asking  you  about  rinderpest,  but  what  you 
would  do  with  animals  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia and  foot  and  mouth  disease  coining 
from  foreign  countries  ? — I would  not  allow  them 
to  go  about  the  country  as  store  animals. 

6610.  Mr.  Dent.]  You  would  not  allow  them 
to  come  alive  from  foreign  countries  in  which 
foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia 
existed  ? — I would  not. 

6611.  Chairman.]  You  think  that  there  should 
be  no  interference  with  cattle  on  accouut  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  ?—  I think  not. 

6612.  Would  you  have  any  restrictions  at  all 
upon  the  cattle  trade  between  England  and  Ire- 
land as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I would 
not. 

6613.  But  you  would  have  restrictions  as  be- 
tween England  and  the  Continent? — Merely 
from  dreading  rinderpest  coming  again. 

6614.  But  we  are  not  talking  about  rinder- 
pest?— But  foreign  cattle  are  not,  in  the  first 
place,  that  I could  ever  ascertain,  suited  to  be 
grazed  in  this  country.,  whereas  our  Irish  cattle 
are  perfectly  suited  to  be  grazed  in  England, 
which  is  a broad  distinction. 

6615.  Are  ‘you  not  aware  that  a very  large 
number  of  foreign  cattle  are  imported  for  store 
purposes  ? — I am  not  aware  of  it. 

6616.  Have  you  not  heard  that  Dutch  cattle 
are  imported  in  large  quantities  as  store  cattle  ? 

— I have  heard  of  that,  but  I have  never  seen  it. 

6617.  You  would  think  that  those  cattle  should 
not  be  imported  as  store  cattle  ? — I would  not  re- 
commend it,  I think. 

6618.  But  the  Irish  should? — Yes,  because  I 
think  they  are  better  suited  to  the  country. 

6619.  I understood  you  at  the  beginning  of 
your  evidence  to  say  that  you  would  approve  of 
compulsory  slaughter  for  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — 
Certainly,  that  is  my  opinion. 

6620.  But  I also  understood  you  to  say,  that 
you  think  there  should  be  no  restrictions  at  all 
with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — What  I 
meant  by  that  was,  that  if  facilities  were  given 
for  the  immediate  slaughter  of  any  animal  sup- 
posed to  be  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  I ’ 
think  that  that  would  be  the  most  effectual 
means  that  could  be  adopted  for  getting  rid  of 
the  disease. 

6221.  What  do  you  mean  by  “facilities”? — 
That  is  to  say,  that  there  should  be  no  hindrance 
to  a man,  when  he  supposed  that  his  animal  was 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  to  have  it  sold 
for  slaughter  in  an  infected  state. 

6622.  But  I have  just  asked  you  whether  you 
thought  there  should  be  compulsory  slaughter, 
and  you  say,  yes ; and  now  you  say  that  there 
should  be  facilities  for  the  slaughter  of  those 
animals,  but  there  is  a great  difference  between 
mm2  compulsory 
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compulsory  slaughter  and  giving  a man  facilities 
for  slaughter;  which  do  you  mean?— I mean 
that  there  should  be  facilities  for  slaughter. 

6623.  You  do  not  mean  compulsory  slaughter  ? 
— No,  I do  not,  because  there  would  have  to  be 
restrictions  in  carrying  that  out. 

6624.  I was  mistaken  in  understanding  you  to 
mean  compulsory  slaughter  ? — That  is  so. 

6625.  I understand  you  to  say,  that  there 
should  be  facilities,  because  when  a farmer  had 
an  animal  which  he  thought  had  pleuro- 
pneumonia, he  would  try  and  get  rid  of  it  as 
soon  as  possible  ? — Of  course,  he  would  not  wish 
to  keep  the  animal  about  his  place. 

6626.  He  would  sell  it,  would  he  not?— He 
would  sell  it. 

6627.  How  would  you  guarantee  that  the 
animal  would  not  spread  the  infection  elsewhere  ? 
— He  would  sell  it  to  the  butcher. 

6628.  Would  he  be  limited  to  selling  it  to  the 
butcher? — Yes. 

6629.  Then  your  limitation  of  facilities  would 
be  the  prevention  of  sale,  except  to  the  butcher? 
— Certainly. 

6630.  Mr.  Mansell.]  Is  there  not  that  power 
existing  now? — No,  it  is  done  every  day  of  the 
weeek,  I am  confident,  but  it  is  contrary  to  the 
rules  and  regulations. 

6631.  Chairman.]  You  are  a very  large  cattle 
breeder  and  a cattle  owner  yourself,  are  you 
not  ? — I am  rather  a cattle  feeder. 

6632.  Have  you  had  the  • foot  and  mouth, 
disease  amongst  your  cattle? — Yes,  last  year  I 
had  it  very  considerably. 

6633.  I believe  you  are  in  favour  of  no 
restrictions  being  imposed  with  regard  to  that 
disease  ? — I am. 

6634.  We  have  had  evidence  given  before  this 
Committee  that  the  loss  is  very  great  indeed 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease ; have  you  found  it 
so  ? — The  loss  was  greater  to  me  in  1872  than  in 
all  the  other  years  put  together. 

6635.  One  witness  stated  that  he  thought  the 
loss  to  Ireland  was  about  a million  and  a half 
sterling  last  year ; do  you  agree  with  him  ? — I 
could  not  go  into  figures  like  that,  but  the  loss 
from  Ballinasloe  was  very  large. 

6636.  You  do  not  think  that  restrictions  should 
be  imposed  with  regard  to  that  disease  ? — I do 
not  think  that  they  would  be  any  advantage. 

6637.  The  restrictions  have  not  been  any  ad- 
vantage hitherto? — No,  certainly  not. 

6638.  You  would  not  like  to  see  restrictions 
imposed  with  a view  to  getting  rid  of  the  disease  ? 
— Certainly  not ; they  have  proved  of  no  use. 

6639.  You  think  that  the  present  restrictions 
have  proved  of  no  use? — Yes,  certainly. 

6640.  You  would  not  wish  to  try  to  stop  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  by  restrictions? — No,  the 
restrictions  were  very  strict  from  1868  to  1872, 
and  every  one  will  admit  that  the  greatest  loss 
ever  suffered  in  Ireland  was  in  1872,  that  is  last 
year,  when  we  were  under  restrictions. 

6641.  I cannot  quite  understand  why  you  think 
the  owners  of  cattle  are  not  in  favour  of  restric- 
tions with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia? — My 
own  private  opinion  is  that  I would  not  have  re- 
strictions. 

6642.  That  is  the  opinion  which  you  come  here 
to  give  to  this  Committee  ? — That  is  what  I have 
given  as  honestly  as  1 am  capable  of  giving  it. 

6643.  Are  you  yourself  against  restrictions  for 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I am. 

6644.  Mr.  Mon  sell.]  When  did  the  foot  and 


mouth  disease  break  out  upon  your  farm  k t 
year  ?— About  August ; there  were  a few  case- 
in August. 

6645.  Was  there  a very  great  increase  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  after  Balliimlfto 
fair  ? — There  was  very  great. 

6646.  Do  you  think  that  that  was  attributable 
at  all  to  Ballinasloe  fair? — Very  much  so. 

6647.  Were  there  any  restrictions  carried  out 

at  the  Ballinasloe  fair?— There  were  some  triflincr 
restrictions.  a 

6648.  W ere  the  animals  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  which  came  from  Ballinasloe  fair 
prevented  from  going  along  the  roads,  or  from 
going  into  railway  trucks,  or  from  goino-  throu^h- 
out  the  whole  of  Ireland  ? — The  restrictions  were 
carried  out  in  a very  moderate  way. 

6649.  If  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  had  been  prevented,  after  Ballinasloe  fair 
from  being  distributed  throughout  Ireland,  would 
there  have  been  that  great  amount  of  disease 
distributed  throughout  the  country  ? — I do 
not  see  how  any  other  course  could  have 
been  adopted  than  was  adopted. 

6650.  There  were  hardly  any  restrictions  at 
the  Ballinasloe  fair? — Hardly  any. 

6651.  And  the  result  of  there  being  no  re- 
strictions wras  that  the  disease  was  spread  very 
much  about  Ireland ; and  my  question  is  now, 
supposing  restrictions  had  existed,  if  for  instance, 
beasts  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  had 
been  prevented  from  going  to  Ballinasloe  fair, 
would  the  great  increase  of  disease,  which  you 
say  did  take  place  after  Ballinasloe  fair,  have 

• taken  place  ? — With  reference  to  the  extent 
of  the  disease,  I am  not  able  to  say;  but  my 
notion,  if  I may  be  allowed  to  give  an  opinion, 
was  this  : the  disease  commenced  very  late  in 
the  western  districts  of  Ireland,  and  1 for  one 
was  in  hopes  of  having  the  fair  of  Ballinasloe 
put  off'  for  a time,  and  then  it  was  said  that  that 
would  interfere  with  so  many  other  intersts  that 
that,  arrangement  could  not  be  carried  out.  There 
is  no  question  about  it  that  Ballinasloe  fair  did 
increase  the  disease  throughout  the  country. 

6652.  At  the  time  of  Ballinasloe  fair  you  were 
in  favour  of  restrictions  so  stringent  that  you 
would  have  been  inclined  to  put  a stop  to  Ballin- 
asloe fail'  altogether? — What'  I want  to  convey 
is  this,  that  we  graziers  are  perfectly  capable  of 
managing  the  diseases  of  cattle  upon  our  own 
lands ; wc  will  do  nothing  to  increase  the  disease 
of  cattle  upon  our  own  lands,  and  with  reference 
to  fairs  and  markets  it  is  proved  that  there 
can  be  no  restrictions  passed,  as  it  is  felt  that  the 
restrictions  have  failed ; therefore  I say,  the  less 
legislative  interference  we  have  with  it  the 
better. 

6653.  What  you  object  to,  as  I understand, 
is  the  failure  of  restrictive  measures ; you  do  not 
say  that  if  restrictive  measures  could  be  effi- 
ciently carried  out  you  would  not  approve  of 
them  ? — I would  not  approve  of  any  measures. 

6654.  With  regard  to  the  free  movement  of 
Irish  animals  affected  with  infectious  and  conta- 
gious diseases,  you  were  asked  whether  you 
would  allow  the  same  freedom  to  foreign  animals, 
and  you  say  not ; but  if  there  is  to  he  no  restric- 
tion at  all  in  Ireland,  while  restrictions  east  in 
England,  do  you  not  think  that  the  English  an 
Scotch  people  would  fairly  insist  upon  Ireland 
being  treated  as  a foreign  country  in  this  re- 
spect ? — I believe  that  the  English  and  bcotc 
people  would  have  the  same  regard  for  Ireland 
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as  we  have  for  England,  and  we  are  convinced  is  no  restriction  in  Ireland,  to  be  brought  over  to 
that  the  regulations  have  not  improved  the  trade  England  where  restrictions  exist?— Mv  idea  is 
of  either  England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland.  that  if  the  restrictions  are  carried  on  very  lorn* 

6655.  But  do  you  think  the  English  people  you  will  find  that  both  countries  will  very  mate- 
ff0uld  be  content  to  allow  Irish  beasts,  if  there  rially  suffer.  J 


Professor  Thomas  Baldwin,  : 

6656.  Chairman .]  We  are  informed  that  you 
wish  to  make  a correction  in  some  of  your  pre- 
vious answers ; if  there  is  any  answer  which 
you  made,  which  you  do  not  wish  to  stand  as  your 
final  answer,  we  are  quite  glad  that  you  should 
make  it,  but  we  can  hardly  receive  from  you 
arguments  in  favour  of  what  you  have  previously 
stated,  or  any  arguments  with  regard  to  the 
evidence  of  subsequent  witnesses ; is  there  any 
answer  which  you  gave  when  you  were  first 
examined,  which  you  wish  to  correct? — The  ex- 
planation which  I gave  in  reference  to  my  own 
scheme  I find  has  not  been  understood  by  the 
public,  if  I may  judge  by  the  witnesses  here  to 
day. 

6657.  What  correction  would  you  wish  to  make 
in  your  evidence  ? — I wish  to  give  as  an  alterna- 
tive a modification  of  the  scheme,  and  I am  quite 
sure  that  you  will  permit  me  to  explain  it  as  I go 
along.  You  can  stop  me  if  you  object  to  it,  but 
I think  it  is  very  material  indeed.  The  point  is 
this.  The  Irish  cattle  trade  reduces  itself,  as 
regards  Ireland,  to  the  sale  of  store  stock  by  the 
growers  of  them  to  the  graziers.  The  system 
may  be  described  thus : One  lot  of  the  beasts, 
varying  from  one-third  to  close  about  one-half 
the  beasts,  are  bought  in  October  and  put  upon 
the  land ; about  one-third  of  the  beasts  are  bought 
at  the  great  April  and  May  fair,  and  then  put 
upon  the  land,  and  the  remainder  are  bought  in 
tne  summer.  Now  the  first  lot  which  are  put 


e-called ; and  further  Examined. 

upon  the  land  in  October  go  out  in  May  and 
.Tune.  The  second  lot  go  out  during  the  summer. 
Then  the  only  difficulty, has  far  as  the  Irish  agri- 
cultural interest  is  this : how  are  the  farmers  to 
sell  the  remaining  third,  and  how  are  the  gra- 
ziers to  buy  ? 

6658.  You  must  not  enter  into  a defence  of 
your  scheme.  Yhni  made  a certain  proposition, 
and  if  you  wish  to  replace  that  by  another  pro- 
position the  Committee  will  be  glad  to  hear  it?— 
It  is  an  alternative  proposition. 

6659.  What  is  the  proposition  which  you  wish 
to  lay  before  the  Committee  ? — The  proposition 
is  this : originally  I proposed  to  stop  all  fairs  and 
markets  for  a period,  as  I said,  of  six  weeks  to 
begin  with.  I did  not  expect  that  any  proposi- 
tion would  receive  the  support  it  has  from  the 
Committee  and  from  others.  I knew  that  it  was 
a very  comprehensive  scheme.  The  alternative 
proposition  I now  wish  to  make  is  this  : that  in- 
stead of  applying  the  rule  to  all  Ireland,  I pro- 
pose to  divide  the  country  into  a number  of  police 
districts,  and  to  carry  out  the  scheme  in  each  of 
these  which  is  infected.  I have  pnt  it  into  the 
form  of  a memorandum  which  the  Committee  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

6660.  If  you  have  made  that  proposition  in  the 
form  of  a memorandum,  there  is  nothing  more 
that  we  require;  you  have  stated  all  that  in 
your  memorandum  ? — I have. 
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Thursday,  15  th  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM 


Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 


EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Peter  O’Neill,  called  in  ; and  Examined. 


Mr>  6661.  Mr.  Callan.']  Yoo  are  the  Seci'etary  to 
P.  O’Neill,  the  Drogheda  Steam  Packet  Company  ? — I am. 

6662.  And  you  have  had  large  experience  as 

J5  May  such,  extending  over  what  period  ? — Ten  years. 

1873.  6663.  You  have  had  experience  in  the  conduct 

of  the  cattle  exporting  trade  ? — Yes,  I have. 

6664.  Drogheda,  I believe,  is  a natural  outlet 
for  exporting  the  cattle  from  the  richest  portions 
of  Ireland  ? — Yes,  it  is. 

6665.  From  Meath,  and  the  eastcrnaud northern 
portions  of  Westmeath,  and  the  southern  portions 
of  Louth? — Yes,  we  take  the  principal  part  of 
the  cattle  from  those  districts. 

6666.  Next  to  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam  Packet 
Company,  1 believe,  that  the  Drogheda  Company 
is  the  largest  cattle  carrying  company  trading  to 
Liverpool? — We  are. 

6667.  You  have  six  vessels,  I believe  ? — Wo 
have  six  vessels. 

6668.  And  the  average  tonnage  is  what? — 
. About  300  tons  register. 

6669.  What  is  the  average  passage?  — The 
average  passage  is  about  11  hours. 

6670.  How  are  the  holds  of  your  vessels  divi- 
ded for  the  conveyance  of  cattle  ? — They  are 
divided  into  pens ; we  have  iron  stanchions  and 
shifting  boards,  by  which  we  can  make  a pen  to 
hold  any  number  of  cattle ; pens  to  hold  seven 
or  10,  as  the  case  may  be. 

6671.  With  regard  to  overcrowding,  does  not 
it  so  happen  that  the  spaces  occupied  by  the 
cattle  are  invariably  the  same,  whether  the  cargo 
be  a large  or  a small  one  ? — We  would  fill  a pen ; 
we  would  put  seven  beasts  into  a pen  made  for 
seven  beasts,  although  we  had  no  other  cattle  in 
the  hold. 

6672.  I believe,  in  the  last  three  years,  you 
have  carried  upwards  of  630,000  head  of  live 
stock  ? — Yes,  that  return  is  correct. 

6673.  And  carried  them  without  any  complaint 
of  the  ventilation  of  the  vessel? — We  have  never 
had  a complaint  of  defective  ventilation. 

6674.  And  in  the  three  years  during  which 
you  carried  upwards  of  630,000  head  of  cattle, 
you  have  never  had  one  single  case  of  loss 
by  suffocation,  defective  ventilation,  or  over- 
crowding ? — No. 


6675.  These  figures  consist  of  3,800  horses, 
113,000  pigs,  60,000  store  cattle,  126,000  fat 
cattle,  208,000  sheep,  and  110,000  lambs;  are 
those  figures  correct? — Yes,  that  is  an  extract 
from  the  books  made  by  our  officers.  (The  Table 
was  handed  in,  vide  Appendix.') 

. 6676.  With  the  competition  for  the  cattle 
traffic  in  your  district,  and  the  through  rates  and 
facilities  by  railway,  is  it  not  your  interest  to 
prevent  overcrowding,  and  to  ventilate  as  well  as 
possible,  and  to  afford  every  accommodation  to 
the  dealers? — Yes,  we  could  not  otherwise  com- 
pete with  the  other  companies.  The  London 
and  North  Western  and  other  companies  come 
into  every  district  with  us,  and  we  could  not 
compete  with  them  unless  we  gave  the  same 
facilities  ; in  fact,  I think,  we  have  to  give  better 
facilities. 

6677.  Your  company  have  a large  interest  in- 
volved in  the  cattle  trade,  and  therefore  youkeep 
the  vessels  in  first-class  order? — Yes,  we  keep 
them  in  excellent  order. 

6678.  What  is  the  average  depth  of  each  hold? 
—There  are  8 feet  between  the  decks;  16  feet 
is  the  depth  of  the  two  holds ; it  would  be  8 feet 
less  the  thickness  of  the  deck-planks. 

6679.  From  7 feet  10  inches  to  8 feet  ?-— Yes, 
that  would  be  about  the  height. 

6680.  Your  advertised  sailings  are  four  days  a 

week  from  January  to  August? — Yes,  four  days 
a week.  , 

6681.  And  the  remainder  of  the  year,  five  days' 
— Yes. 

6682.  Frequently,  as  pressure  occurs,  do  you 
not  even  send  out  three  or  four  steamers  at  t e 
same  time? — Yes,  we  often  sail  four  steamers 
upon  the  same  tide,  and  we  often  have  a steamer 
which  will  come  in  and  go  back  upon  the  same 
tide. 

6683.  You  are  obliged  frequently,  are  you 
not,  to  send  an  additional  boat  upon  bunday 
mornings  for  the  Manchester  market?—!^ 
we  sometimes  run  on  Sunday  mornings,  m 
months  of  October  and  November.  . 

6684.  Before  those  regulations  came  xMJ 
you  not  at  all  times,  upon  the  discharge  °t 0 , 
at  Liverpool,  thoroughly  cleanse  and  wasn 
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water  your  vessels,  so  as  to  prepare  them  for  the 
reception  of  the  return  traffic? — Yes;  we  are 
obliged,  the  instant  the  cattle  are  discharged  at 
Liverpool,  to  wash  and  dry  up  the  holds,  because 
we  convey  very  costly  merchandise  from  Liver- 
pool, to  Drogheda,  which  might  lie  [damaged  by 
any  water  which  might  be  left  in  the  hold. 

6685.  Therefore  you  thoroughly  cleanse  your 
vessels  ? — Yes,  we  do. 

6686.  In  addition  to  cleansing,  you  also  disin- 
fect with  commercial  carbolic  acid  ? — Yes. 

6687.  And  what  you  object  to  in  that  Order 
of  the  Council  is  whitewashing  ? — Yes;  we  object 
to  whitewashing  in  the  busy  season  when  it  is 
impracticable. 

6688.  You  object  to  it,  first,  as  unnecessary ; 
next,  as  obstructive ; and  thirdly,  as  injurious  ? 
—We  do. 

6689.  It  is  unnecessary,  because  you  consider 
that  washing  with  water  and  cai'bolic  acid,  and 
then  drying,  to  be  equally  efficacious?— Yes; 
I do. 

6690.  As  having  been  practically  concerned  in 
the  cattle  trade  for  the  last  10  years,  do  you  con- 
sider that  washing  with  saltwater,  and  thoroughly 
cleansing  the  hold  with  cloths,  is  as  efficacious  as 
whitewashing?— Yes;  and  in  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Dominic  Corrigan,  our  system  of  cleansing  the 
vessels  was  better  than  the  one  now  in  force  by 
Order  in  Council. 

6691.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  What  Order  in  Council 
are  you  referring  to? — It  is  an  Order  in  Ire- 
land. 

6692.  Mr.  Cnl/ari.']  I believe  you  are  one  of 
the  deputation  that  went  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  with  regard  to  this  whitewashing 
order  ? — I was. 

6693.  All  persons  connected  with  the  steam 
trade  in  Ireland,  were  unanimous  in  objecting  to 
whitewashing  upon  the  same  grounds  that  you 
object  to  it? — Nearly  all  the  leading  merchants 
of  Dublin  were.  That  deputation  consisted  of 
20  gentlemen,  and  the  two  Members  for  the 
county  and  two  for  the  city  were  there. 

6694.  If  the  whitewashing  order  is  strictly 
carried  out,  it  is  obstructive,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  obstruct  the  traffic ; no  steamer  could 
sail  upon  the  return  tide? — No  steamer  could 
sail  upon  the  return  tide,  and  if  you  got  in  three 
steamers  in  the  morning  you  could  not  sail  the 
following  evening,  if  you  have  to  disinfect  in  the 
■way  prescribed  ; we  can  do  it  now,  because  the 
trade  is  very  slack. 

6695.  With  reference  to  whitewashing  being 
injurious,  all  your  vessels  are  iron  steamers,  are 
they  not? — Yes,  they  are. 

6696.  And  every  practical  man  connected  with 
your  company,  all  the  captains,  and  mates,  and 
engineers,  object  to  the ' ironwork  being  white- 
washed, do  they  not? — -Yes. 

6697.  And  do  they  remonstrate  ? — Y es,  we  had 
the  opinion  of  engineers  of  great  eminence  from 
the  Clyde,  aud  they  say  that  it  is  very  injurious, 
and  that  a vessel  will  not  live  half  her  time  in 
consequence  of  it. 

6698.  That  is  in  consequence  of  the  chemical 
effte  ^'”eS,  conse<lueiloe  °*  chemical 

”699.  The  fat  cattle  and  sheep  which  are  ex- 
ported by  your  vessels  are  for  the  Liverpool  and 
Manchester  markets  exclusively,  are  they  not? — 
l ea,  they  are  exclusively  for  the  Liverpool  and 
Manchester  Markets. 

67^-  Where  are  the  store  cattle  principally 


sent  to  ? — To  Peterborough  and  St.  Ives  (those 
are  the  markets  which  they  are  principally  sold 
at) ; we  send  a good  deal  to  Lynn. 

6701.  We  have  heard  a good  deal  about  the 
cattle  dealers  overcrowding  the  trucks  with 
cattle ; the  owners  of  store  cattle,  which  go  up 
to  Peterborough  and  St.  Ives,  generally  accom- 
pany their  cattle,  do  they  not? — Yes,  the  owners 
always  accompany  their  cattle. 

6702.  You  have  crossed  with  your  vessels 
frequently  to  Liverpool,  have  you  not? — I have. 

6703.  Have  you  remarked  that  the  men  are 
careful  in  their  attendance  upon  their  beasts  ? — 
I never  saw  a more  careful  set  of  men  in  iny  life. 
The  cattle  that  the  owners  take  over  with  them 
represent  their  capital,  and  it  is  their  interest  to 
get  them  into  the  market  in  as  good  condition  as 
they  can. 

6704.  The  cattle  arrive  at  Liverpool  in  the 
morning,  do  they  not? — The  cattle  arrive  in 
Liverpool  generally  in  the  morning. 

6705.  Then  they  have  some  hours’  rest  before 
they  go  off  by  rail  ? — The  average  is  nine  hours. 

6706.  That  would  be  quite  sufficient  time  for 
them  to  be  fed  and  watered,  —Quite  sufficient. 

6707.  What  are  the  traffic  regulations  as 
regards  the  loading  of  the  cattle  in  trucks?— 
The  maximum  number  of  fat  cattle  allowed  in  a 
12-feet  waggon  is  eight  fat  and  10  lean  cattle,  or 
store  cattle,  and  a proportionate  number  in  the 
other  sized  waggons ; there  are  14,  16,  and  18 
feet  waggons. 

6708.  With  regard  to  the  holds  of  your  vessels ; 
are  they  considered  equal  to  the  deck  for  the  con- 
veyance of  cattle  ? — It  is  the  general  opinion  of 
experienced  men  that  the  hold  is  the  better  place 
of  the  two. 

6709.  You  have  lar^e  yards  at  Drogheda  for 
the  reception  of  stock  b’efore  embarkation,  have 
you  not  ?— Yes,  we  have  three  large  yards;  two 
of  them  about  300  feet  long  by  240  feet  wide. 

6710.  As  far  as  this  matter  goes,  you  have,  I 

3ose,  an  equal  knowledge  of  Dundalk;  the 
for  the  reception  of  cattle  at  Dundalk  is 
equal  to  yours,  is  it  not  ? — They  have  excellent 
accommodation  at  Dundalk ; it  is  their  own 
private  property ; the  quay  is  their  own  private 
property. 

6711.  Have  you  seen  any  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia shipped  by  your  vessels? — Yes,  up 
to  about  four  years  ago  cattle  used  to  be  shipped 
at  Drogheda  to  Liverpool  affected  with  lung 
disease. 

6712.  Dor  the  last  four  years  you  have  not 
seen  any  cases  of  it?  - We  do  not  permit  them  to 
come  near  the  premises. 

6713.  Nor  would  you  permit  any  cattle  having 
foot  and  mouth  disease  to  come  on  board  ship  ? — 
No,  our  men  have  strict  orders  not  to  allow 
animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  to 
come  near  the  premises. 

6714.  Would  you  recommend  the  precaution 
which  was  adopted  during  the  rinderpest, 
namely,  that  a duly  qualified  person  should  be 
placed  at  each  port  of  shipment  to  examine  your 
animals  ? — I think  it  would  be  very  desirable. 

6715.  Five  years  ago  at  Drogheda,  when  the 
cattle  plague  was  in  existence,  you  did  so? — Yes, 
a duly  qualified  surgeon  was  placed  at  the  port, 
and  no  cattle  went  into  the  yard  without  first 
being  examined. 

6716.  And  your  official  would,  as  a matter  of 
duty  direct  his  attention  to  any  suspicious  case? 
— a es,  he  would. 

m m 4 6717.  Would 
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6717.  Would  you  recommend  that  the  police, 
instead  of  having  the  power  that  they  have  at 
present,  should  be  empowered  to  report  to  this 
duly  qualified  surgeon  to  direct  his  attention  to 
any  animal  which  appeared  diseased,  and  request 
him  to  examine  such  animal  ? — It  would  be  much 
better  for  all  parties. 

6718.  I believe  tbe  directors  of  your  company 
were  the  largest  cattle  feeders  and  exporters  in 
the  district? — I believe  they  are  some  of  the 
largest  feeders  in  Ireland. 

6719.  With  regard  to  the  restrictions,  although 
it  does  not  quite  come  within  the  scope  of  your 
examination,  you  are  prepared  to  recommend  the 
immediate  slaughter  of  any  beast  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia,  rinderpest,  or  sheep-pox  ? — I 
am.  I would  recommend  the  slaughter  of  cattle  at 
present  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia. 

6720.  I believe  you  would  be  in  favour  of 
giving  compensation  to  the  owners  who  would 
report  cattle  so  affected  ?■ — Yes,  I think  so. 

6721.  As  an  encouragement  to  them? — It 
would  tend  to  prevent  them  concealing  the 
disease. 

6722.  You  would  absolutely  prevent  the  ex- 
portation of  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — Yes,  I would. 

6723.  You  believe  that  no  grazier  or  owner  of 
cattle  would  ship  stock  knowing  it  to  be  so 
affected  ? — No  grazier  having  regard  to  his  own 
interest  would  ship  such  stock,  because  he  dare 
not  exhibit  them  at  the  market  upon  the  other 
side  of  the  water. 

6724.  You  have  seen  the  report  of  Mr. 
J enkins,  have  you  not  ? — I have  read  it. 

6725.  In  which  report  he  made  some  cutting 
allusions  to  your  company.  At  page  18  of  his 
report  he  states,  " That  the  evil  reputation  which 
Drogheda  has  recently  acquired  as  a nest  of  ‘ dis- 
temper,’ would  have  induced  the  authorities  to 
send  an  inspector  to  the  fair  there.”  Now,  having 
had  experience  during  the  last  10  years,  and 
more  especially  during  the  last  five  years,  are  you 
aware  of  any  reason  why  such  a serious  charge 
should  be  made  against  your  port? — Not  the 
slightest. 

6726.  You  look  upon  such  a report  as  this 
being;  sent  among  the  English  cattle  dealing 
public,  as  being  injurious  ? — Most  injurious ; I 
think  it  is  nothing  less  than  a calumny. 

6727.  At  page  47  of  Mr.  Jenkin’s  report,  ho 
states  that,  “Although  live  stock  are  carried  on 
deck  as  well  as  in  the  holds,  the  owners  much 
prefer  the  former  method;”  is  that  the  case? — 
The  contrary  is  the  fact. 

6728.  Then  he  says  that,  " The  preference  is 
generally  given  to  sheep  and  pigs,  except  when 
a very  large  or  liberal  consignor  secures  it  for 
his  beasts ; ” have  you  ever  had  an  application 
from  a large  and  liberal  consignor  to  secure  the 
deck  for  his  beasts  ? — I have  never  had  an  appli- 
cation of  the  kind  for  the  last  10  years. 

6729.  Therefore-  it  is  not  advantageous  to 
secure  a deck  passage  for  cattle  ?— It  is  not  ad- 
vantageous to  secure  the  deck  passage  for 
cattle. 

6730.  Then  the  report  goes  on:  "The  officer 
of  the  watch  on  one  of  the  steamers  plying  be- 
tween Drogheda  and  Liverpool,  a passage  of 
about  12  hours,  told  me  that  the  cattle  on  the 
deck  would  fetch  in  the  market  at  least  1 Z.  per 
head  more  than  they  would  have  done  if  they  had 
been  in  the  hold,  whereas  the  charge  for  convey- 
ance was  lesB  than  half  this  sum ; ” do  you  think 


that  this  was  seriously  said,  or  do  vou  thint  u 
was  "chaffing”?-!  flunk  there  must  have  been 
some  wag  playing  upon  lnm.  I investigated  that 
case.  Mr.  J enkins  passed  over  on  one  of  our 
steamers  on  the  26th  of  August,  and  neither  the 
captain,  nor  the  mate,  nor  the  second  officer,  had 
any  knowledge  of  meeting  such  a man : such  in- 
quiries as  he  states  were  never  made  of  them- 
one  bullock-man,  in  charge  of  the  cattle,  recol- 
lects a man  of  the  appearance  of  a pig-jobber* 
going  down  in  the  hold  with  a thermometer  in  his 
hand ; in  fact,  neither  of  them  knew  whether  it 
was  a thermometer  or  not;  Mr.  Jenkins  all  this 
time  was  in  the  cabin,  and  he  did  not  go  into  the 
hold  during  the  voyage ; that  is  illustrated  by 
referring  to  the  temperature  which  he  records 
in  the  report. 

6731.  He  speaks  of  the  temperature,  and  also 
he  recommends  a new  patent  ventilating  ap- 
paratus, capable  of  injecting  4,500  cubic  feet  of 
air.  I believe  that  that  vessel  is  the  newest  of 
your  vessels  ’! — The  “ Colleen  Bawn  ” had  one  of 
these  apparatuses. 

6732.  How  did  that  work? — It  did  not  work 
well  at  all ; she  is  a splendid  ship,  and  we  had 
this  ventilating  apparatus  in  her  for  three  months, 
and  we  had  continual  complaints  that  it  was  not 
working  right,  and  we  had  to  throw  it  out. 

6733.  And  you  returned  to  the  old  plan  ?— 
Yes,  we  did.  • 

6734.  Which  plan  you  find  gives  perfect  satis- 
faction ? — Yes. 

6735.  Do  you  think  it  is  a matter  seriously 
affecting  shipowners,  no  mattter  how  perfect  dis- 
infecting may  be,  to  be  obliged  to  use  whitewash, 
as  being  injurious  to  the  iron? — It  is  injurious  to 
the  iron,  and  uttci'ly  impracticable ; in  fact,  if  we 
were  sailing  four  boats  which  came  in  this  morn- 
ing, and  had  to  go  out  in  the  evening,  we  could 
not  get  men  enough  in  the  neighbourhood  to  com- 
ply with  that  order. 

6736.  During  the  last  five  years,  have  there 
been  any  complaints  of  bad  ventilation  by  any 
shipper  of  cattle  ? — We,  of  course,  have  com- 
plaints sometimes;  if  there  were  a very  bad 
market  in  Liverpool,  they  would  complain  that 
the  cattle  had  not  arrived  in  such  condition  as 
usual,  but  then  we  arc  in  a position  to  explain 
the  company  is  not  in  fault. 

6737.  Sir  H.  3elwin-Ibbctson.~]  Can  you  give 

me  the  date  of  the  Council  Order,  insisting  upon 
whitewashing ; is  it  a new  order  ? — It  was  issued 
to  come  into  operation  upon  the  1st  of  January 
last,  and  then  a deputation  waited  upon  Lord 
II artington,  and  he  said  that  the  expostulations 
upon  the  part  of  the  Steam  Packet  Company 
and  the  graziers  were  very  reasonable,  and  mat 
they  would  be  attended  to,  and  that  no  further 
steps  would  he  taken  in  the  matter  until  the 
deputation  was  advised  of  it.  The  next  advice 
we  got  was,  that  four  policemen  were  told  on 
to  see  the  order  carried  out  at  the  port  of  Drog- 
heda. T , 

6738.  You  would  infer  from  that,  that  Lora 
Hartington  found  it  necessary  to  enforce  tna 
order  ? — Lord  Hartington  said  that  he  ya 
obliged  to  do  so;  that  he  was  pressed  by  “ 
Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  England  to 
some  measures  to  satisfy  theix  applications. 

6739.  Your  objection  to  whitewashing,  J-  s r 
pose,  principally  arises  to  the  delays  cause  j 
the  process  ? — My  objection  to  whitewashing  > 
in  the  first  place,  because  it  is  injurious  to 
iron,  and  in  the  next  place,  because  we  c®, 
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perform  the  whitewashing.  We  cannot  white- 
wash all  our  steamers ; we  would  not  get  so 
many  men  in  the  neighbourhood  as  would  white- 
wash four  steamers  in  a day,  that  is,  in  the  har- 
vest time. 

6740.  That  is  to  say,  that  it  is  a question  of  ex- 
pense in  doing  it  ? — No,  it  is  not  much  expense. 

1 6741.  What  I mean  by  that  is,  that  if  you 
can  get  a certain  number  of  men  to  whitewash 
one  steamer,  adding  double  the  number  of  men, 
they  will  whitewash  two  steamers,  and  therefore 
it  is  only  a question  of  labour  to  get  the  work 
done? — We  do  not  object  to  the  expense;  our 
steamer  “Lord  Athlumney”  came  from  Liver- 
pool, and  the  sides  of  the  vessel  were  varnished 
and  painted  like  this  table,  and  before  a beast 
was  allowed  to  go  on  board  the  vessel,  we  had  to 
send  the  whitewashers  to  put  the  whitewash  over 
all  this  varnish.  We  considered  that  it  would 
be  very  much  better  to  have  the  vessel  painted, 
and  to  have  a smooth  surface,  from  which  in- 
fectious matter  could  be  easily  washed  off,  instead 
of  whitewashing  it 

6742.  You  do  not  think  there  would  be  a pos- 
sibility of  the  seeds  of  infection  attaching  them- 
selves to  the  sides  of  the  varnish  which  remained 
for  a permanency? — We  would  rather  wash 
with  water,  mixed  with  the  necessary  acids,  which 
we  think  sufficient  to  remove  any  infection  from 
the  surface. 

6743.  And  you  think  that  that  is  a3  effective 
as  whitewash? — Yes,  and  so  did  Sir  Dominic 
Corrigan,  and  other  chemists. 

6744.  But  Government  do  not  agree  with 
those  gentlemen,  because  they  have  suggested 
that  this  order  should  be  carried  out? — I believe 
that  that  suggestion  emanated  from  the  Veteri- 
nary Department ; 1 do  not  believe  that  it  came 
from  the  chemists.  I believe  Professor  Fer- 
guson has  recommended  that. 

6745.  You  have  no  record  of  infected  beasts 
being  carried  in  your  ships  before  and  after  that 
order  came  into  force? — We  have  carried  none 
since  that  order  came  into  force ; we  have  carried 
none  for  the  last  five  years.  The  directors  of 
the  Drogheda  Steam  Packet  Company  are  very 
largely  interested  in  the  cattle  trade,  and  inde- 
pendently of  any  order,  they  are  very  careful  for 
their  own  protection. 

6746.  I want  to  know  simply  with  regard  to 
what  you  said  just  now  about  the  preference 
given  to  places  in  the  hold  over  the  deck ; we 
had  it  in  evidence  the  other  day  from  a large  Irish 
farmer,  and  also  exporter  of  cattle,  who  stated  a 
very  contrary  opinion ; he  stated  that  he  travelled 
with  his  own  cattle,  and  lie  exported  a very  large 
number,  and  that  the  deck  was  an  infinitely  pre- 
ferable and  . more  healthy  mode  of  transporting 
them  than  if  they  were  put  into  the  hold that 
was  between  Belfast  and  Glasgow  ? — The  Belfast 
boats  have  not  such  a depth  of  hold  as  our  boats. 
Boats  which  are  made  to  answer  the  double  purpose, 
nassenger  and  cattle  traffic,  would  not  be  so  com- 
fortable for  the  conveyance  of  cattle  as  boats 
built  exclusively  for  that  purpose ; our  boats  are 
built  for  the  trade,  and  when  I say  that  there 
a*e  e’ght  feet  from  floor  to  floor,  the  ventilation  of 
the  hold  would  be  quite  satisfactory. 

6747.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  it  is  warmer  on 
deck  ? — No,  I do  not  mean  to  say  that,  but  I 
mean  that  the  lower  hold  of  the  vessel  is  as  cool 
as  the  main  deck. 

, 6748.  But  by  being  carried  on  the  main  deck 
the  animals  have  the  advantage  of  any  air  that 


there  may  be? — I have  frequently  gone  to  the  Mr. 
hold  when  the  ship  was  loaded,  and  the  cattle  P.  O'Neill, 

were  as  cool  in  the  lower  hold  as  on  the  main  

deck.  15  May 

6749.  Is  your  evidence  with  reference  to  the  1 8'3- 
preference  for  the  hold,  or  not  objecting  to  the 

hold,  as  against  the  deck,  derived  from  your  own 
experience,  or  from  the  representations'of  cattle 
dealers  ? — I am  often  applied  to  for  a berth  be- 
tween decks. 

6750.  By  the  drovers  or  the  owners  of  stock? 

— By  the  owners  of  store  cattle. 

6751.  Because  that  is  contrary  evidence  to 
what  we  have  had  given  with  regard  to  the 
owners  who  came  before  us? — The  largest  ex- 
porters of  store  cattle  in  Ireland,  I think,  ship  at 
Drogheda ; and  I was  informed,  since  I came  to 
London,. that  reference  was  made  to  Mr.  Vincent, 
of  Norwich,  and  Mr.  Finner,  who  buy  in  Peter- 
borough and  St.  Ives  markets;  I believe  they 
regularly  buy  about  a thousand  beasts  a week, 
and  they  stated  that  the  cattle  brought  from  the 
port  of  Drogheda  are  as  good  as  those  that  come 
from  any  part  of  the  country,  and  generally  better 
than  from  other  Irish  ports. 

6752.  What  is  the  average  voyage? — We  do. 
it  in  about  11  hours;  we  have  vessels  which 
could  do  it  in  nine  hours,  but  the  tides  will  not 
allow  them  to  do  it. 

6753.  Is  there  any  great  difference  between 
you,  comparing  your  line  with  the  Belfast  and 
Glasgow  line? — The  Belfast  and  Glasgow  line, 
taking  the  run  up  the  Clyde,  I think,  is  a longer 
line  ; I have  travelled  on  the  Belfast  boats;  they 
are  not  such  good  cattle  boats  as  ours. 

6754.  Do  you  suppose  that  'in  the  hold  it 
would  he  more  difficult  to  provide  a proper 
amount  of  air  in  hot  weather  for  cattle  confined 
there  ? — But  you  will  understand  that  the  cattle 
trade  is  principally  carried  on  from  the  mouth  of 
September  to  the  month  of  January;  for  instance, 
take  last  winter,  it  was  unusually  severe  ; holds 
were  then  much  safer  for  cattle. 

6755.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  cattle  trade 
is  confined  to  those  months  from  the  port  of 
Drogheda  ? — Yes;  we  lay  up  two  of  our  boats  at 
this  time  of  year,  and  we  have  to  put  on  two 
extra  boats  in  September. 

6756.  According  to  your  list  I see  that  the 
exportation  of  fat  cattle  is  nearly  double  wliat  it 
is  of  store  cattle  ? — Yes. 

6757.  The  consequence  is  that  your  trade  is 
principally  a fat  cattle  trade? — Yes;  you  have 
the  figures  tliere. 

6758.  That  would  account  for  its  being  slack 
in  this  month  ? — Yes. 

6759.  Do  you  know  that,  with  regard  to  the 
Orders  in  Council  in  Ireland,  cattle  imported 
into  Ireland  are  subject  to  an  order  that  if  found 
to  he  diseased  on  landing,  they  may  he  seized  as 
contraband  by  the  Customs? — I do  not  know  that, 
hut  there  was  an  order  made  prohibiting  the  im- 
portation of  cattle  some  three  or  four  years 
since. 

6760.  But  I am  alluding  to  the  exportation  of 
cattle  from  England ; there  is  a power  of  seizing 
a diseased  animal  as  contraband  upon  its  arrival 
in  Ireland,  are  you  aware  of  that  ? — I am  not 
aware  of  that,  we  have  not  carried  any;  we 
issued  orders  to  take  no  cattle  from  England, 
and  we  have  taken  none  for  the  last  three 
years. 

6761.  Would  you  think  that  the  making  of  a 
similar  order  with  regard  to  cattle  landing  in 

N N England 
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England  would  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  au- 
thorities, and  prevent  dealers  sending  diseased 
cattle  for  exportation,  if  they  were  liable  to  seizure 
on  lauding  if  they  were  found  to  be  diseased 
upon  arrival? — That  order  might  he  very  good, 
hut  I do  not  think  that  any  dealer  having  know- 
ledge that  his  cattle  were  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  would  take  them  across  the  Chan- 
nel, because  if  they  were  exhibited  in  the  Liver- 
pool Market  they  would  he  at  once  seized,  and 
if  they  took  them  up  the  country  they  could  not 
exhibit  them  for  sale,  and  the  cost  of  keeping 
them  until  they  recovered  would  be  nearly  twice 
the  price  of  the  beast. 

6762.  You  do  not  believe  that  any  cattle,  as 
soon  as  they  exhibit  disease,  are  sent  off? — I do 
not  believe  that  any  man,  knowing  that  his  cattle 
were  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  would 
ship  them. 

6763.  At  the  same  time  there  would  he  no 
objection  to  assimilating  the  regulations  with 
regard  to  exportation  in  England  with  those  in 
Ireland,  and  so  give  greater  security  to  seize  as 
contraband,  cattle  found  infected  on  landing  ? — 
I think  that  would  be  a great  hardship,  because 
this  disease  breaks  out  very  suddenly. 

6764.  But  it  is  a hardship  which  exists  in 
favour  of  Ireland,  and  I wanted  to  know  whether 
you  thought  that  that  regulation  might  be  applied 
to  the  other  side  of  the  water  ?— I do  not  know  ; 
of  course  if  a man  shipped  cattle  on  Saturday 
for  the  Liverpool  Market,  and  they  were  dis- 
covered to  be  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  on  Monday  morning,  it  would  be  a great 
hardship  to  seize  those,  cattle. 

6765.  I do  not  think  you  quite  understand 
my  point;  at  present  a clause  in  the  Act  of  the 
33rd  & 34th  Viet.,  chap.  36,  exists  in  Ireland,  to 
enable  the  Custom  House  authorities  to  seize  as 
contraband,  cattle  landed  in  -Ireland  from  Eng- 
land which  turn  out  to  be  diseased.  Section  5 
says,  “ If  any  person  lands,  or  attempts  to  land, 
in  any  port  or  place  in  Ireland,  or  ships,  or  at- 
tempts to  ship  from  any  port  or  place  in  Ireland 
to  any  port  of  England,  Wales,  or  Scotland,  any 
animal  or  thing  in  contravention  of  any  order 
under  this  Act,  such  animal  or  thing  shall  be 
forfeited  in  like  manner  as  goods  the  importa- 
tion whereof  is  prohibited  by  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  customs  are  liable  to  he  forfeited.” 
That  power  does  not  exist  with  regard  to  landing 
in  England,  and  what  I wanted  to  know  was, 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to  making 
a similar  regulation  with  regard  to  the  landing  of 
cattle  sent  from  Ireland  to  England,  and  whether, 
if  it  was  made,  it  would  not  be  an  additional  pro- 
tection to  England  against  the  importation  from 
Ireland  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — If  you  ex- 
clude foot  and  mouth  disease,  I think  there  could 
be  no  harm  in  such  a regulation. 

6766.  But  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  exists  in 
this  Act  with  regard  to  Ireland,  and  I wanted  to 
know  if  you  saw  any  objection  to  giving  us  the 
same  protection  against  the  importation  of  those 
diseases  from  Ireland  as  exists  by  this  Act 
against  the  importation  of  disease  into  Ireland  ? 
— I certainly  would  not  like  to  give  power  to 
6eize  and  slaughter  any  beast  having  only  foot 
and  mouth  disease. 

6767.  Then  you  mean  to  say  that  Ireland 
ought  to  have  die  preference  in  legislation,  as 
against  England,  in  this  respect? — No  ; I should 
say,  scratch  it  out  of  that  Act,  and  make  it 
even. 


6768.  Mr.  J.  Barclay .]  Referring  to  this 
question  about  the  seizure  of  diseased  cattle  i 
the  case  of  cattle  which  are  contraband  in  Ire- 
land, very  different  from  the  case  of  cattle  in  the 
United  Kingdom ; very  few  animals  required  to 
be  imported  into  Ireland;  is  not  that  the  case? 
— Very  few;  there  arc  only  a very  few  prize 
cattle  imported,  respecting  which  a ' declaration 
must  he  made  before  a magistrate  before  they 
can  bo  taken  over. 

6769.  And  with  regard  to  the  limited  number 
of  those  pedigree  cattle,  special  precautions  can 
be  taken  before  they  are  shipped,  and  which 
would  be  impracticable  in  carrying  on  a large 
trade,  such  as  that  which  comes  from  Ireland  to 
England  ? — I should  say  so. 

6770.  You  stated  that  you  had  not  seen  any 
case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  shipped  from  Ireland 
of  late  years? — I have  not  seen  any  case  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  shipped  from  Ireland  since  the 
prohibition  was  issued,  about  five  years  ago. 

6771.  Do  you  kuow  much  about  pleuro-pneu- 
monia?— No;  I do  not  pretend  to  have  much 
knowledge  of  it,  but  1 would  know  when  a beast 
was  sick. 

6772.  But  a beast  might  be  sick  of  something 
else  besides  pleuro-pneumonia? — But  we  have 
many  experienced  persons  upon  the  quay  of  more 
than  40  years’  experience  in  the  trade,  and  they 
would  point  it  out. 

6773.  Do  you  know  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, that  it  is  only  in  an  advanced  stage 
of  the  disease  that  it  will  manifest  itself  visibly, 
so  that  a good  many  cattle  labouring  under  the 
symptoms  of  the  disease  might  be  shipped  with- 
out your  knowing  it  at  all  ? — Yes,  putting  it  in 
that  way ; but  I do  not  think  that  any  person 
would  run  the  risk. 

6774.  What  risk  would  he  not  run? — The 
risk  of  sending  a diseased  beast  to  Liverpool. 

6775.  What  risk  does  the  owner  run  in  ship- 
ping an  animal  affected  with  pleuro  pneumonia 
in  the  first  stage  of  disease? — The  risk  of  seizure. 
The  police  seized  some  cattle  last  year  in  Liver- 
pool Market. 

6776.  What  were  those  animals  affected  with? 
— They  were  affected  with  disease.  I could  not 
say  what;  I believe  it  was  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

6777.  Foot  and  mouth  diseased  vi-ible  at  a 
very  early  stage  ; but  I am  speaking  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia ? — There  might  be  cases  in  an  inci- 
pient stage  shipped  without  attracting  our 
notice. 

6778.  How  do  you  decide  the  difference 
between  fat  and  store  cattle  ; what  is  your  test 
for  the  fat  animal,  and  what  is  your  test  fora 
store  animal  ? — That  is  easily  known  ; a store 
animal  is  a lean  beast ; there  is  no  difficulty  in 
distinguishing  a fat  beast  shipped  at  Drogheda 
from  a store  beast,  because  they  are  the  finest 
class  of  cattle  in  Ireland. 

6779.  Do  you  charge  different  rates  of  fare  for 
fat  and  store  animals  ? — Yes. 

6780.  Are  your  officials  informed  whether 
they  are  fat  or  store  animals? — Store  cattle  are 
always  booked  through  and  sent  on  at  through 
rates. 

6781.  Where  to?— To  their  destinations  in 
England ; a copy  of  the  rates  is  furnished  to  our 
officials  in  the  office  ; the  cattle  are  loaded  accor  - 
ing  to  a certain  scale  when  they  arrive  in  Liver- 
pool. Take,  for  instance,  a 12-foot  waggon ; a - 
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foot  waggon  has  eight  fat  beasts  allowed  to  it,  or 
10  store  beasts. 

6782.  Are  there  some  store  beasts  so  small, 
that  you  can  put  a dozen  into  one  truck  ? — Those 
would  be  small  calves. 

6783.  Do  you  include  calves  in  this  statement 
of  store  cattle  ? — Anything  under  a year  and  a 
half  we  should  say  was  a calf. 

6784.  And  that  is  called  a store  in  this  list  ? — 
Yes,  but  there  are  very  few  with  us ; I do  not 
believe  that  we  have  sent  200  of  them  from  Drog- 
heda. 

6785.  Those  cattle  are  principally  fattened, 
and  sent  across  as  fat,  and  not  as  store  animals, 
I believe  ? — They  are  sent  across  'as  fat ; there 
are  some  store  cattle  dealers,  and  other  men,  who 
have  farms  themselves,  although  they  are  called 
dealers,  who  go  into  this  trade  for  about  three  or 
four  months  m the  year. 

6786.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  these  store 
cattle  are  consigned  to  the  lairs  at  Liverpool,  or 
are  they  generally  put  into  railway  waggons  and 
sent  to  the  centre  of  England  ? — Those  cattle  are 
discharged  from  the  vessel  about  nine  in  the 
morning,  and  then  they  are  taken  to  Edgehill, 
where  they  are  put  upon  the  railway  trucks,  and 
before  that,  they  are  fed  and  watered,  and  pre- 
pared for  the  journey. 

6737.  Do  those  cattle  go  to  the  lairs  between 
leaving  your  steamers  and  being  put  into  the 
railway  trucks  ?— They  go  into  fields,  I think,  at 
Edgehill. 

6788.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  con- 
dition of  the  fields  or  lairs  in  which  those  cattle 
are  kept  at  Liverpool  ? — I do  not, 

6789.  Mr.  Dcnt.~\  How  are  they  taken  from 
the  steamer  to  Edgehill  ? —They  are  driven 
through  the  streets. 

6790.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  How  far  is  that?— It 
is  about  three  or  four  miles,  I think. 

6791.  Mr.  J.  Barclaij.~\  Those  animals  are 
not  shown  in  the  market  at  Liverpool,  I believe  ? 
—No;  store  cattle  are  never  exhibited  for  sale  in 
Liverpool. 

6792.  Do  you  never  send  store  cattle  to  Liver- 
pool ?— Never. 

6/93.  Only  fat  cattle? — We  only  send  fat 
cattle  to  Liverpool  and  Manchester;  those  are 
exclusively  fat  cattle  markets. 

6794.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  fat 
cattle  market  at  Liverpool  ?— I was  only  in  it 
twice  in  my  life, 

6795.  What  do  you  whitewash  with  ? — Lime, 
and  we  mix  it  with  the  required  quantity  of 
commercial  carbolic  acid. 

67o6‘  -xTIave  you  an  inside  skin  in  your  stea- 
mers?—No,  we  have  nothing  but  the  bare  iron; 
repaint  our  steamers  several  times  a year. 

Hi'-  Is  that  painted  with  red  lead  ?— Yes. 

6798.  Does  the  limewash  affect  the  paint?— 
o J,aVne  heard;  that  is  the  opinion  of 
, srs-  smith  & Leask,  the  eminent  engineers, 
kvo?  L0”  “ Lortl  A-tUmnney.”  g 
mil-  -T1?  woulli  ie  a matter  of 

WoHbeamatter  of  sijrfit ; does  it 
S?  off,toe  P™4  fr°!”  tron? — Yes,  the  cap- 

_ called  my  attention  to  it  where  it  was  doing 
la-L  ? o1®  S£ud  tbat  a steamer  which  would  have 
hWo  v ye-Lars  ,wi11  not  now  laat  10  since  this 
R«nn  b^g  bas  been  insisted  on. 
itself’  ?°eS.,the  Paint  come  off  sometimes  of 
tA®5  lf  you  do  not  make  £t  wel1  ^ will, 
is  il  can  y°u  determine  what  damage 
0 58  ’mewash,  and  what  amount  from 


careless  workmen  in  the  painting  ? — Before  I 
came  here  I made  inquiries,  and  the  captain  P. 
pointed  out  where  the  places  had  been  white- 
washed since  February,  and  the  skin  was  not  in  >■ 
the  same  state  at  all  that  it  would  have  been  in 
it  it  had  been  painted. 

6802.  Either  the  carbolic  aoitl  or  the  wliite- 
waah  had  affected  the  paint,  so  as  to  make  the 
iron  different  to  what  it  would  have  been  if  it 
nad  not  been  whitewashed  ? — Yes. 

6903.  Do  you  whitewash  the  holds? Yes 

and  the  bulwarks  inside. 

6804.  What  part  of  the  vessel  was  it  that  re- 
mained unwhitewashed  that  the  captain  showed 
to  you,  as  compared  with  the  part  that  had  been 
whitewashed  ? — There  was  none  of  it  that  was 
not  whitewashed,  and  he  scraped  off  the  white- 
wash to  show  the  effect  it  had. 

6805.  But  I understand  you  to  say  that  there 
was  a part  which  had  been  whitewashed,  and  a 
part  which  had  not  been  whitewashed  ?— Yes, 
there  is  a different  skin ; there  is  about  a foot  and 
a half  between  the  floor  and  the  keel,  which  is 
painted,  the  akin  of  which  had  a much  better 
appearauce  than  that  part  which  was  white- 
washed. 

6806.  Do  you  carry  cattle  in  your  lower  hold? 

— Yes. 

6807.  Have  you  ballast,  oris  it  water-ballast? 
—No,  we  carry  ballast ; our  vessels  have  a very 
broad  floor ; they  are  made  for  the  cattle  trade. 

6808.  What  depth  of  ballast  do  you  put  into 
them  ?— In  the  vessel  we  got  the  other  day,  the 
“ Lord  Athlumney,”  there  is  no  ballast  at  all, 
and  she  is  as  steady  as  a rock. 

6809.  Not  even  water-ballast  ? — Not  even 
water-ballast ; we  brought  home  some  pig-iron 
for  ballast,  but  we  found  it  was  not  necessary 
and  wc  took  it  out. 

6810.  Do  the  cattle  stand  upon  an  iron  floor? 

—No,  we  have  a wooden  floor  for  them.  I think 
if  those  cattle  boats  were  examined,  there  would 
he  a different  opinion  formed  of  them. 

6811. . A different  opinion  from  what? — From 
the  opinion  which  seems  to  be  entertained  about 
these  cattle  vessels ; they  are  supposed  to  be  of  an 
inferior  class. 

6812.  Are  you  referring  to  Mr.  Jenkins’s 
opinion  ? — I am. 

6813.  You  have  not  heard  any  opinion  ex- 
pressed here  upon  the  subject  ?— Mr.  Jenkins 
states  that  the  temperature  on  board  a vessel 
going  12  knots  an  hour,  was  70  degrees  on  the 
deck,  and  that  it  was  only  increased  by  10  degrees 
when  the  lower  hold  was  full  of  cattle. 

6814.  You  would  have  that  temperature  stand- 
ing close  to  the  funnel,  would  you  not?— Yes,  I 
think  so. 

6815.  If  you  have  time  to  disinfect,  why 
have  you  not  time  to  whitewash  ?— You  have  a 
donkey-engine  and  hose,  by  which  you  can 
apply  the  stuff.  Sir  Dominic  Corrigan  stated 
upon  the  occasion  that  I have  referred  to,  that 
whitewashing  was  not  considered  so  effectual  in 
preventing  the  spread  of  disease  as  it  had  been 
previously  thought  to  be.  He  said  that  it  was 
discontinued  in  hospitals  and  in  the  Navy. 

6816.  The  whitewashing  might  appear  to 
cover  the  infection  without  removing  it,  might  it 
not? — That  was  what  Sir  Dominic  Corrigan 
stated. 

6817.  Whereas  by  applying  water  and  carbolic 
acid  under  a considerable  pressure,  the  chances 
are  that  all  infectioti8  matter  would  be  cleared 

N N 2 away  ? 
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Mr.  away  ? — Yes;  when  you  do  that,  you  take  away 
P.  O’Neill  every  chance  of  a particle  of  infection  being 
left  about. 

J5May  6818.  Have  you  an  abundance  of  labour  to 
1873.  whitewash  all  your  steamers  at  one  time  ?— No; 

you  would  not  get  them  in  Drogheda  in  harvest 
time. 

6819.  Even  if  you  were  willing  to  do  it? — 
No  ; not  even  if  we  were  willing  to  do  it. . 

6820.  You  spoke  about  the  power  of  policemen 
as  compared  with  the  power  which  the  inspectors 
were  to  have?— On  Monday  last  we  had  a fair 
in  Drogheda,  and  one  of  our  vessels  came  in  hav- 
ing a very  large  cargo  of  grain.  "We  had  as 
many  men  discharging  the  grain  as  could  be 
possibly  employed,  and  then  we  turned  to  to  white- 
wash, and  a constable  came  down,  and  he  said  he 
thought  the  vessel  was  not  sufficiently  white- 
washed ; and  he  went  away  and  came  back  again. 
I said  that  we  would  do  it  no  better,  and 
that  I would  stay  the  vessel  before  anything 
more  would  be  done,  and  he  then  permitted  us 
to  load  the  vessel ; but  that  was  when  we 
had  not  time  to  load  the  ship,  and  we  lost  about 
50/.  by  sending  the  vessel  away  with  half 
a cargo ; we  disappointed  some  men  who  had 
come  over  to  buy  horses,  and  who  were  obliged 
to  wait  for  two  days  in  Drogheda  before  they 
could  ship  them. 

6821.  You  think  the  policeman  was  not  right 
in  his  statement? — I do  ; but  we  dared  not  put  a 
beast  on  board  until  he  certified  that  it  had  been 
done  sufficiently. 

6822.  How  long  did  the  policeman  stop  the 
loading  of  the  vessel  ? — Three  hours. 

6823.  It  is  a tidal  harbour,  is  it  not? — It  is. 

6824.  How  many  hours  have  you  to  load  and 
unload  ? — I should  think  about  four  hours;  that  is 
if  we  are  going  to  make  a pier  head  run,  but  wo 

° have  a 12  hours’  in  the  other  case. 

6825.  You  can  come  in  and  go  out  within  four 
hours  ? — Two  hours  ebb  and  two  hours  flood. 

6826.  Do  you  go  in  and  out  upon  the  same 
tide  ? — Sometimes,  but  generally  not. 

6827.  When  do  you  do  that? — During  October 
and  November,  when  large  quantities  of  fat 
cattle  arc  going  to  Liverpool  and  Manchester, 
we  frequently  had  when  a vessel  arrived  in 
Drogheda  on  a Sunday  morning,  to  turn  her 
round  and  send  her  off  with  a return  cargo. 

6828.  You  unload  the  vessel  and  send  her 
back  with  another  cargo  ? — No ; she  comes  back 
without  a cargo,  but  with  coal  for  the  double 
journey. 

6829.  How  do  you  stow  the  cattle  in  the  hold? 
— We  have  pens;  we  have  nice  divisions;  and  all 
our  men  know  what  each  division  or  pen  will 
contain. 

6830.  How  many  cattle  go  together  in  a pen? 
— They  are  put  in  wings,  I think ; 12  is  the 
largest  pen  we  have,  and  then  run  from  12  down 
to  four. 

6831.  You  put  in  the  cattle,  and  then  you  put 
up  the  divisions  ? — Yes,  we  do. 

6832.  When  the  cattle  are  tied  up? — Yes,  we 
have  iron  stanchions,  into  which  the  shifting 
boards  fit. 

6833.  It  would  not  be  possible  for  you  to 
squeeze  the  cattle  much  ? — You  could  not. 

6834.  There  is  a difference  between  the  hold 
of  a vessel  and  a railway  truck ; you  can  force 
them  into  a railway  truck? — You  could  force 
them  into  a railway  truck. 

6835.  But  you  could  not  force  the  cattle  into 


the  hold  of  a ship  ?— You  could  not,  as  they  must 
be  tied  in  their  berths. 

6836.  It  is  much  more  desirable  to  have  them 
penned  up  pretty  closely  than  to  give  them  more 
room? — If  you  have  cattle,  and  you  give  them 
too  much  room,  they  are  twisting  and  turnin'* 
about  if  you  happen  to  have  them  tied,  and  § 
you  do  not  happen  to  have  them  tied,  they  will 
gore  each  other. 

6837.  Would  you  tie  them  by  the  horns  or  bv 
the  neck  ? — By  the  horns. 

6838.  Have  they  all  got  horns? — Yes,  gene- 
rally ; we  send  some  of  them  to  Scotland  which 
have  no  horns. 

6839.  Have  there  been  many  convictions, 
within  your  knowledge,  of  persons  contravenin'* 
the  Orders  in  Council,  or  the  Act  in  Ireland,  re- 
lating to  contagious  diseases? — None  that  I know 
of ; we  were  summoned  ourselves. 

6840.  When  was  that? — The  first  day  that 
order  came  into  operation. 

6841.  How  long  was  that  ago? — About  two 
months ; the  summons  was  dated  the  6th  of 
March. 

6842.  What  were  you  summoned  for?— We 
were  summoned  for  not  whitewashing  and  carry- 
ing out  the  order. 

6843.  What  was  the  result  of  that? — The  case 
was  postponed,  to  see  whether  we  would  infringe 
the  regulations  in  future,  as  it  was  the  first  case. 

6844.  You  did  not  suffer  very  much  then,  did 
you  ? — No. 

6845.  There  was  no  penalty  inflicted  upon  you, 

I believe  ? — No,  there  was  not ; the  case  was 
postponed. 

684G.  And  the  case  never  came  up  again,  I . 
believe  ? — Next  Monday  is  the  day  it  is  to  be 
brought  up  again,  but  I think  it  will  be  dismissed, 
inasmuch  as  we  have  carried  out  the  order 
strictly  since ; we  can  do  it  now,  inasmuch  as  the 
trade  is  very  slack. 

6847.  Is  that  generally  the  result  of  these  pro- 
secutions in  Ireland? — On  the  contrary,  the 
magistrates  in  Ireland  are  very  severe  upon 
public  companies. 

6848.  Arc  they  severe  upon  individuals;  be- 
cause wc  have  been  told  here  that  they  have 
been  fined  generally  1 s.  ? — I saw  it  in  the  “ Dub- 
lin Freeman,”  that  some  cattle-dealers  had  been 
fined  51. 

6849.  Could  you  refer  the  Committee  to  any 
cases  in  which  penalties  have  been  inflicted  upon 
public  companies  ?— No;  1 think  the  public  com- 
panies have  been  carrying  out  the  regulations, 
but  I think,  after  the  month  of  August,  they  will 
find  it  very  difficult  to  do  so. 

6850.  In  consequence  of  the  pressure  of  tne 

trade? — Yes;  and  instead  of  doing  the  trade 
with  six  boats,  we  should  require  12  to  carry  ou 
the  Orders  in  Council.  m 

6851.  What  regulations  do  you  refer  to.— 
the  whitewashing  and  cleansing  regulations. 

6852.  Does  that  regulation  apply  to  steamei^ 

or  to  railway  companies  as  well  ? — It  applies 
railway  companies  also,  but  I do  not  think 
regulation  is  so  rigidly  enforced  with  regar 
railway  companies.  „„„ 

6853.  Do  you  think  that  the  radway  com- 

panies could  not  carry  out  that  system  of  1 
lection? — No,  they  could  not;  the  railway 
pany,  which  conveys  most  of  the  cattle  to  u , 
the  Dublin  and  Drogheda  Railway.  . . 

6854.  What  is  there  to  prevent  the  dwinfecno 
of  a railway  truck  when  it  came  to  -^r0^eforg 
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before  yon  sent  it  back  again  ? — Sometimes  the 
railway  company  would  have  to  run  two  or  three 
specials  to  Drogheda,  with  20  or  30  cattle  trucks 
in  each  special,  and  those  trucks  would  be  sent 
three  times  over  the  journey. 

6855.  They  would  send  the  trucks  back  each 
time  ? — Yes,  they  would  take  them  back  again 
and  load  them ; and  of  course  if  they  had  to  stop 
and  disinfect  those  waggons,  they  could  not  make 
more  than  one  run. 

6856.  Mi-.  Dent. ] Then  you  do  not  believe 
much  in  the  necessity  of  cleansing  or  disinfecting 
either  railway  trucks  or  steam  packets  ? — I do"; 
I think  that  there  is  every  necessity  for  disin- 
fecting, but  I do  not  think  that  there  is  any  ne- 
cessity for  limewashing. 

6857.  Did  I understand  you  that  the  lime- 
washing  had  been  put  in  force  in  consequence  of 
the  representations  made  by  the  Royal  Agricul- 
tural Society  in  England  to  Lord  Hartington  ? — 
Yes. 

6858.  Do  you  state  that  upon  any  authority  ? 
—Lord  Hartington  stated  that  to  the  deputation. 

6859.  That  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society 
had  insisted  upon  having  limewashing  done? — 
The  deputation  went  to  his  Lordship  and  pro- 
tested against  the  washing  with  lime;  and  after 
Sir  Dominic  Corrigan?s  expression  of  opinion, 
Lord  Hartington  stated  that  the  Royal  Agricul- 
tural Society  of  England  were  pressing  the 
Government  upon  this  matter,  and  that  something 
should  be  done ; I do  not  exactly  recollect  the 
words,  but  the  deputation  left  under  the  impres- 
sion that  no  further  steps  would  be  taken  until 
the  matter  had  been  more  fully  investigated. 

6860.  But  I understand  you  to  put  it  upon  the 
Eoyal  Agricultural  Society  of  England,  that  this 
limewashing  had  been  insisted  upon.  Now,  what 
the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  represented  to 
Lord  .Hartington  was,  that  the  precautions  for 
cleansing  and  disinfecting  both  steamers  and 
railway  trucks,  and  markets,  were  frequently  very 
grossly  neglected,  and  they  requested  him  to  put 
in  force  the  regulations  for  cleansing  and  disin- 
fecting railway  trucks  and  vessels,  but  I am  not 
aware  whether  there  was  anything  said  about 
limewashing,  and  limewashing,  it  appears,  is  your 
principal  objection? — That  is  our  principal  ob- 
jection. 

6861.  Pray  do  not  put  it  upon  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society,  that  they  insisted  upon 
limewashing ; what  they  wanted  to  see  carried 
out  in  railway  trucks  and  in  steamers,  and  also 
in  markets,  was  a thorough  system  of  cleansing 
and  disinfecting  ? — I do  not  think  the  steam 
packet  companies  have  any  objection  thoroughly 
to  cleanse  and  disinfect  the  vessels. 

6862.  You  have  seen  a good  deal  of  the  store 
cattle  trade,  have  you  not? — Yes,  I have. 

6863.  And  your  opinion  is,  that  animals  are 
always  brought  sound  on  board  ? — I believe  so. 

6864.  When  the  animals  leave  your  steamers 
have  you  noticed,  or  have  complaints  been  made, 
that  they  were  affected  with  disease  ? — I have 
never  noticed  that,  nor  had  complaints  made. 

6865.  Your  opinion  is,  that  Irish  store  cattle 
which  are  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
catch  that  disease  in  the  markets  of  England? — 
ies,  or  the  disease  must  have  been  in  such  a 
latent  state  when  they  left  Ireland,  that  they 
would  not  develop  the  disease  until  they  had  been 
m England  for  some  time. 

6866.  You  think  that  the  statements  that  Irish 
° 0 5 ^aVG  br0U§ht  80  mucb  disease  into  England 


are  very  much  exaggerated  ?— Yes,  I think  they 
are  very  much  exaggerated. 

6867.  If  the  animals  catch  the  disease  they 
catch  it  in  England,  you  think?— That  is  my 
opinion  ; I do  not  think  that  the  disease  exists  to 
the  extent  that  is  supposed. 

6868.  With  regard  to  the  shipping  of  store 
cattle,  are  they  generally  brought  by  railway  to 
your  yard  at  Drogheda  ?— No  ; the  principal 
shippers  of  store  cattle  (in  fact,  the  trade  is  in 
the  hands  of  five  or  six  men)  have  their  farms 
midway  between  where  they  live  at  Navan,  in  the 
heart  of  the  country,  and  Drogheda;  they  walk 
those  cattle  to  Drogheda. 

6869.  They  are  driven  on  board?— Yes,  they 
are  driven  on  board ; they  walk  there. 

6870.  Is  there  much  difficulty  in  getting  the 
cattle  on  hoard  ship  ? — No ; when  you  have  got 
one  or  two  on  board  the  rest  will  follow,  like  sheep. 

6871.  Then  the  statements  which  have  been 
made  to  this  Committee  as  to  there  being  consi- 
derable brutality  in  getting  cattle  on  board  ship, 
are  not  well  founded  ? — No,  there  is  no  truth  in 
them ; any  man  in  our  employ  found  heating  the 
animals  unmercifully  would  be  dismissed  in- 
stanter. 

6872.  The  sticks  are  not  rattled  upon  then- 
sides  so  severely  as  has  been  represented,  I pre- 
sume?— No;  our  men  have  sticks  with  sharp 
points,  goads,  to  drive  them  in  by. 

6873.  You  do  not  think  there  is  much  ill  treat- 
ment of  Irish  store  cattle  in  getting  them  on 
board  the  steamers  ? — We  permit  none ; you  may 
get  one  or  two  beasts  in  a lot  which  would  be  un- 
manageable, and  you  would  have  to  use  much 
more  than  tire  usual  force  to  get  them  into  then- 
berths. 

6874.  It  has  been  stated  that  Irish  store  cattle, 
as  a rule,  when  they  are  brought  down,  are  wild 
and  bad  to  manage;  is  that  the  fact? — They  are 
not ; the  only  difficulty  we  have  is  with  the  stall- 
fed  cattle,  which  are  fit  for  slaughter ; the  store 
cattle  we  have  no  difficulty  with  at  all. 

6875.  _ Mr.  J.  Barclay. ] The  stall-fed  cattle  are 
much  wilder  than  the  store  cattle  ? — Yes,  they 
are  much  wilder  than  the  store  cattle  ; if  you  are 
going  to  ship  a lot  of  forty  store  cattle,  and  you 
succeed  in  getting  the  first  two  or  three  into  their 
berths,  the  rest  will  follow,  but  if  you  commence 
to  abuse  them  it  will  multiply  your  labour. 

6876.  If  one  or  two  fat  cattle  go  on  board  will 
the  rest  follow  ? — Yes,  they  will. 

687Y  What  evidence  would  you  have  that  the 
holds  have  been  thoroughly  cleansed  and  disin- 
fected?— I would  have  a thoroughly  qualified  man 
appointed  to  see  to  it. 

6878.  And  he  would  have  to  stand  by  all  the 
time  that  the  disinfection  was  going  on,  would  he 
not  ? — Yes,  he  would ; but  there  are  four  police- 
men standing  by  now,  and  I believe  that  the 
amount  that  would  go  to  them  would  be  sufficient 
to  pay  an  inspector. 

6879.  Mr.  Clare  Read. J You  believe  the  white- 
wash is  not  used  for  the  purpose  of  disinfection, 
but  simply  to  prove  that  some  attempt  has  been 
made  to  cleanse  the  vessel  ? — The  holds  of  our 
vessels  were  much  cleaner  before  we  began  to 
whitewash,  and  much  better  disinfected,  than  they 
are  now. 

6880.  But  it  is  insisted  upon  in  order  to  show 
that  it  has  been  done,  whereas  you  might  put  a 
lot  of  carbolic  acid  and  water  upon  the  vessel, 
which  would  give  no  evidence  that  it  had  been 
done  ? — It  might  be. 

N N 3 6881.  You 
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6881.  You  may  take  it  off  as  soon  as  you  like ; 

1 there  is  no  order  to  keep  it  on,  is  there  ? — You 

have  to  whitewash  every  time  the  vessel  comes 
in ; if  the  vessel  sails  four  times  a weeks  she  has  to 
be  whitewashed  four  times  a week  ; if  you  only 
cany  a pig  in  your  vessel,  when  she  comes  back 
she  has  to  be  whitewashed  from  stem  to  stern. 

6882.  An  inspector  on  board,  to  see  that  the 
animals  were  shipped  in  a healthy  state,  would 
of  course  be  an  assistance  to  you,  as  the  manager 
of  the  company,  would  he  not,  because  it  is  rather 
an  invidious  thing  for  you  to  find  fault  with  the 
goods  which  your  customers  are  inclined  to  send  ? 
— I should  know  it  immediately.  For  instance, 
if  a man  has  a quantity  of  store  cattle,  and  those 
store  cattle  dealers  are  very  shrewd  intelligent 
fellows ; if  a man  saw  a beast  having  any  signs 
of  disease,  he  would  call  your  attention  to  it  if 
you  were  inclined  to  let  it  pass,  and  you  would 
have  no  alternative  but  to  exclude  that  beast; 
those  men  are  very  shrewd  for  their  own  interests. 

6883-  Would  the  o-wner  of  those  beasts  call 
attention  to  the  fact  of  this  beast  being  diseased  ? 
— No ; the  owner  of  some  other  cattle  would  call 
my  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  beast  was  dis- 
eased. I knew  an  instance  in  which  there  were 
two  cattle  salesmasters  from  Liverpool  upon  the 
quay,  and  there  was  an  objection  of  that  kind 
raised  to  a beast  which  was  about  being  shipped, 
and  they  said  the  beast  was  not  diseased,  and 
there  was  a telegram  sent  to  Liverpool,  apprising 
the  police  that  there  was  a diseased  beast  upon 
one  of  those  vessels. 

6884.  So  that  those  cattle  dealers  act  as  a sort 
of  inspectors  upon  each  other  ? — They  do. 

6885.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  With  regard  to  the 
question  that  was  asked  you  by  the  honourable 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Essex,  as  to  the  power 
which  exists  under  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act,  Ire- 
land, to  confiscate  any  infected  animal  which  is 
imported  from  England  into  Ireland,  does  not  that 
Act  also  give  the  power  of  confiscating  any  in- 
fected animal  which  is  attempted  to  be  exported 
from  Ireland  into  England? — Yes,  I believe 
the  cattle  are  seized  in  Liverpool.  I am  not 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  that. 

6886.  The  Act  says,  “ If  any  person  lands  or 
attempts  to  land  in  any  port  or  place  in  Ireland, 
or  ships  or  attempts  to  ship  from  any  port  or 
place  in  Ireland,”  that  is  the  wording  of  the  Act, 
the  animal  may  be  forfeited  ? — I think  so. 

6887.  Is  not  that  a protection  to  England? — I 
think  it  is  quite  a sufficient  protection ; quite  as 
strong  a.  protection  as  the  other. 

6888.  Do  you  know  Liverpool  yourself? — Yes, 

I know  Liverpool  very  well. 

6889.  Is  Mr.  Jenkins  correct  in  his  report,  in 
saying  that  on  the  quays  at  Liverpool,  where  the 
cattle  are  landed,  there  are  no  water  troughs  ? — 

I could  not  answer  that  question,  because  the 
cattle  are  not  kept  upon  the  quays ; they  are  not 
allowed  to  remain  there  ; they  are  taken  away  to 
the  different  railway  stations,  the  cattle  are  sent 
to  the  salesmasters’  yards  or  fields. 

6890.  Three  years  ago,  before  this  restriction 
was  put  upon  the  import  into  Ireland,  did  you 
import  many  cattle? — Nothing  beyond  calves  a 
couple  of  months  old. 

6891.  Those  calves  principally  go  to  Dublin, 
do  they  not  ? — I believe  they  go  to  Dublin ; we 
would  not  carry  them. 

6892.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea 
of  the  amount  of  those  imports  ? — When  those 
calves  used  to  come  by  us,  about  30  per  week 


would  come  from  the  beginning  of  March  to  th 
and  of  June,  ami  I suppose  the  Dublin  import  h 
much  larger  Hum  that;  we  used  to  take  aeooj 
many  sheep  which  were  bought  up  in  the  York 
shire  districts,  but  we  have  had  none  lately 

6893.  With  regard  to  the  question  of  hold 

werszmleck,  do  you  know  the  Belfast  boats  ’ -Ya= 
I do.  ' xeS) 

6894.  Am  I right  in  supposing  that  they  are 

built  with  poops,  low  mum  decks,  and  kurricanP 
decks  forward?— Yes.  0 m 


6895.  It  is  in  those  low  main  decks  that  tlie 
cattle  are  carried  ? — Yes. 

6896.  Your  holds  are  very  different?  — yes 
our  holds  are  very  different;  they  are  eight  feet 
high. 

6897.  In  fact,  cattle  carried  upon  the  deck  of 
your  boats  would  be  in  rather  a bad  place,  would 
they  not? — They  would  be  ten  times  worse  off 
than  the  others  in  bad  weather. 

6898.  We  examined  a witness  from  the  North 
of  Ireland  who  sent  his  cattle  by  the  Belfast 
boats  ; he  said  that  he  would  prefer  the  deck  ?— 
Of  course,  the  deck  of  his  vessels  would  be  much 
better  than  the  deck  of  oui*s. 

6899.  Is  it  not  also  true  that  the  sea  passage 
between  Belfast  and  Glasgow  is  much  shorter 
than  your  sea  passage  ? — Yes ; they  have  a river 
on  both  sides,  aud  they  get  into  the  river  in  a 
very  short  time. 

6900.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.']  Are  there  any  cir- 
cumstances under  which  you  would  agree  with 
Mr.  Jenkins,  that  “although  live  stock  are 
carried  on  deck  as  well  as  in  holds,  the  owners 
much  prefer  the  former  method  ” ? — There  are 
some  circumstances  in  which  that  might  be  so ; 
for  instance,  if  two  or  three  dealers  were  going  to 
the  Manchester  Market  in  a hurry,  the  man 
having  his  cattle  upon  the  main  deck  would  get 
first  to  the  railway,  aud  would  get  the  first  train 
in  that  way;  but  as  to  its  value  as  a berth,  the 
between  deck  is  the  best  part  of  the  ship. 

6901.  Have  there  been  any  complaints  ever 
made  to  you  or  to  the  company  with  reference  to 
disease  breaking  out  amongst  the  cattle  when 
landed  in  England  after  having  been  conveyed 
by  you? — Never. 

6902.  Mr.  Cawley.]  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  disinfecting  and  limewashing,  you  spoke 
of  the  effect  upon  the  iron  of  the  vessel  ? — Yes;  I 
have  merely  been  giving  the  opinion  of  the 
engineers  who  were  consulted  upon  that  point. 

6903.  You  are  only  giving  the  opinion  of 
other  people  ? — Yes ; we  have  to  pay  a large  fee 
for  that  opinion. 

6904.  I wanted  to  understand  whether  you 
were  speaking  from  your  own  knowledge  ?— The 
only  thing  which  I give  of  my  own  knowledge  is, 
that  the  captain  called  my  attention  to  the'  appear- 
ance of  the  iron  after  the  whitewashing,  and  to 
the  appearance  of  the  iron  after  painting. 

6905.  Was  that  limewash  upon  the  naked  iron, 
or  was  it  upon  a coat  of  paint  ? — In  this  case  it 
was  not  upon  a coat  of  paint ; we  had  some  of 
our  vessels  done  in  that  way ; we  had  some  of 
our  vessels  painted,  and  we  were  going  to  have 
our  other  vessels  painted;  but  when  this  order 
came  out,  we  whitewashed  without  painting 
them. 

6906.  In  this  case,  was  it  limewash  upon  iron, 
or  limewash  upon  paint  ? — It  was  limewash  upon 
iron. 

6907.  In  that  case,  what  was  the  difference, 
did  you  compare  it  with  the  part  of  the  Kon 
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which  had  been  exposed  to  the  atmosphere,  or 
were  you  comparing  the  iron  which  had  been 
whitewashed,  with  iron  which  had  been  painted  ? 
—With  iron  which  had  been  painted. 

6908.  Is  that  a fair  comparison  to  make  ? — I 
think  it  is. 

6909.  Surely  it  is  one  thing  to  compare  the 
effect  of  limewash  upon  iron  which  had  not  been 
painted,  and  another  thing  to  compare  it  with 
that  whieh  had  been  painted  ? — I think  it  shows, 
no  matter  which  way  you  take  it,  that  the  lime- 
wash  is  injurious  to  iron. 

6910.  Supposing  that  itis  painted  first,  the  lime 
must  first  destroy  the  paint  before  it  gets  to  the 
iron;  I presume  you  paint  because  you  deem 
it  necessary  to  protect  the  iron  from  the  action 
of  the  atmosphere  and  sea-water  ? — We  used  to 
take  a great  deal  more  trouble  with  our  boats 
than  we  do  at  present.  Our  boats  are  much 
filthier  than  they  have  been  in  the  habit  of  being, 
because  we  cannot  keep  them  clean. 

6911.  Why  cannot  you  keep  them  clean?— 
Because  when  a shower  of  rain  comes  on,  and 
washes  the  lime  down,  it  is  all  dirty  before  you 
load  your  boat. 

6912.  When  you  say  that  they  are  not  so 
clean,  do  you  mean  that  the  limewash  runs  upon 
the  deck? — Yes. 

6913.  But  limewash  and  dirt  are  very  different 
things,  are  they  not? — Itis  amatterof  appearance, 
they  have  to  limewash  the  place  throughout. 

6914.  Is  that  the  only  objection  as  re°'Qi’ds 
the  limewash, _ namely,  that  it  washes  off  in  the 
ram?— The  difference  is  confined  to  that  as  re- 
gards cleanliness. 

6915.  Then  assuming  the  limewash  to  be  done 
away  with,  are  you  prepared  to  state  to  the 
Committee  what  mode  of  disinfecting  would,  in 
your  opinion,  be  perfect?— We  are  told  that,  by 
the  application  of  salt  water,  having  first  reduced 
the  deck,  or  the  hold  of  the  ship,  to  a very  fine 
surface,  the  contagious  matter  that  may  lie  upon 
the  surface,  will  be  washed  away,  and  the  surface 
disinfected. 

6916.  Were  you  told  that  by  persons  of  scien- 
tific and  chemical  knowledge  ?— Yes,  I was. 

6917.  Do  you  wish  to  convoy  to  the  Committee 
that,  according  to  information  which  you  have 
leceived  from  scientific  people,  sea- water  alone  is 
sufficient  to  disinfect  vessels?— No,  I should 
have  stated  that  you  must  mix  it  with  some  sub- 
stance, I forget  what  the  name  of  it  is,  there  are 
so  many  of  them  mentioned,  but  carbolic  acid, 
tor  instance,  should  be  mixed  with  water  and 
applied  to  the  places  which  the  cattle  come  in 
contact  wffih.  I understand  that  that  would  be 
an  effectual  disinfectant. 

6918.  Would  it  take  a much  shorter  time  to 
“S  water  “ixed  with  carbolic  acid  than  lirae- 

asn.-ies  because  you  could  use  your  hose 
net  jour  donkey  engine,  and  send  the  water 

Xwfrds°Ut’  and  tHen  dl’y  tHe  8ideS  °f  the  sMp 

ime1?;  Tte  dTjn?  °f  that  would  take  much  the 


so™,.  nuuiuiiiMiMuiiuie 

692°  H„y  w?  la  you  dry  ;t  ,_You  oon  eas. 

floo,  air  7l11  .KelP  you  t0  dry  it. 
it  not  v’  pi the  ai>  dry  the  limewash,  will 
sooner  8urface  Pf  timber  would  be  much 

fiJ0dr-d  than  a surface  of  limewash. 
diffprl  ‘ •U  ,do  not  know  what  would  be  the 
d° 

0.58. 


0923.  You  told  the  Committee  just  now  that 

maS  °r  Mauled  M, 

V,  JNmo  1 aware  of.  p.  o’  X till 

6924.  Do  you  undertake  to  say  of  your  own  ’ 

knowledge  they  do  not  ?-Ye6 ; store  cattle  2“  '5  MV 

always  booked 1 through  iu  Drogheda  for  their  l8?3' 

vh°th°Au  st- 

6925.  You  mean  to  say  that,  as  for  as  your 
company  is  ooueetmed,  you  never  bring  any  store 
cattle  which  pass  from  your  control  and  know. 

IcdgC  j when  they  get  to  Liverpool  you  say  they 
are  all  booked  there  ?_Yes;  a ease  may  ociur 
where  a man  may  omit  to  book  through,  butthev 
are  booked  through  in  Liverpool,  and  we  receive 
a return  from  the  railway  company,  if  there  is  an 
omission  at  Drogheda  to  put  the  cattle  upon  the 
through  manifest,  and  that  is  corrected  by  the 
railway  companies.  You  may  take  it  that  there 
is  no  store  cattle  sent  to  Liveipool  or  Manchester 
by  our  own  company  as  a destination. 

6926.  You  do  not  speak  for  other  companies, 

1 Mo1?08  t'—I  t‘1°.not  ®l)ea,c  for  other  companies. 

6927.  In  speaking  of  that  question  of  cruelty, 

I noticed  that  you  stated  that  any  of  your  servants 
would  be  discharged  if  they  were  found  guilty  of 
cruelty;  do  not  the  drovers  and  other  people 
assist  to  get  the  cattle  on  board?— Yes:  I may 
tell  you  that  on  two  or  three  occasions,  when  I 
have  seen  drovers  abuse  the  cattle  coming  from 
the  country  (men  who  had  happened  to  get  some 
drink),  I wrote  to  their  employers,  stating  that 
the  men  were  not  taking  proper  care  of  the 
cattle  ; just  to  show  you  how  careful  we  are  upon 
the  subject.  ‘ 

6928.  You  admit  that  there  are  cases  of 
cruelty  .—Yes,  but  they  are  very  rare. 

6929.  Cliainrum .]  With  regard  to  watering 
the  animals,  you  have  a yard,  have  you  not,  at 
Liverpool  ?— We  have. 

Y 6930.  Is  that  belonging  to  your  company  ? — 

6931.  Is  that  close  to  the  landing  place? — No, 
not  immediately  ; the  stock  are  put  in  there  to 
be  selected  by  the  owners;  they  are  only  kept 
there  till  they  are  delivered. 

6932.  IIow  far  is  that  from  the  port?— I could 
not  exactly  tell  you  how  far  that  is  from  the  port; 

I have  never  been  in  our  present  yard  in  Liver- 
pool ; I do  not  know  where  it  is. 

6933.  Are  there  watering  troughs  in  your 
yard  ? — I do  not  know. 

6934.  You  do  not  know  whether  the  animals 
are  watered  in  your  yard?— I do  not  know 
whether  they  are  or  uot ; I think  they  are  merely 
selected  there  by  the  owners,  and  then  taken 
away. 

6935.  You  do  not  know  how  long  the  animals 
remain  there? — They  remain  there  about  an 
hour,  I believe. 

6936.  You  have  a yard  at  Drogheda,  have  you 
not  ? — Yes,  we  have. 

6937.  Is  that  near  the  quay  ? — Yes. 

6938.  How  long  do  the  cattle  generally  stop 
there  ? — As  a rule,  cattle  do  not  come  into  the 
yard  at  Drogheda  at  all;  we  have  an  abundant 
water  supply  in  our  yard  there. 

6939.  Are  the  animals  watered  before  they 
come  on  board,  generally? — No,  they  are  not, 
except,  perhaps,  in  the  case  of  some  man  who 
had  brought  his  cattle  from  a distance,  and 
wanted  to  rest  them,  then  he  might  give  them 
water. 

6940.  Those  cattle  are  not  watered  before  they 

N n4  go 
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Mr.  go  on  board,  and  you  cannot  give  tlie  Committee 
P.  O’Neill,  any  information  as  to  what  is  done  about  water- 

ing  when  they  get  to  England  ? — I am  alluding 

15 May  to  the  store  cattle;  it  is  the  practice  of  the 

1873.  dealers  to  feed  the  cattle  in  Liverpool,  and  rest 

them  for  eight  or  nine  hours  before  they  put 
them  on  the  train. 

6941.  Do  you  think  that  it  is  ever  the  case 
that,  upon  cattle  landing  in  Liverpool,  they  are 
put  into  the  railway  train  without  being  watered 
and  fed  ? — As  far  as  regards  store  cattle,  they 
are  never  put  upon  the  train  without  being 
watered  and  fed. 

6942.  Do  you  know  that  from  your  own  know- 
ledge ? — I know  that  from  my  own  knowledge. 

6943.  How  do  you  know  that;  is  it  from  what 
you  feel  sure  that  the  owners  would  do,  or  from 
any  regulations  which  are  made  by  the  company  ? 
— rl  have  had  occasion  to  go  over  to  Edgehill 
several  times  when  they  were  making  through 
traffic  arrangements  with  the  railway  companies, 
and  I saw  the  arrangements  there,  and  in  addition 
to  that  the.  men  are  always  very  anxious  to 
nourish  the  cattle  and  keep  them  in  proper  con- 
dition. 

6944.  Are  your  ships  chiefly  cattle  ships  ? — 
Yes,  they  are  cattle  ships. 

6945.  That  is  your  main  business,  is  it  not  ? — 
Yes. 

6946.  Do  you  imagine  that  you  bring  any 
large  proportion  of  the  Irish  cattle  which  come 
into  the  port  of  Liverpool  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

6947.  Some  of  the  steamboat  companies,  I am 
told,  have  caretakers,  as  they  are  called ; men 
sent  with  the  beasts  on  purpose  to  look  after 
them;  is  that  the  case  with  your  company? — 
Yes,  we  send  two  men  with  each  vessel,  whose 
business  it  is  to  look  after  the  cattle  exclusively. 

6948.  Do  the  cattle  often  come  down  to  you 
in  a bad  condition,  bruised  about? — Very 
seldom ; the  cattle  which  come  to  us  (the  fat 
cattle)  are  walked  in  from  the  districts  in  and 
around  Meath.  The  store  cattle  are  also  brought 
to  us  sometimes  from  a distance  in  the  interior  of 
the  country  that  they  come  in  heated,  being 
driven  rapidly  to  catch  the  boat,  if  there  is  only 
a short  time  between  the  sailing  of  the  boat  and 
the  arrival  of  the  train. 

6949.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  from  what 
parts  of  Ireland  your  store  stock  generally  comes? 
— They  are  bought,  and  sometimes  from  the  west 
of  Ireland.  They  are  kept  by  parties  who  hold 
them  for  some  time  before  they  are  shipped  by 
us;  some  of  them  are  bought  in  the  counties 
of  Longford,  Cavan  and  W estmeath. 

6950.  I see  by  the  Return  for  the  year  1870, 

that,  as-regards  cattle,  Drogheda  is  the  third  port, 
according  to  the  cattle  exported  to  England? — I 
thought  it  was  the  second.  / 

6951.  The  return  says,  Dublin,  182,000  oxen, 
bulls,  and  cows ; Belfast,  77,000 ; and  Drogheda, 
55,000  ? — Our  shipments  are  larger  into  Liver- 
pool than  Belfast;  Belfast  ships  to  Carlisle  and 
other  places. 

6952.  Yours  is  the  only  company  carrying 
from  Drogheda,  I believe  ? — The  only  company” 

6953.  When  you  have,  I do  not  mean  very 
rough  weather  indeed,  or  a gale,  but  when  you 
have  bad  weather,  how  long  is  the  passage  gene- 
rally ? — The  longest  one  we  had  last  winter,  and 
it  was  an  unusually  severe  one,  was  14  hours, 
and  that  was.  one  of  our  oldest  ships  ; we  have 
two  ships  which  can  make  the  passage  within 
the  given  time  in  any  weather. 


6954.  You  object  to  whitewashing  with  lime  • 
you  are  of  course  aware  that  that  order  is  made 
for  England,  and  that  it  has  been  carried  out? 
— I am  not  aware  of  that. 

6955.  It  has  been  done  at  Bristol,  I believe 
upon  the  Irish  boats  coming  into  Bristol?— I 
suppose  they  have  to  do  it  like  ourselves  since 
the  order  came  into  operation;  we  have  been 
doing  it  since  1st  of  March.  I do  not  think  they 
carried  on  that  system  of  disinfection  previous  to 
the  1st  of  March. 

6956.  You  stated  that  you  had  more  care 
taken  before  the  order  was  issued  than  since- 
what  was  it  you  did  before  the  order  was  issued  ? 
— The  moment  the  cattle  were  discharged  in 
Liverpool,  our  men  had  to  set  about  cleaning  the 
ship,  washing  her  all  over,  to  prepare  for  the  re- 
ception of  dead  cargo ; of  course,  we  should  have 
to  do  that  in  any  case. 

6957.  In  what  way  did  you  wash  the  vessel, 
with  water  merely  ? — Yes ; and  then  they  had 
sawdust ; I am  talking  now  of  before  the  time 
when  the  deputation  waited  upon  Lord  Hart- 
ington ; after  that  we  mixed  commercial  carbolic 
acid  with  the  water. 

6958.  "When  was  that? — Between  January 
and  the  6th  of  M arch,  when  that  Order  came  into 
operation. 

6959.  Since  then  you  have  been  obliged  to 
comply  with  the  Order  to  do  it  with  lime? — Yes, 
we  mixed  no  acid  with  the  water  with  which  we 
-washed  the  floor  of  the  ship. 

6960.  I suppose  one  great  advantage,  in  your 
view,  of  carbolic  acid,  is  that  it  does  not  mark  the 
sides  of  the  ship  ? — In  the  first  instance,  it  is  not 
so  expensive,  and  we  can  apply  it  with  less  labour, 
and  do  it  in  less  time  ; it  does  not  interfere  with 
our  traffic  in  the  same  way  as  whitewashing 
does. 

6961.  Why  will  it  not  interfere  with  your 
traffic  ?-— -Because,  when  we  can  do  it  in  less  time 
and  with  less  labour,  of  course  it  will  not  inter- 
fere with  our  traffic,  inasmuch  as  the  limewash- 
ing will  occupy  eight  men  to  do  the  four  holds  of 
the  ships,  as  busy  as  they  can  be,  for  six  or  eight 
hours. 

6962.  Is  that  your  solo  objection  to  lime 
washing? — No,  it  is  injurious  to  the  iron. 

6963.  The  injury  to  the  iron,  the  greater  time 
occupied,  and  the  greater  labour,  are  the  objec- 
tions?— Yes,  they  are. 

6964.  Are  there  any  other  objections  which  you 
have  to  the  whitewashing? — There  are  no  other 
objections. 

6965.  Do  you  think  that  if  it  were  done,  in 
that  wholesale  sort  of  way  with  a steam-engine 
and  hose,  which  you  recommended,  you  are  per- 
fectly sure  that  it  would  be  as  complete  a wash, 
and  get  rid  of  all  the  particles  which  ought  to  be 
washed  away,  as  doing  it  by  this  more . careful 
hand  labour  to  which  you  object?— I think. that 
if  that  were  done  under  independent  supervision 
it  would  be  equally  as  effectual.  _ 

6966.  What  do  you  mean  by  independen 

supervision  ? — The  inspector  appointed  to  ex- 
amine the  cattle  might  also  superintend  the  dis- 
infection. , . 

6967.  After  each  voyage? — Yes;  when  ne 
there  to  examine  the  cattle  he  might  also  examine 
the  ship. 

6968.  How  long  do  you  think  the  operation 
ought  to  take  if  It  is  done  with  the  steam  nos 
— It  ought  to  he  done  in  about  three  hours.  _ 

6969.  At  present  it  would  take  about  eig 
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hours,  would  it  not? — It  would  take  six  or  eight 
hours ; of  course,  a man  going  with  a brush  along 
the  sides  is  a very  different  thing  from  a man 
with  a powerful  hose. 

6970.  As  it  is  done  now  in  a way  to  which  you 
object,  a man  goes  round  and  actually  brushes  the 
wall? — Yes,  the  same  as  you  would  whitewash 
any  ordinary  wall. 

6971.  And  you  think  that  the  hose  would  have 
the  same  effect  as  a brush  used  by  hand  ? — I do. 

6972.  You  cannot  use  the  hose  for  limewash, 
can  you  ? — No ; we  can  work  the  hose  with  the 
donkey-engine  upon  the  ship  with  the  mixture  I 
spoke  of. 

6973.  Mr.  J.  Barclay .]  You  stated  that  you 
used  the  mixture  of  carbolic  acid  and  water 
through  the  hose ; why  cannot  you  put  the  lime- 
wash  through  the  hose  1 — I do  not  know,  I never 
tried  it. 

6974.  Mr.  Kavauacjli .]  The  whitewash,  in 
order  to  stick  upon  the  sides  of  the  vessel,  must 
be  of  a certain  thickness,  must  it  not  ? — It  should 
be. 

6975.  And  would  not  that  choke  the  pump  and 
the  hose  ? — It  would. 

6976.  And  therefore  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  in  in  that  way  ? — Yes. 

6977.  Chairman.']  But  I am  informed,  that  in 
order  to  have  a disinfecting  effect,  a small  quan- 
tity of  lime  only  is  sufficient,  so  that  it  should  not 
be  of  that  choking  nature  ? — The  Order  in 
Council  provides  that  you  shall  put  on  a thick 
coat  of  limewash. 

6978.  I read  the  Order  to  be  this : that  it  is 
compulsory  that  there  shall  be  an  application  of 
a coating  of  whitewash,  made  by  mixing  good 
freshly-bumt  lime  and  whiting  with  water ; and 

• it  says  afterwards,  that  there  must  be  either  a 
certain  quantity  of  carbolic  acid  or  of  dry  chlo- 
ride of  lime : I do  not  read  the  Order  to  require 
that  it  should  be  a thick  whitewash,  if  it  is  mixed 
with  carbolic  acid;  do  not  you  so  understand  it? 
—Last  month,  in  one  of  our  vessels  which,  was 
whitewashed,  a policeman  came  in,  and  said  that 
it  was  not  thick  chough,  and  he  would  not  allow 
the  vessel  to  go  out. 

6979.  In  fact,  your  objection  is  to  the  police- 
man’s interpretation  of  the  Order,  that  it  had  to 
be  a coating  of  lime  ? — If  it  could  be  done  by 
hose,  without  being  obliged  to  be  a coating,  we 
would  have  no  objection  to  it. 

6980.  Mr.  Callan.']  You  object  to  whitewash- 
ing^ as  much  because  of  its  injurious  effects  upon 
the  non  as  upon  the  ground  of  its  impeding  the 
traffic,  wholly  apart  from  the  question  of  expense? 

Yes,  we  do  not  regard  the  expense. 

6981.  If  power  were  given,  as  suggested  by 
the  honourable  Baronet  the  Member  for  Essex, 
*(Lse*ze  as.  contraband  and  to  confiscate  any  cattle 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon  landing 
m England,  would  that  have  the  effect  of  destroy- 
ing the  cattle  trade  in  Ireland  ?— I think  it  would. 


6982.  The  Order  in  Council,  which  was  en- 
forced avowedly  in  consequence  of  the  strong 
representation  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society 
of  England,  requires  limewash,  and  therefore 
you  were  not  much  iu  error  in  attributing  lime- 
washing  to  the  representations  of  that  body  ?— 
Lord  Ilartington  stated  that  the  whitewashing 
had  been  insisted  upon  in  consequence  of  the 
strong  representations  of  the  Royal  Agricultural 
Society  of  England. 

6983.  If  whitewashing  be  a clear  evidence  of 
the  vessel  having,  been  cleansed,  does  notit,  on 
the  other  hand,  aid  materially  in  covering  with 
dirt  and  other  matters,  even  the  very  infectino- 
matter  itself? — Yes. 

6984.  So  that,  in  your  opinion,  limewashing, 
instead  of  cleaning  and  disinfecting,  aids  to  cover 
up  the  infectious  matter? — Yes. 

6985.  You  have  given  that  as  the  opinion  of 
other  parties,  but  is  not  it  also  within  your  own 
observation  that  that  is  the  case  ? — Yes,  it  is. 

6986.  With  regard  to  the  landing  of  diseased 
cattle  in  Ireland,  are  you  aware  that  upon  the 
29th  of  April  last  a cargo  of  cattle  was  landed  in 
Dublin  from  Spain,  some  of  which  were  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  that  those  cattle 
were  not  confiscated  as  contraband  ? — I was  not 
aware  of  that. 

6987.  Mr.  Clare.  Re ad.~\  How  often  have  you 
been  to  the  Edgehill  station  at  Liverpool? — 
About  half-a-dozen  times. 

6988.  Always  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  the 
cattle  there  ? — Not  at  all ; I went  there  on  other 
business,  but  I would  see  our  customers  and  have 
a talk  with  them. 

6989.  How  many  cattle  can  you  accommodate 
in  the  lairs  at  the  Edgehill  station  ?— They  can 
accommodate  thousands. 

6990.  Arc  there  means  there  for  giving  the 
cattle  hay  ? — Yes,  there  are  men  in  the  employ 
of  the  railway  company  who  give  hay  to  them. 

6991.  How  is  it  given  to  them? — They  are 
taken  in  detachments ; every  man  keeps  his  own 
beasts  separate  and  feeds  his  own  cattle. 

6992.  Are  the  cattle  in  lairs  or  sheds,  and  is 
the  hay  given  in  racks,  or  is  it  thrown  upon  the 
ground  ?— It  was  thrown  upon  the  ground  when 
I saw  them. 

6993.  In  the  lairs  ? — In  the  fields. 

6994.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  cattle  are  always 
fed  and  watered  and  rested  before  they  are  put 
upon  the  railways  ? — Yes ; I am  only  alluding 
to  store  cattle. 

6995.  What  is  the  difference  in  the  rate  per 
head  between  fat  cattle  and  store  cattle  by  your 
own  through  route  ? — The  average,  charge  for 
store  cattle  would  be  about  from  6 s.  to  6 s.  6 d. 
across  the  Channel,  and  for  fat  cattle,  9 s.  6 d. 

6996.  So  that  there  would  be  no  inducement 
whatever  for  a man  to  call  his  store  cattle  fat  ? — 
No,  he  would  have  to  pay  for  it. 


Mr.  Thomas  Vekdon,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


6997.  Chairman.']  You  are  largely  engaged 
m the  cattle  trade,  I believe  ? — Yes. 

6998.  In  wliat  manner  ?— I am  a Cattle  Sales- 
man  and  I have  also  the  management  of  a great 
many  large  properties  in  Ireland ; I am  also  an 
ownm:  of  land  in  Ireland  which  I occupy  myself) 
and  1 have  also  land  which  tenants  occupy. 

G 58  ^ am  a*ra^  * must  S°  *nto  a Mttle 


detail ; when  you  say  that  you  are  a cattle  sales- 
man, docs  that  mean  that  you  buy  cattle  and  sell 
them  yourself,  or  that  you  are  a salesman  for 
others  ? — It  means  that  I sell  cattle  on  commis- 
sion for  other  parties.  t 
7000.  The  head-quarters  of  your  business  be- 
ing where  ? — In  Liverpool. 

7001'.  As  a cattle  salesman,  what  number  of 
O O Irish 
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Irish  cattle  pass  through  your  hands  in  the 
course  of  a year  ? — Upwards  20,000. 

7002.  Is  your  trade  confined  to  Irish  cattle  ? 
— No,  it  is  not. 

7003.  You  buy  cattle  also  in  England? — I 
buy  very  few  cattle  in  England,  sheep  principally, 
but  we  sell  the  greater  number,  I might  say  the 
whole,  of  the  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle 
which  are  imported  into  Liverpool. 

7004.  Are  any  Scotch  cattle  consigned  to  you? 
— Exceedingly  few,  but  they  are  occasionally. 

7005.  What  quantity  of  Spainish  and  Por- 
tuguese cattle  would  yon  get  in  a year  ? — From 
5,000  to  6,000. 

7006.  You  also  stated  that  you  were  an  owner 
of  property  in  Ireland  ? — Yes,  I am. 

7007.  In  what  parts? — In  the  north  of  Ireland, 
near  Carlingford,  which  is  occupied  by  tenants ; 
myself  and  my  partner  have  a large  property 
called  Balfeighan,  in  the  county  of  Kildare. 

7008.  Do  you  occupy  that  yourself? — Wc  oc- 
cupy that  ourselves,  and  we  also  rent  a farm  of 
about  600  English  acres  in  the  county  of  Meath, 
wliicli  we  occupy  ourselves. 

7009.  As  the  occupier  of  farms  in  Ireland, 
what  amount  of  cattle  have  you  generally  upon 
your  farms? — We  have  700  cattle  and  about  800 
sheep  upon  our  own  property. 

7010.  I suppose  you  have  been  in  business 
both  as  a salesman  and  as  a farmer  for  some 
time  ? — Our  firm  was  established  in  1825,  and 
since  I was  fit  to  be  in  business  I have  been. 

7011.  Have  you  been  the  owner  of  cattle  as 
occupier  since  1825? — We  purchased  the  Bal- 
feighan property  in  the  year  1850,  and  we  have 
held  another  farm  since  1846. 

7012.  Then  your  experience  as  an  Irish  owner 
of  cattle  dates  back  from  some  time,  and  you 
must  have  had  some  experience  of  two  or  three 
periods  in  which  there  has  been  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — Yes. 

7013.  In  this  memorial  which  you  have  sent 
in,  you  give  it  as  your  opinion,  and  that  of  the 
other  memorialists,  “ that  the  injurious  effect  of 
the  foot  and  mouth  and  scab  disease  is  only  tran- 
sient, and  that  the  operation  of  the  restrictions 
causes  serious  injury  to  trade” ? — Yes;  that  is 
so. 

7014.  What  do  you  think  has  been  the  effect 
of  these  restrictions  since  the  last  attack? — In 
my  own  judgment  the  restrictions  have  not  been 
of  any  utility. 

7015.  Do  you  think  that  the  last  attack  has 
been  as  bad  as  the  previous  attacks  were  when 
there  were  not  such  restrictions  ? — I think  it  has 
been  more  general,  and  the  disease,  perhaps, 
worse. 

7016.  When  you  say  the  restrictions  have  been 
of  no  utility,  do  you  mean  to  say  that  having 
been  carried  out  they  have  been  of  no  use,  or 
that  the  regulations  have  not  been  carried  out  ? 
—As  far  as  I can  judge,  those  that  have  been 
carried  out  are  of  no  use ; and  as  far  as  I can 
judge,  a great  number  of  the  prescribed  regula- 
tions, in  England  particularly,  have  not  been 
carried  out. 

7017.  But  we  are  now  talking  of  Ireland,  not 
of  England Z1 — I think  the  regulations  have  been 
fairly  carried  out  in  Ireland,  more  so  than  in 
England. 

7018.  And  notwithstanding  that,  you  think 
they  have  done  no  good  in  Ireland  in  checkin" 
disease  ? — I think  not. 

7019.  In  what  way  do  you  think  the  regula- 


’ tions  have  been  carried  out  in  Ireland  ’ I +1  • 1 

for  instance,  the  farmers  and  graziers  have  25 
fairly  and  very  generally  reported  any  outbreak 
of  disease  which  appeared  upon  a farm  I think 
as  far  as  they  could,  they  have  complied  with  the 
regulations  m that  respect.  When  a ca*e  of 
disease  has  appeared  011  a farm  in  Ireland  the 
proprietor,  I think,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  eoe* 
lias  invariably  reported  the  existence  of  the  dis- 
ease to  the  police,  as  proscribed  by  the  Act 

7020.  I gather  that  the  Older  has  two ’main 
objects  : 011c  is  to  stop  the  movement  of  an  animal 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  a farm 
and  the  other  is  t.o  prevent  disease  being  spread 
from  fairs  and  markets ; do  you  think  that,  as 
regards  the  stoppage  of  movement  from  farms 
the  order  has  been  pretty  fairly  carried  out  ?— 
Very  fairly  and  very  generally. 

7021.  It  appears  in  evidence  that  it  lias  been 
found  very  difficult  (in  fact,  so  difficult  that  it 
has  hardly  been  attempted)  to  prevent  the  move- 
ment of  affected  cattle  from  fairs  ? — It  frequently 
happens  that  cattle  have  left  their  home  perfectly 
healthy  and  well,  and  on  arrival  at  a fair  have 
exhibited  symptoms  of  disease,  and  I think  it 
would  he  quite  impracticable  to  prevent  the 
movement  of  these  cattle  from  that  fair. 

7022.  We  have  had  evidence  before  this  Com- 
mittee, that  as  far  as  regarded  the  carrying  out 
of  the  Order  at  fairs,  especially  at  large  fairs, 
such  fairs,  for  example,  as  Ballinasloe,  the  Order 
has  been  a dead  letter  ? — Yes,  precisely  so. 

7023.  In  your  opinion,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  enforce  that  Order  ?— It  would  be  perfectly 
impossible.  If  you  carried  out  the  Orders  laid 
down  with  respect  to  the  fair  at  Ballinasloe,  you 
would  be  obliged  to  hem  in  all  the  cattle  within 
a very  narrow  space,  and  prevent  them  moving- 
out  of  that  space,  because  every  animal  upon  the 
Fair  Green  would  have  been  herded  with  the 


animals  which  were  affected  with  disease  upon 
the  Fair  Green. 

7024.  We  have  had  evidence  from  a witness 
who  was  quite  qualified  to  give  an  opinion,  to 
this  effect : that,  agreeing  with  your  opinion  that 
the  present  restrictions  were  of  very  little  service, 
he  would  very  much  increase  them  by  stopping 
all  fairs,  beginning  at  the  1st  of  May,  for  about 
six  weeks  or  two  months,  or,  if  absolutely  neces- 
sary, for  a longer  time ; what  is  your  opinion  upon 
that  suggestion  ? — If  you  carried  out  the  sugges- 
tion of  stopping  all  fairs  and  markets  for  six 
weeks  from,  say  the  1st  of  June,  you  would  ruin 
the  greater  number  of  small  fanners  in  Ireland, 
unless  you  should  make  a regulation  to  pay  their 
rents.  If  you  did  not  do  the  one  you  could  not 
do  the  other. 

7025.  I gather  that  your  opinion  with  regard 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  this : that  the  present 
restrictions  are  of  but  little  service  in  stopping 
the  disease,  and  that  the  restrictions  which  have 
been  recommended  as  necessary  for  efficiency 
would  make  tlie  remedy  worse  than  the  disease' 
— Precisely. 

7026.  Evidence  has  been  given  to  this  Com- 
mittee that  there  has  been  an  enormous  loss  from 
these  attacks  of  foot  and  mouth  disease ; one 
witness  told  us  that  he  thought  the  loss  was  a 
million  and  a half  to  Ireland  in  the  course  of  last 
year;  what  have  you  to  say  about  that? — My 
experience  is  confined  entirely  to  feeding  cattle; 
I have  no  experience  in  regard  to  dairy  cattle, 
and  I cannot  offer  an  opinion  upon  the  question 
of  dairy  cattle;  but  a very  large  majority  of  the 
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cattle  in  Ireland  are  feeding  cattle,  and  I do  not 
at  all  agree  in  that  statement  of  the  losses  which 
have  been  sustained,  speaking  from  my  own  per- 
sonal experience,  and  from  the  information  which 
I have  been  able  to  collect  personally  from  a great 
number  of  persons  engaged  in  the  trade. 

7027.  I understand  this  memorial  which  you 
have  produced  to  say  that  you  think  there  ought 
to  be  no  restrictions  as  regards  either  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  or  scab  disease  ; and  you  say  that 
the  vexatious  regulations  which  have  been  im- 
posed with  regard  to  those  two  diseases  have 
weakened  and  impeded  the  working  of  the  Act 
with  respect  to  the  more  serious  diseases,  such  as 
rinderpest,  pleuro-pneumonia,  sheep-pox,  and 
glanders ; in  the  first  place,  I suppose,  there  is 
no  difference  of  opinion  that  there  ought  to  be 
very  stringent  regulations  with  regard  to  rinder- 
pest?—I think  every  owner  of  cattle  in  Ireland 
support  you  in  all  the  regulations  you  may 
think  it  light  to  carry  out  for  the  suppression  of 
rinderpest. 

• S‘  =adier  ^at.  you  think  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  have  restrictions  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia ? — Certainly. 

7029.  VVouldyou  have  more  restrictions  than 
there  are  at  present,  or  would  you  maintain  those 
that  already  exist  ?— I would  maintain  the  re- 
strictions which  exist  at  present  with  regard  to 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  I would  also  make  it  as 
pend  as  it  could  be  made,  for  any  man  knowingly 
to  offer  for  sale  in  any  fair  or  market  an  animal 
aftected  with  pleuro-pneumonia. 

7030.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  slaughter 
of  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  should 

«nm^?DPf!S?,3i;-2Vruat  H y0Ur  °l,inion  upon  that 
P “o — I thmk  14  should  be. 

/031.  Have  you  had  many  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia amongst  the  animals  that  you  have 
sold  in  Liverpool,  coming  from  Ireland  ? — I have 
inniSeef+ia  case,of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  Liver- 
pod  ag,  male*  for  fte  last  four  years,  and  I 
t i Hnow  of  a case  oi  pleuro-pneumonia  having 

S'”  J’,ace  “"“Sft  ■11  the  people  for  whom  1 
in1  ^ “*  P««L.  *■  fat- .as  the 
? Af*10  °f  Iteknd  are  concerned,  they  are 

i mo V' 18  from  pleuro-pneumonia. 
nn'“'^aTe  >'ou  m had  a case  of  plouro- 
cargoes  ?— -Never.OU1'  Span'sh  and  Portuguese 

aisS'i^T  yon  h“d  much  foot  “O'1  mouth 
‘Uese  oatgoes?— Never ; or,  rather, 
this  ■ tW  £.never»  * sJ}ould  say  that  the  law  is 
(L  ‘,,3  f a case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  is 
steamer  r L?  h&  2mon«t  cattle  on  board  a 
whole  of  ■ fr0.m  ®Pam  or  Portugal,  the 
tered  auira1als  would  have  to  be  slaugli- 

in  Live^o0iabv  aiS  are  Very  ri^  in8Pected 
surgeon  1 The!  V®ry  coml?etent  veterinary 
lanfinff '■  +W * ”°  ms]^cted  immediately  on 
and  theVovE  ® msPectf  ™ hours  afterwards, 
the  disease^ was  f®®]?168  five  da7a  5 therefore,  if 
show  itself  ,"/  r 8ys4em  at  alI>  ^ would 
detected.  ’ not  a sm2*e  case  has  ever  been 
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Irish^arSf6  s°od  many  cases  in  the 

Liveq.Sir:  yaid;  0‘-  to  your  pasture  at 
Ireland  is‘  this  • A °f  ,the  Srazier  in 

cattle  for  flnlf  i ttat  be  generally  consigns  his 
0.58.  to  a ca,ttle  salesman ; ourselves. 


tor  example.  They  are  shipped  from  Dublin, 
ttmhoa.,  Duiidalk,  or  Waterford,  or  whatever 
o n L 0'?  “ I’,roi>er  »«*V  ■»*»  1“  Liverpool 
ofThe  ou!m'S<  a?r‘0  Suc“'lay;  “ Kt-eat  number 
ot  the  cattle  arrive  on  Sunday,  tiie  Livernool 
held  on  the  Monday.  The  cattle, 
so  fa;  as  the  graziers  and  all  those  who  have  to 
do  with  consigning  the  cattle  arc  concerned,  are 
invariably  sound  when  leaving  the  farm.  No 
mail,  owning  cattle  or  having  any  interest  in 
them,  would  flunk  of  moving  cattle  affected  with 
loot  and  mouth  distemper  particularly,  for  the 
purpose  of  sendiug  them  to  a fat  market.  When 
tliey  arrive  m Liverpool,  they  are  placed  in 
parks  which  are  situated  round  about  the 
borough  ; generally  speaking,  from  four  to  five 
miles  distant  from  the  place  of  landing ; those 
aie  very  large  fields,  generally  speaking  (I  am 
speaking  ot  our  own  places),  from  70  to  100 
statute  acres,  and  some  of  them  considerably  more 
Jjarge  fields  are  selected,  because  it  is  found 
that  the  cattle  belonging  to  different  owners, 
generally  speaking,  herd  together  if  they  are  fed 
upon  one  place  ; therefore,  they  do  not  abuse  or 
horn  or  _ knock  about  each  other.  They  are 
brought  into  the  market  on  the  Monday ; and 
frequently  before  the  Monday,  on  Sunday,  for 
example,-  they  may  show  symptoms  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease. 

7036.  You  import  cattle,  I suppose,  or  rather 

vou  sell  entile  which  come  from  Dublin  and 
Urogheda,  and  many  other  places?— Prom  every 
port  in  Ireland.  3 

7037.  Have  you  found  a remarkable  exception 
with  regard  to  Drogheda,  that  the  animals 
coming  from  there  are  free  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  r— -They  are  not  any  more  free  than  any 
other  cattle.  They  all  land  perfectly  free,  in  my 
opinion ; and  if  the  disease  shows  itself,  it  has 
been  developed  from  travelling,  or  from  other 
circumstances,  after  they  have  arrived  in 
England. 

7038.  They  may  catch  the  disease  in  England  ? 
—it  is  more  than  probable  that  nine-tenths  of  the  . 
Irish  cattle  which  are  accused  of  being  exported 
unhealthy,  become  affected  after  they  arrive  iu 
England. 

7039.  I do  not  doubt  that  a successful  man  of 
business  like  yourself  takes  all  the  care  he  can, 
but  the  infection  once  getting  into  your  park,  it 
is  very  difficult  to  get  rid  of  it,  is  it  not?— We 
have  a great  number  of  parks,  and  the  parks  are 
always  idle  from  Sunday  night  about  12,  when 
they  begiu  to  move  the  cattle  in  for  the  market, 
until  Thursday  at  mid-day,  or  two  o'clock. 

7040.  Do  you  think  the  cattle  catch  the  disease 
m the  parks  at  all  ? — No,  I do  not  think  they  do ; 

I do  not  think  that  there  is  any  infection  iu  the 
parks. 

7041.  You  state  in  your  memorial,  “ That  it  is 
the  belief  of  your  memorialists  that  the  working 
of  this  Act,”  by  “ this  Act  ” you  mean  the 
English  Act,  “ lias  been  the  means  of  causing 
great  fluctuations  in  tlie  price  of  flesh  meat,  and 
that  to  its  working  the  exceptioual  high  prices 
winch  have  been  prevalent  in  many  large  towns 
for  flesh  meat  are  to  be  attributed  iu  what  way 
do  you  think  the  Act  has  operated  ; in  the  first 
place  what  Act  do  you  mean? — The  English 
Act,  the  general  Act  which  was  passed,  I think, 
in  1869.  The  way  in  which  these  fluctuations 
have  been  caused  in  the  trade  is  this : In  the 
month  of  last  August,  twelvemonths  for  the  first 
time  that  Act  was  put  in  force  at  Liverpool ; on 

0 02  the 


Mr. 

T.  V ei'don. 
15  May 
’8,-3. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


292 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


M the  14th  of  August  I think  it  was,  a great  num- 
T virion  ^er  P°^cemen  came  into  the  market,  accom- 

[ ' panied  by  two  'veterinary  surgeons ; they  went 

15  May  through  the  cattle,  and  seized  a great  number, 
1873.  some  of  which  they  afterwards  returned,  and 
some  of  which  they  retained,  and  placed  in 
quarantine.  On  that  particular  day,  I think, 
speaking  from  memory,  there  were  2,700  cattle 
in  the  market  exhibited  for  sale.  The  week 
following,  I think,  the  market  had  fallen  to 
1,400,  in  consequence  of  the  Act  being  so  strictly 
put  in  force.  It  deterred  everyone  in  Ireland, 
or  at  least  a great  number,  from  sending  their 
cattle  forward  to  that  market;  the  price  was 
raised  very  considerably,  and  the  same  effect 
followed  in  Manchester. 

7042.  Then  I understand  you  to  explain  this 
part  of  your  memorial  by  the  statement,  that 
when  that  Act  was  put  in  force,  a good  many 
cattle  were  taken  up  in  consequence,  and  that 
there  was  a rise  in  the  price  immediately  ?— There 
was  a very  considerable  advance  in  price  the 
week  afterwards. 

7043.  But  I think  this  passage  in  your  memo- 
rial would  convey  rather  a different  impression 
from  that ; it  would  not  convoy  the  impression 
that  the  immediate  effect  of  putting  the  Act  into 
operation  was  this,  but  that  it  was  the  general 
effect  of  the  working  of  the  Act  ? — So  far  as  the 
market  of  Liverpool  is  concerned,  the  working 
of  the  Act  has  no  doubt  considerably  diminished 
the  regular  supply  of  cattle  coming  there. 

7044.  When  did  the  Act  begin  to  get  into 
work  ? — Last  August  twelvemonths. 

7045.  When  you  say  that  the  Act  came  into  work 
in  August,  what  you  mean  is,  that  the  local  autho- 
rities of  Liverpool  then  put  into  force  for  the 
first  time,  in  a stringent  manner,  the  57th  clause 
of  the  Act,  which  prevented  animals  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  being  exposed 
for  sale? — Yes,  that  is  what  I mean. 

7046.  The  immediate  effect  of  that  action  was 
to  prevent  a number  of  animals  from  being  sold, 
and  to  raise  the  price  of  meat? — Yes. 

7047.  Now  I want  to  know  how  you  can  prove 
to  the  Committee  that  the  permanent  effect  since 
that  time  has  been  to  diminish  the  import  into 
Liverpool? — The  regulation  then  put  in  force 
diverted  a considerable  portion  of  the  traffic  from 
Liverpool. 

7048.  To  where? — To  other  parts. 

7049.  Will  you  mention  what  parts? — For 
instance,  a great  number  of  the  cattle  which 
were  formerly  offered  for  sale  in  Liverpool,  went 
by  Holyhead,  to  inland  places,  and  instead  of 
Liverpool  being,  as  it  was  formerly,  the  great 
exposition  market  for  the  north  of  England,  a 
great  number  of  the  cattle  which  used  to  come  to 
Liverpool,  where  the  dealers  came  and  purchased 
them,  are  now  brought  from  Ireland  by  the 
dealers  in  England,  who  go  over  to  Ireland  and 
buy  the  cattle,  and  bring  them  to  their  own 
places. 

7050.  The  general  Irish  import  in  1871  I find 
to  be  of  oxen,  bulls,  cows,  and  calves,  483,925  ; 
and  616,080  in  1872? — I think  I can  give  you 
the  number  imported  into  Liverpool  from  various 
seaports  in  Ireland.  This  Table  ( produci?ig  the 
same "j  is  taken  from  the  Liverpool  Bills  of  Entry, 
and  it  will  be  found  to  be  tolerably  correct. 

7051.  You  say  that  you  think  the  working  of 
the  Act  has  caused  the  exceptionally  high  prices 
prevalent  in  many  large  towns  for  flesh  meat  ? — 
As  long  as  I have  been  in  business  I never  recol- 


lect the  supplies  coming  into  Liverpool  bein<r  So 
small,  and  I never  recollect  prices  being  so  hwh- 
and  I attribute  that,  in  a measure,  to  the  working 
of  the  Act,  in  having  diverted  from  the  Liverpool 
Cattle  Market,  and  from  the  Salford  Cattle 
Market,  and  from  other  cattle  markets  in  the 
same  locality,  a great  deal  of  the  supply  that 
formerly  came  there. 

7052.  But  have  the  prices  at  those  markets 
been  decidedly  higher  than  in  other  markets  in 
the  kingdom? — Yes;  they  are  higher  in  Liver- 
pool at  present  than  they  are  in  London,  very 
considerably  higher,  so  much  so  that  every  week 
in  the  year  men  are  coming  up  to  London  from 
Liverpool  and  from  Manchester,  and  purchasing 
large  numbers  of  cattle  in  London,  and  bringing 
them  down  to  Liverpool  and  Manchester.  In 
years  gone  by  it  used  to  be  the  other  way. 

7053.  That  woidd  uot  appear  to  me  absolutely 
to  prove  that  the  prices  ran^e  higher  generally, 
because  we  are  well  aware  that  for  every  article 
of  sale  a very  large  market  is  often  resorted  to 
from  different  parts  of  the  kingdom ; but  have 
you  any  figures  to  show  the  prices  in  Liverpool 
to  be  actually  higher  than  the  prices  in  London? 
— I know  it  from  the  quotations  given : for 
instance,  last  Monday  in  Liverpool  they  were 
higher  there  than  in  auy  other  market  that  I am 
acquainted  with. 

7054.  Are  those  quotations  given  in  a price 
current  ? — No ; you  will  see  it  in  the  “ Times  ” of 
last  Monday  if  you  refer  to  it. 

7055.  You  say  that  was  the  case  last  Monday? 
— Yes,  and  that  has  been  the  case  for  some  time 
past ; I can  give  you  one  instance ; a Mr.  Hall 
who  is  a very  extensive  butcher  in  Liverpool  has 
been  here  for  the  last  three  weeks,  and  each  week 
he  has  bought  about  eighty  cattle ; he  told  me 
that  the  average  price  that  he  paid  for  those 
cattle  in  London  last  week  was  about  31/.,  and 
he  told  me  that  had  ho  to  buy  those  cattle  in 
Liverpool  he  thought  he  would  have  had  to  pay- 
32  l.  10  s.  for  them. 

7056.  I suppose  you  are  well  aware  as  a man 
of  business  that  the  fact  of  one  market  for  any 
article  being  at  any  particular  time  a better 
market  to  buy  in,  would  not  prove  that  it  was  a 
better  market- generally  ; you  would  have  to  show 
that  that  difference  had  prevailed  for  a consider- 
able time?— It  has  been  so  during  the  last  15 


months.  _ , , 

7057.  When  did  Mr.  Hall  come  to, London  ?- 

He  came  during  the  whole  of  the  spring  of  last 
year,  and  he  has  been  coming  now  for  a consider- 
able time ; be  comes  at  intervals,  not  regularly ; 
the  market  after  Christmas,  for  example,  he  came 
to  London.  . , , . 

7058.  What  time  do  you  get  your  Irish  tat 

cattle  into  Liverpool  mainly  ? — The  supp  y 0 
Irish  fat  cattle  into  Liverpool  commences  a ou 
the  first  week  in  June ; Ireland  supplies  “ 
enormous  portion  of  Lancashire,  and  a grea  E? 
tion  of  Yorkshire,  and  a great  extent  of  that  ' 
trict  with  cattle  from  the  month  of  June  unti , 
may  say,  the  Christmas  market.  _ . , 

7059.  Then  the  Irish  fat  cattle  coming  m aj® 

June  and  during  the  autumn  months  » 
Liverpool  a good  market  for  Irish  fat  cattle 
ing  that  time;  but  is  it  not  the  case  ia 
Norfolk  fat  cattle,  and  the  Scotch  fat  catt  e 
into  London  in  the  spring  ? — Yes,  they  co 
London ; London  is  well  supplied.  , . 

7060.  Would  not  it  be  a very 

for  a buyer  of  fat  cattle  to  come  to  Lo  ^ 
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the  spring  as  the  chief  market  for  Norfolk  and 
Scotch  cattle?— In  years  gone  by  it  was  the 
common  custom  for  people  to  buy  cattle  in 
Liverpool  in  the  spring  months  of  the  year,  and 
to  bring  them  up  to  London. 

7061.  Where  did  they  come  from  ? — A good 
deal  of  the  stall-fecl  cattle  came  from  Ireland,  some 
of  them  came  from  Scotland,  from  Berwick,  and 
Cumberland  by  rail ; it  is  the  large  dealers  re- 
siding in  Yorkshire  who  buy  cattle  in  Northum- 
berland, Berwick,  and  that  district,  and  who 
bring  them  in  the  spring  of  the  year  and  offer 
them  for  sale  in  Liverpool. 

7062.  Is  that  the  case  now? — Yes,  but  the 
supplies  are  not  coming  in  largely  now. 

7063.  With  regard  to  Scotch  cattle,  1 suppose, 
they  come  up  to  London  more  since  the  quicker 
railway  communication  has  been  afforded  than 
they  used  to  do? — We  never  had  a very  large 
supply  of  Scotch  cattle  coming  into  Liverpool. 

7064.  It  seemed  to  me  to  be  the  natural  course 
of  trade,  that  in  the  spring,  people  in  different 
parts  of  England  should  consider  London  to  be 
the  best  market  for  fat  cattle  ? — My  experience 
of  years  gone  by  is  that  higher  prices  ranged  in 
London  than  in  the  local  markets. 

7065.  Was  not  that  experience  based  upon  the 
fact  that  there  was  not  such  good  communication 
by  railway  with  London  as  there  is  now  ? — As 
long  as  I can  recollect  there  has  been  very  good 
communication  by  railway  to  London. 

7066.  Did  cattle  come  up  to  London  from 
Aberdeen  by  railway  at  that  time? — Yes. 

7067.  In  what  condition  do  the  fat  cattle 
generally  arrive  from  Ireland? — In  very  ex- 
cellent condition. 

7068.  You  do  not  import  store  cattle? — No. 

7069.  The  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle  also 
arrive  in  good  condition,  do  they  not?— 'Excel- 
lent. 

7070.  This  memorial  which  has  been  handed 
in  is  signed,  I think,  by  735  signatures  ? — Yes. 

7071.  Of  which  406  are  graziers  and  sales- 
men ? — Yes. 

7072.  And  264  butchers  and  cattle  dealers, 
and  I find  that  in  addition,  in  your  analysis,  five 
deputy  lieutenants  and  66  justices  of  the  peace 
have  signed  it? — Yes,  they  are  all  graziers. 

7073.  Are  they  Irish? — All  the  graziers,  with 
perhaps  about  a dozen  exceptions,  are-  Irish. 
The  memorial  is  signed,  I may  say,  by  Scotch 
gentlemen  also,  holding  an  enormous  extent  of 
land  in  Ireland,  Mr.  Allan  Pollok,  for  instance. 

7074.  Are  the  cattle  dealers  all  English  or 
Irish  ? — All  English ; they  are  nearly  all  people 
who  attend  the  Liverpool  and  Salford  markets. 
There  are  a great  number  of  cattle  dealers  who 
come  from  Yorkshire.  There  is  Mr.  Ruddock’s, 
Mr.  Wallbank’s,  signature ; he  comes  from  Ber- 
wick; and  Mr.  Akroyd  and  Mr.  Roebuck,  and 
a great  number  of  the  largest  cattle  dealers,  we 
have  coming  to  our  market. 

7075.  Then  am  I to  understand  that  you  not 
only  recommend  that  such  restrictions  as  these 
in  the  Irish  Order  with  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  should  no  longer  be  in  force,  but 
that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  should  be  struck 
out  of  the  Act ; that  Section  57  should  no  longer 
apply  to  that  disease  ? — Yes. 

7076.  You  make  the  same  statement  with  re- 
gard to  scab,  do  you  not? — Yes. 

7077.  Your,  opinion  is  that  we  had  better  not 
attempt  to  legislate  with  regard  to  foot  and 

0.58. 


mouth  disease  at  all  ’—Either  not  to  legislate  at 
all,  or  to  legislate  in  a way  that  would  stop  the 
traffic  altogether ; you  cannot  have  a medium 
between  the  two. 

7078.  This  is  the  recommendation  in  this 
memorial ; you  have  alluded  to  the  Order  which 
makes  it  imperative  that  in  all  foreign  cargoes, 
if  there  be  any  one  animal  affected  with  disease, 
the  whole  cargo  should  be  slaughtered  ; you  re- 
commend that  the  restrictions  relating  to  foreign 
cattle  should  be  maintained  if  the  restrictions  in 
the  Act  as  regards  home  cattle  and  Irish  cattle 
were  removed  ? — It  looks  a very  arbitrary  order, 
but  J think  when  we  are  dealing  with  our  own, 
such  as  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  may  be 
said  to  be,  yon  should  not  deal  with  them  as  you 
would  with  foreign  countries ; I think  it  is  per- 
fectly right  to  submit  to  tire  evils  that  you  have 
yourself,  but  not  to  import  any  that  you  can 
avoid. 

7079.  At  present  we  do  not  deal  out  equal 
measure,  because  if  one  of  the  Irish  cargoes  has 
diseased  cattle  on  board  there  is  no  attempt  to 
interfere  with  the  other  part  of  the  cargo  beyond 
the  diseased  animals  ; in  a foreign  cargo,  as  you 
are  aware,  if  one  animal  is  found  diseased,  the 
whole  cargo  is  slaughtered ; am  I to  understand 
that  that  restriction,  which  is  more  onerous  than 
the  present  restrictions  upon  the  home  and  Irish 
cattle,  should  be  continued  if  all  restrictions  upon 
Irish  and  home  cattle  were  removed  ? — No ; I 
would  not  at  all  advocate  that  the  whole  of  the 
cattle  should  be  slaughtered ; I would  distinctly 
object  to  it. 

7080.  I understand  that  you  would  strike  out 
from  Section  57,  which  prevents  the  exposure  of 
certain  animals  for  sale,  anything  which  would 
make,  it  apply  to  animals  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease ; would  you  then  allow  that  an  ■ 
animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
should  be  exposed  for  sale  in  a market  ? — In  a 
store  market  I do  not  think  anyone  would  do  it, 
and  in  a fat  cattle  market  I do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  great  evil  resulting  from  it. 

7081.  Then  you  would  repeal  the  law,'because 
you  do  not  think  that  that  would  be  likely  to  be 
<fone  in  a store  market,  and  you  do  not  think  it 
would  make  any  great  difference  if  it  were  done 
in  a fat  market ; why  would  it  not  be  likely  to  be 
done  in  a store  market? — No  mau  having  regard 
for  his  own  property  would  move  cattle  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  distemper  to  a store  fair, 
because  anyone  who  knows  anything  about  cattle 
knows  that  it  is  the  movement  of  cattle  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  which  causes  the 
injury  ; and  therefore  I say  that  no  rational  man 
would  expose  an  animal  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  a store  market ; as  to  the  fat 
cattle  market,  no  man  would  expose  one  thei'e  if 
he  could  avoid  doing  so. 

7082.  That  being  your  belief,  how  do  you  ex- 
plain the  fact  that  our  Department  is  constantly 
hearing  complaints  from  places  at  which  the  store 
cattle  arrive  from  Ireland,  bringing  with  them 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — In  the  reports  which  I 
have  seen  published  a great  many  of  the  state- 
ments are  entirely  contrary  to  the  facts. 

7083.  You  think  that  if,  for  instance,  the 
buyers  of  cattle  at  Norwich  market  state  that 
they  constantly  find  that  they  have  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  either  they  must  be  mistaken  in 
that  belief,  or  the  animals  must  have  caught  it 
after  coming  to  England  ?— Looking  to  the  re- 
turns which  are  published  by  the  Veterinary  De- 

0 0 3 partment 
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Mr.  partment  of  the  Privy  Council,  more  disease 
T.  Verclon.  prevails  in  Norfolk,  I think,  than  in  any  five 
ir  j£a  counties  in  Ireland.  I think  it  is  in  Norfolk 

1873.  tlmt  the  cattle  become  affected  with  foot  and 

mouth  disease. 

7084.  Mr.  Kavanuah.]  You  have  already 
stated  to  the  Right  Honourable  Chairman  your 
experience,  and  how  you  have  acquired  it : you 
are  a member  of  the  firm  of  Verdon  & Cullen,  of 
Liverpool,  are  you  not? — I am. 

7085.  And  from  your  experience  in  the  cattle 
trade  you  believe  you  are  perfectly  conversant 
with  the  value  of  cattle  and  sheep  on  grazing 
lands  and  feeding  ?— I believe  that  I am. 

7086.  You  are  directly  interested  in  anything 
connected  with  the  well-being  of  the  cattle  trade  ? 
— Yes,  I am  as  much  interested  as  any  man  can 
be. 

7087.  You  attend  the  Liverpool  cattle  market 
each  week  ? — I do. 

7088.  And  Manchester  ? — And  Manchester. 

7089.  And  you  have  been  in  the  habit  of  at- 
tending most  of  the  large  cattle  fairs  in  Ireland, 
have  you  not  ? — I have. 

7090.  You  have  purchased  large  numbers  of 
cattle  and  sheep  at  those  fairs  ? — -I  have,  in  very 
large  numbers. 

7091.  And  you  have  also  attended  many  of 
the  principal  fairs  in  England  ? — I have  attended 
several  of  the  large  fairs  in  Yorkshire  and  in 
Shropshire. 

7092.  In  Ireland  you  are  intimately  acquainted 
with  most  of  the  gentlemen  who  are  in  the  habit 
of  selling  their  cattle  and  sheep  in  the  larwo 
fairs?— I am. 

7093.  Therefore  you  have  had  frequent  oppor- 
tunities of  observing  the  cattle  and  their  condition 
both  before  and  after  they  are  purchased  ?— I 
have. 

7094.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  cattle  in 
Ireland  are  generally  healthy  ?— I believe  that 
the  cattle  and  sheep  in  Ireland  are  generally 
healthy,  and  I believe  at  the  present  moment 
they  are  singularly  healthy. 

7095.  lou  are  not  of  opinion  that  there  is 


. ™3;  M y.Kmmgh.]  In  sheep  the  mortality 
is  greater,  is  it  not  .''—In  sheep  it  is  neater  } 

7104.  In  the  case  of  cattle  being  attacked,  how 

long  would  you  consider  under  favourable  Sr 
cuinstances  the  attack  would  last?— If  cattle 
attacked  upon  a grazing  farm  in  my  experience 
I think  the  disease  lasts  about  eight  to  nine  days 
that  is  to  say,  it  commences  and  it  o-oes  to ‘it* 

height,'  and  then  it  subsides,  and  the  subsidence 

is,  1 think,  about  nine  days  after  the  animal  has 
been  attacked. 

7105.  The  animals  would  be  quite  well  in 

about  15  days,  would  they  not  ?— They  would 
be  quite  well  111  about  15  days;  there  is  a little 
tenderness  which  remains  in  the  feet  for  a longer 
period,  and  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  remove 
cattle  which  had  been  attacked  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  for  a considerably  longer  neriorl 
than  15  days.  ‘ c 1 

7106.  Some  reference  has  been  made  to  this 

cattle  disease,  in  that  Blue  Book  called  “ The 
Trade  in  Animals  Report,”  at  page  90?— At 
P®g®  90  ^ is  the  examination  at'  Professor 
Snnonds ; lie  was  being  examined  hv  Sir  W;u; 


. 7 opinion  max  mere  is 

very  much  foot  and  mouth  disease  at  present  in 
Ireland  ? I think  there  is  very  little,  or  scarcely 
any.  J 

7096.  Are  you  aware  at  the  present  moment 
ot  the  existence  of  a simple  case  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  in  Ireland  ? — I am  not  aware  of  a single 
case  amongst  any  grazing  or  feeding  cattle.  ° I 
know  nothing  whatever  about  dairy  cattle. 

7097.  Your  evidence  is  chiefly  directed  to 
fat  and  store  cattle  ?— Entirely  to  fat  and  store 
cattle. 

1098.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  very 
prevalent  in  Ireland  during  the  last  year,  lias  it 
not  r — Exceedingly  so. 

7099.  But  notwithstanding  its  prevalence,  is  it 
not  the  tact  that  it  is  a disease  rarely  fatal  ?— It 

7100.  What  would  you  consider  the  mortality 
arising  from  that  disease  would  be  ? — The  mor- 
tality arising  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  taken 
m its  ordinary  course  affecting  cattle  grazing 
upon  a farm  rarely  comes  up  to  three  per  1000° 

I can  state  that  from  my  own  experience  during 
a number  of  years.  ° 

,,  710J-  That  is  about  half  per  cent  ?— It  is  less 
than  half  per  cent. 

if1'  DJnt^  -ft  tlu'eo  P«  thousand 
of  the  cattle  attacked? — Three  per  thousand  of 

afL'm-a21Dg  °attle  attacked  whilst  Ceding  upon 


„ Simonds ; lie  was  being  examined  by  Sir  William 
: Miles,  and  after  stating  a number  of  other  things 
he  said,  “the  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  very 
seldom  fatal,  very  rarely  indeed.”  3 

7107.  I believe  there  are  a large  number  of 
passages  in  that  book  which  all  refer  to  the  same 
effect  ? — There  was  a great  deal  of  evidence 
taken  here,  and  the  representatives  of  the  Irish 
Agricultural  Society,  and  others,  have  all  <fiven 
evidence  against  foot  and  mouth  disease  bein^ 
legislated  upon;  some  of  the  largest  cattle  feeders 
in  Ireland,  and  some  very  large  farmers  in 
England,  all  gave  that  opinion. 

7108.  Mr.  Clare  Head .]  That  was  in  1S64, 
was  it  not?— Yes,  that  was  in  1864. 

7109.  Mr.  Kavanaah.l  Is  not  the  date  of  that 
Blue  Book  1866  ? — No,  this  is  in  1864 ; there  was 
a Blue  Book  called  “ Trade  in  Animals,”  that 
is  the  year  1866,  and  in  the  year  1866,  all  the 
evidence  that  is  from  Ireland,  1 think;  most  of 
the  people  who  gave  evidence  that  was  taken  upon 
the  subject  of  the  “ Trade  in  Animals,”  agreed 
that  foot  and  mouth  disease  should  not  be  inserted 
111  any  legislative  enactment. 

7110.  Are  you  of  opinion,  that  foot  and  mouth 
di6ea.se  is  introduced  into  Ireland  from  England 
a,t  all  '!■ — -I  am,  in  my  own  mind,  quite  certain 
that  the  introduction  of  the  disease  has  been  from 
England  into  Ireland. 

7111.  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that  that  disease  travels 
from  east  to  west,  and  that  the  cattle  in  Con- 
naught., are  the  last  to  take  the  disease  when  it  is 
general  in  Ireland  ? — It  is  invariably  the  case,  I 
think. 

7112.  You  have  often  seen  cattle  upon  farms  in. 
Ireland,  perfectly  healthy,  and  seen  the  same 
animals  in  Dublin,  perfectly  healthy,  and  you 
have  seen  those  same  animals  after  their  arrival 
in  England  affected  with  the  disease  ? — I have. 

7113.  In  years  gone  by,  previous  to  the  Privy 
Council  Regulations,  foot  and  mouth  disease  pre- 
vailed, but  we  got  rid  of  it,  did  we  not  ? — It  pre- 
vailed, I think,  perhaps  not  quite  so  severely 
as  it  has  done  lately,  but  it  was  quite  as  extensive, 
and  it  was,  I think,  completely  got  rid  of. 

7114.  Without  any  restrictions? — It  was  got 
rid  of  without  any  restrictions  or  regulations 
at  all. 

7115.  You  consider  (hose  regulations  most  in- 
convenient, do  you  not? — I do. 

7116.  Formerly,  when  we  were  without  any 
regulations,  the  disease,  when  it  broke  out,  used 
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to  spread  more  rapidly,  but  it  was  more  rapidly 
got  rid  of? — Yes ; its  rise  was  more  rapid,  but  its 
subsidence  was  also  more  rapid,  I think,  than  it 
is  at  present. 

7117.  You  have  already  stated  to  the  Right 
Honourable  Chairman,  that  the  movement  of  any 
cattle  affected  with  this  disease,  is  very  injurious  ? 
—I  think  particularly  so. 

7118.  You  do  not  believe  that  any  owner  in 
his  senses  would  move  his  cattle  off  his  farm  while 
they  were  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 
— Certainly  not. 

7119.  Fat  cattle,  if  properly  treated,  that  is  to 
say,  left  alone  and  not  disturbed,  recover  very 
quickly,  do  they  not? — Very  rapidly. 

7120.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
stances of  fat  cattle  affected  with  disease  ? — I can 
give  you  one  very  peculiar  instance;  a gentleman, 
a client  of  ours,  Mr.  O’Connel  Loghlen  Murphy, 
who  feeds  upwards  of  1,200  cattle,  and  stall  feeds 
150,  thought  of  exhibiting  three  animals  at  the 
Birmingham  cattle  show,  in  the  end  of  November 
or  the  beginning  of  December  last  year,  and  he 
wrote  to  me  that  he  had  sent  them  to  Birming- 
ham in  charge  of  two  of  his  men,  asking  me  to 
go  up  to  Birmingham  to  sell  them  at  the  cattle 
show  there.  They  were  sent  by  one  of  the  Holy- 
head  steamers  from  Dublin  to  Holyhead,  and 
were  rested  for  two  or  three  hours  at  Holyhead 
in  a horse  stable,  and  then  placed  in  a horse-box, 
and  brought  up  to  Birmingham,  and  brought  also’ 
to  a stable  where  no  cattle  had  been,  I believe, 
for  a year  before,  so  the  man  said.  One  of  those 
cattle,  a very,  large  ox,  became  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease.  At  the  examination  which 
took  place  before  the  animals  were  admitted  into 
the  cattle  show  in  Birmingham,  this  animal  was 
noticed  as  apparently  having  been  in  an  incipient 
stage  of  the  disease,  and  was  sent  back  to  the  stable 
he  came  from  in  Birmingham,  along  with  the  other 
tivo  cattle.  The  disease  developed  itself  fully, 
and  I have  rarely  seen  a worse  case  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ; the  animal’s  tongue  was  covered 
over  with  vesicles ; the  lips  were  also  covered  with 
vesicles,  and  the  feet  were  also  sore.  Of  course, 
the f ammal  would  not  be  allowedinto  the  exhibition 
building,  neither  were  the  men,  nor  the  animals 
that  accompanied  this  animal  which  was  affected. 

1 consulted  Professor  Gamgee,  who  was  one  of 
the  veterinary  surgeons  acting  for  the  Birming- 
ham  cattle  show  committee,  and  he  told  me  to  do 
nothing  to  the  animal,  to  leave  it  alone,  and  to 
get  it  a little  gruel  and  linseed  cake  boiled,  and  so 
torth,  and  that  the  animal  would  soon  get  right ; 

i did  so,  and  m 16  days  afterwards,  the  animal 
was  exhibited  at  the  Manchester  fa  t cattle  show, 
Jrst  Prize  there,  and  I sold  that 
Manchester  ^ S’  ca^c  show  in 

A?!'  V °"tbr<a*k  at  the  cattle 

V "lanchestei'  rasing  from  this  animal  ?— 
rtichL  OTl<1  .m,en‘ion  that  the  two  animals 

SllTrl the  hatl  tlle  fcot  mouth 

Tut  fl,Ye  months  before  they  were 
&M  AW?*  1 fofetoliad  never  had  the 

Mimhv  m°,  n distemper  ; lie  was  bred  by  Mr. 
untiirhy’  -d  “mmal  had  ">one  of  the  disease 
Si""}  ■“  England,  and  until  he  was  in 

head  to“BSningl,re  “ “ ''°™  b“  ^ 
aJw?1™1  t’myhole,  yon  are  of  opinion  that 
month ‘“2.  l'”d  hy  restrictions  upon  foot  and 
St*,®  rather  worse  than  tl,o  losses 
caused  by  the  disease  ?—  Much  more  so. 


uot liaTe  “V  legislation  at 

df  08 10  ioot  and  ”°“Ul  diee‘se?- 

Stenm^  pttw  to.  V![b'vay  companies  and 

J Packet  Companies,  you  are  of  opinion 
that  then  trucks  and  vessels  should  be  thoroughly 
disinfected?— I am  opinion  that  they  shoutf  be 

SSfficr  1 8“Chtime  **** 

‘afefclhave.8*1108  S1V“ 

7126.  Do  you  think  his  objection  is  reasonable 
with  regard  to  being  forced  to  whitewash  a 
vessel  ?— My  view  is,  that  if  you  thoroughly  wash 
the  floors  and  sides  of  the  hold  and  the  posfs  with 
salt  water  mixed  with  carbolic  acid  or  with  fresh 
watm-  in  which  there  is  carbolic  acid,  that  is  quite 
as  effectual  as  the  lime  wash,  and  in  carrying  fine 
goods  such  as  the  Company  take  from  Liver- 
pool, 1 think  lime  wash  is  a great  injury.  I think 
many  who  have  fine  goods  to  send  would  object 
to  their  being  carried  in  steamers  that  were  white- 
washed, whereas  I think  if  the  walls  and  stanchions 
were  rubbed  with  coarse  cloths  and  then  washed 
with  a hose,  the  hose  being  very  powerful,  every 
iota  containing  gems  of  the  disease  could  be 
washed  away. 

7127.  I will  ask  you  a few  questions  with  re- 
ference to  the  cattle  trade  of  Liverpool.  The 
cattle  trade  in  Liverpool  is  a very  important  one, 
is  it  not  ?— It  is  a very  important  one. 

7128.  The  value  being  over  flve  millions  a 
year.  Yes,  the  imports  into  Liverpool  exceed 
in  value  five  millions  a year. 

! 129.  Do  you  think  that  Liverpool  is  particu- 
larly well  suited  ns  a port  for  this  trade  ?• — I think 
it  is  as  well  situated  as  any  port  could  possibly 
be  ; the  facilities  for  landing  cattle  are  as  great  as 
they  possibly  can  be  at  any  port,  they  are  Greater 
than  at  any  port  I know. 

7130.  Cattle  can  be  landed  at  all  times  of  the 
day  and  night  at  the  docks  and  landing  stages, 
can  they  not  ? — They  can  be  landed  at  the  docks 
and  landing  stages  at  all  stages  of  the  tide. 

7131.  I think  that  the  railway  stations  for 
cattle  are  within  half  a mile  of  the  docks  at 
which  the  cattle  are  landed,  are  they  not  ?— The 
railway  stations  arc  within  a very  short  distance 
of  all  the  places  where  cattle  are  landed. 

7132.  Do  you  consider  the  cattle  market  at 
Liverpool  one  of  the  best  markets  iu  the  United 
Kingdom  ? — I think  it  is  as  well  arranged  as  any 
cattle  market  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

7133.  You  have  plans  of  the  cattle  market,  I 
believe,  which  you  would  wish  to  show  to  the 
Committee  ? — I have. 

7134.  You  heard  the  evidence  given,  that  the 
cattle  were  walked  four  miles  to  Edge  Hill ; if 
there  are  railway  stations  close  to  the  docks, 
why  do . they  drive  them  so  far ; do  you  know 
Edge  Hill  ? — P erfectly ; the  cattle  stations  are 
close  to  the  docks,  and  there  are  lairs  belonging 
to  the  London  and  North  Western  Com” 
pany,  and  the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Com- 
pany. The  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincoln- 
shire Railway  Company,  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company,  and  one  or  two  other  com- 
panies have  not  as  yet  a central  station  at  Liver- 
pool, and  their  cattle  station  is  situated  at  Edge 
Hill,  which  is  about  three  miles  from  the  docks 
where  most  of  the  cattle  are  landed,  and  the 
cattle  which  would  he  going  to  stations  on  the 
Great  Northern  Railway,  and  upon  the  Man- 
chester, Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Railway, 
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■would  come  up  to  tlie  railway  station  which  is 
situated  at  Edge  Hill ; the  cattle  which  would 
he  going  to  the  stations  which  are  situated  upon 
the°  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire,  and  upon  the 
London  and  North  Western,  and  upon  -the  other 
tributary  railways,  would  go  from  the  steamer  to 
their  yards,  and  from  their  yards  to  their  desti- 
nation. . ..  . 

7135.  You  have  a map  there  showing  all  the 
railways  drawn  upon  it,  have  you  not  ? I have 
(producing  the  same) ; this  map  was  prepared  at 
the  time  of  the  Cattle  Plague.  (The  map  was 
handed  in.) 

7136.  At  the  Liverpool  Docks  there  is  accom- 
modation, is  there  not,  for  loading  or  unloading 
a thousand  head  of  cattle  an  hour  ? At  tlie 
Liverpool  Docks  you  could  unload  any  number 
of  cattle  from  tlie  steamers  which  could  possibly 
be  brought  there.  At  the  railway  station  which 
is  in  connection  with  the  Liverpool  Cattle 
Market,  you  could  load  a thousand  head  of  cattle 
per  hour;  that  railway  station  is  the  largest 
cattle  station,  I think,  in  Great  Britain;  it  is 
larger  than  any  one  in  London. 

7137.  Is  not  the  Liverpool  Market  attended 
by  all  the  buyers  of  the  neighbouring  large 
towns? — Yes,  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year. 
Liverpool  supplies  the  inhabitants  of  nearly  all 
the  large  towns  in  Lancashire,  and  a great  many 
large  towns  in  Yorkshire,  and  a great  number  of 
the  towns  in  Cheshire.  A considerable  supply 
also  goes  from  Liverpool  to  Nottingham,  and  a 
large  supply  goes  to  Birmingham,  Wolverhamp- 
ton, and  tlie  Pottery  districts. 

7138.  So  that  in  fact  Liverpool  is  responsible 
for  the  supply  of  meat  to  a very  large,  and  a very 
thickly  populated  part  of  England  ? — To  an 
enormous  district. 

7139.  Am  I tight  in  stating  the  following 
figures  with  reference  to  the  imports  of  cattle 
from  Ireland  into  Liverpool,  in  the  year  1872; 
the  number  of  cattle  imported  was  294,098 ; of 
sheep  333,258,  and  that  the  estimated  value  of 
those  was  over  five  millions  sterling  ? — It  was. 

7140.  No  cattle,  I believe,  come  into  Liver- 
pool except  Irish,  Scotch,  Spanish,  and  Portu- 
guese ? — None,  or  when  I say  none,  I should  say 
that  occasionally  a ship  from  other  places  has 
brought  a few  cattle  011  board,  but  the  number 
might  be  counted  by  uliits. 

7141.  Do  any  cattle  ever  come  from  Jersey? 
— Yes,  a considerable  number  come  into  Liver- 
pool from  Jersey,  but  they  are  brought  by  rail- 
way from  Southampton ; we  have  no  direct  com- 
munication with  the  Island. 

7142.  No  ship  communication? — We  have  no 
ship  communication  ; the  animals  are  landed  from 
Jersey,  Guernsey,  Alderney,  and  Sark,  at  South- 
ampton, and  are  brought  from  Southampton  to 
Liverpool  by  rail. 

7143.  Besides  this  number  of  cattle  which 
come  by  ship  to  Liverpool,  there  is  a considerable 
number  which  come  by  railway,  is  there  not? — 
Yes ; there  is  a very  large  number. 

7144.  Am  I right  in  stating  these  figures  at 
20,000  cattle  and  120,000  sheep  coming  from 
Scotland  and  the  North  of  England? — That  is 
under  tlie  amount. 

7145.  But  at  certain  seasons  is  it  not  the  fact, 
say  from  the  21st  of  June  to  the  21st  of  No- 
vember, that  Ireland  supplies  nearly  all  the 
cattle  and  sheep  consumed  in  Liverpool,  Man- 
chester, Warrington,  Wakefield,  Huddersfield, 
and  Halifax,  and  all  the  other  places  in  that 
district  ? — Yes. 


7146.  Mr.  Dent.]  A great  number  c,f  grass-fed 
stock  from  Yorkshire  go  to  Wakefield  Market, 
do  they  not? — Yes,  but  I was  in  Wakefield 
Market  in  August  last,  and  I should  say  that 
three-fourths  of  the  animals  there  were  from 
Ireland. 

7147.  Mr.  Kavunagh.']  Have  you  any  fia-ures 
with  reference  to  the  number  of  animals  taken 
to  the  different  towns  ? — No,  I have  not ; but  I 
know'  that  as  a fact  from  my  own  knowledge  and 
experience. 

7148.  Arc  not  all  those  districts  very  densely 
populated  ? — They  are  all  very  densely  popu- 
lated. 

7149.  You  are  of  opinion  that  any  interference 
with  the  Irish  cattle  trade,  would  directly  affect 
the  supply  of  meat  to  those  towns  ? — I am  quite 
sure  of  it. 


7150.  Are  you  not  also  aware  that  great  dis- 
satisfaction exists  at  the  present  time  owing  to 
the  high  price  of  meat  ?— I am. 

7151.  Are  you  not  aware,  also, -that  many 
times  during  last  summer  there  were  demon- 
strations in  Bolton  and  Manchester  against  the 
butchers,  who  were  not  atall  to  blame  for  the  high 
prices  current  ? — I am. 

7152.  Is  it  true  that  Liverpool  was  the  first 
place  in  which  the  Act  of  1869  was  put  in  force? 
— Liverpool  was  the  first  place  in  Lancashire,  in 
which  it  was  put  in  force. 

7153.  You  believe,  do  you  not,  that  more  or 
less,  there  is  in  that  district  a prejudice  against 
Irish  cattle  ? — I believe  that  some  of  the  local 
landowners  have  a strong  prejudice  against  Irish 
cattle. 

7154.  And  I believe  you  are  of  opinion  that 

some  of  the  magistrates  of  the  West  Derby 
Hundred  put  the  powers  granted  under  that  Act 
into  force  in  a very  injudicious  manner?— Yes; 
without  any  discrimination,  and  I think  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  recommendations  of  the  officer  who 
was  sent  down  by  the  Privy  Council  to  make 
inquiries  into  the  matter.  I think  the  V eterinary 
Department,  in  consequence  of  representations 
which  were  made,  sent  down  Professor  Simonas, 
and  I think  that  that  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  Dr.  Williams ; Professor  Simonds  did  all  he 
could  to  induce  the  magistrates  not  to  carry  out 
the  course  they  were  pursuing,  and  in  opposition 
to  that  they  still  continued  to  do  so.  , 

7155.  How  would  you  define  that  injudicious 
manner? — I will  give  you  an  instance  of  that. 
Upon  one  Monday  I was  about  selling  a number 
of  very  large  cattle  at  prices  considerably  ovei 
30  /.  Some  of  them  belonged  to  the  Bail  ot 
Dunsany.  After  I had  sold  them,  but  before  1 
had  delivered  them,  the  inspector  came  round 
and  observed  that  some  of  them  were  suitering 
from  foot  and  mouth  distemper,  and  instead  0^ 
allowing  those  cattle  to  be  removed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  immediate  slaughter,  they  placed  tn, 
in  sheds  contiguous  to  the  Liverpool  ua 
Market,  and  kept  them  there  in  quarantine  tor  a 
number  of  days.  If  the  cattle  had  been  allowea 
there,  and  then  to  have  been  removed  tor  im- 
mediate slaughter,  all  liability  of  infecting  otner 
cattle  would  have  been  done  away  with;  bu 
long  as  they  were  kept  alive  they  were  a so 

of  infection  to  others.  _ t .f 

7156.  However,  in  your  opinion  t0 

this  injudicious  administration  of  the  Act  w * 
cause  violent  fluctuations  in  the  prices  0 n 

— In.  one  week,  the  week  following  the 
rigorous  application  of  the  Act  to  the  w ? 
Cattle  Market,  the  supply  became  more  ^ 
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half  less.  I think  the  figures  were  given  to  the 
Veterinary  Department  last  summer,  when  there 
was  a deputation  to  the  Privy  Council.  Dr. 
"Williams  will  have  the  figures  of  the  actual  sup- 
plies which  came  forward  to  the  Liverpool 
Market  after  the  Act  was  enforced,  and  before  it 
was  enforced. 

7157.  Has  the  market  since  recovered  its  tone  ? 
— No,  it  has  not. 

7158.  Were  there  not  at  that  time  large  public 
meetings  held  in  Liverpool  protesting  against  the 
Act  of  1869  ? — There  were. 

7159.  Was  not  there  a requisition  to  the  Mayor 
of  Liverpool  very  numerously  signed? — There 
was  a requisition  signed  by  all  the  leading  ship- 
owners, several  bankers,  and  a great  many  of  the 
largest  employers  of  labour  in  Liverpool. 

7160.  The  requisition  was  to  call  a meeting  to 
protest  against,  or  to  pray  for,  the  repeal  of  the 
Act? — The  requisition  was  worded,: — “We,  the 
undersigned  ratepayers  of  the  borough  of  Liver- 
pool, feeling  the  grievous  pressure  on  all  classes 
arising  from  the  short  supplies  of  cattle  and  sheep 
coming  to  the  Liverpool  Market,  and  being  of 
opinion  that  this  shortness  of  supply,  and  its 
necessary  consequences,  are  mainly  to  be  attri- 
buted to  the  restrictions  imposed  upon  the  cattle 
trade  by.  the  working  of  the  rules  laid  down  in 

. the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  request 
your  Worship  to  convene  a public  meeting  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  borough  to  consider  what  can 
be  done  to  remove  the  grievance  complained  of.” 
That  is  the  requisition,  and  amongst  others  you 
will  find  the  signatures  of  the  largest  employers 
of  labour  in  Liverpool,  the  largest  shipowners, 
brokers,  bankers,  &c. 

7161.  The  shipowners  are  interested  very  much 
in  the  price  of  meat,  are  they  not,  from  having 
to  victual  the  great  number  of  large  steamers 
which  leave  Liverpool  every  week? — Yes,  they 
are  very  much  interested.  The  largest  number 
of  ships  going  from  any  port  with  emigrants,  I 
think  sail  from  Liverpool,  and,  of  course,  it  is  of 
very  great  importance  that  these  ships  should  be 
furnished  with  an  abundant  supply  of  fresh  meat. 
About  12  large  steamers  leave  Liverpool  each 
week  for  America,  and  each  steamer  takes  about 
10,000  lbs.  of  fresh  meat. 

7162.  In  1870  am  I right  in  saying  that  the 
number  of  cattle  offered  for  sale  was  120,000 
Lush,  14,000  Scotch,  and  6,000  foreign  ?— That 
was  the  number  of  cattle. 

7163.  There  were  also  exhibited  for  sale  that 
year  over  400,000  sheep,  were  there  not? — Yes. 

7164.  Then  since  that  year,  owing  to  the  re- 
strictions, the  numbers  have  fallen  off  very 
much? — Very  much. 

7165.  Mr.  Dent.']  Can  you  give  the  numbers 
tor  the  years  1870,  1871,  and  1872  ? — I can  give 
you A 873  ; that  counts  from  the  25th  of  March 
m the  preceding  year. 

oJi^!\?oe8  “ie  year  1870  terminate  upon  the 
25th  of  March  1870  ?— Yes  ; the  number  in  the 
Liverpool  market  in  1873  was  355,118  sheep, 

and  91,108  cattle.  ** 

7167.  Mr.  Kuvanagh .]  Am  I right  in  this 
statement,  which  I believe  is  from  the  official 
paper  in  Liverpool,  referring  to  the  Irish  cattle 
traae,  that  the  arrival  of  sea-borne  cattle  into  the 
port  of  Liverpool  for  the  year  ending  1871 

ounted  to  264,244,  to  which  must  be  added 
tnose  which  arrived  by  railway,  which  are  esti- 
mated at  20,000  more  ?— Yes,  that  is  so,  but  the 

058  8 Wlll°h  1 am  giving y°u are  tbe  numbers 


which  were  exposed  for  sale  in  the  Liverpool 
Stanley  Market.  Dr.  Williams  has  that  report  • T. 
it  was  handed  in  when  the  deputation  was  here 
last  June,  but  the  numbers  which  you  are  quoting  1 
from  now,  are  the  gross  imports,  many  of  whicS 
only  pass  through  Liverpool. 

7168.  I presume  that  would  cover  every  sino-le 
head  of  store  stock  imported  ?— That  number 
would  cover  all  the  store  cattle. 

7169.  Therefore  the  number  mentioned  in 
this  report  would  not  apply  to  the  supply  of 
meat?— The  whole  of  that  does  not  apply  to  the 
sale  of  meat. 

7170.  The  Right  Honourable  Chairman  says 
that  it  would  be  an  advantage  if  we  could  have 
the  same  calculations  for  the  years  1870,  1871, 
1872,  and  1873,  of  the  supplies  that  were  offered 
for  sale  at  the  Liverpool  Stanley  Market? — That 
is  here  already  in  the  statistics  of  the  Veterinary 
Department. 

717 J • Mr.  Jenkins  in  his  book  has  made  a 
great  many  statements  about  Liverpool ; I do 
not  propose  to  go  through  them  seriatim  now, 
but  in  a general  way  do  you  think  that  they  are 
correct?— I think  they  are  most  incorrect. 

7172.  I will  take  you  through  his  book  after- 
wards, but  generally  you  think  that  the  state- 
ments are  most  incorrect?— I think  the  greater 
number  of  the  statements  connected  with  the 
Irish  cattle  trade  arc  grossly  incorrect. 

7173.  Were  there  not  a number  of  queries  sent 
down  by  the  Dublin  Agricultural  Society  lately, 
with  regard  to  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease ? — There  were. 

7174.  And  you  drew  out  answers  for  them  ? — 

Yes,  the  questions  were  sent  round  to  the  large 
graziers  and  those  engaged  in  the  cattle  trade, 
and  I,  as  a member,  received  one. 

7175.  Will  you  kindly  read  those  questions 
and  answers? — I will.  “ ( Q.)  1.  Do  you  observe 
“ much  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  fairs  and 
“ markets,  and  at  what  period  of  the  year  is  it 
“ most  prevalent  ? (A.)  Very  little  indeed,  hut 
“ have  seen  some  in  autumn  fairs  last  year. 

“ (/?•)  -D°  you  think  inspection  of  stock  in 

“fairs  and  markets  would  be  beneficial?  (A.) 

“ Inspection  of  store  stock  might  he  occasionally 
“ useful ; inspection  of  fat  cattle  in  markets  is 
“ useless ; all  the  cattle  shown  there  are  for  im- 
“ mediate  slaughter.  (Q.)  3.  Are  the  present 
“ provisions  of  the  law  as  to  fairs  and  markets 
“ sufficient ; if  not,  can  you  suggest  any  amend- 
“ meats?  (A.)  The  fat  cattle  markets  in  England 
“ and  Dublin  are  well  regulated.  All  store  cat- 
“ tie  fairs  should  bo  held  in  fields,  not  in  roads  ; 

“ fat  cattle  are  inspected  in  Liverpool,  Salford, 

“ Birmingham,  Wolverhampton,  Wakefield,  and 
“ Nottingham ; these  are  the  markets  I am  ac- 
“ ciuainted  with.  Any  store  fairs  that  I have  been 
“ in,  I never  saw  any  inspection.  If  the  owner  of 
“ store  stock  was  obliged  to  give  an  undertaking  to 
“ the  purchaser  of  his  stock  that  they  were  healthy, 

“ and  had  not  been  in  contact  with  those  that 
“ were  unhealthy  for  10  days  previously,  and  this 
“ undertaking  was  to  continue  in  force  10  days 
“ after  sale,  this  would  do  away  with  the  neces- 
sity of  any  inspection  ; this  applies  to  pleuro- 
“ pneumonia.  (Q.)  4.  Has  inspection  by  the 
“ police  at  fairs,  markets,  or  otherwise,  been  of 
“ any  benefit?  (A.)  Not  in  the  least.  (Q.)  5. 

“ Do  you  advise  that  local  veterinary  surgeons 
“ should  be  appointed  inspectors,  ancl  be  bound 
“ to  attend  fairs  and  markets?  (A.)  No.  (Q).  6. 

“ Do  you  think  that  cattle  become  infected  in  the 

P P “ yards 
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“ yards  at  fairs  and  markets?  ( A .)  Sometimes, 
"but  rarely.  (Q.)  7.  Would  you  advise  any 
“ steps  to  be  taken  in  relation  to  the  cattle  yards, 
“ such  as  to  license  them,  and  to  have  them 
“ cleansed  and  disinfected  ? (.4.)  Yes,  very  de- 

“ sirable.  (Q.)  8.  Do  you  think  the  pens  or 
“ yards  at  railway  stations  or  termini,  require  to 
“be  cleansed  and  disinfected  ? (A.)  Yes,  very 
“ much  to  be  desired.  All  railway  trucks,  rail- 
“ way  yards,  and  cattle  pens,  should  be  cleaned 
“each  day?  ( Q.)  9.  Have  sufficient  pens  or 
“ yards  been  provided  at  the  stations  from  which 
“ you  forward  cattle?  (A.)  No;  they  are  very 
“ deficient.  (Q.)  10.  Is  there  unnecessary  de- 
“ lay  in  the  trucking  and  forwarding  of  animals 
“ to  their  destination,  and,  if  so,  are  you  aware  of 
“ instances  of  depreciation  in  value  consequent 
“ thereon  ? (A.)  Fat  cattle  are  liable  to  be  very 
“ much  depreciated  in  value,  if  delayed  in  transit. 
“ There  is  a great  want  of  punctuality,  and  too 
“ slow  a rate  of  speed  in  the  transit  of  cattle  on 
“ all  the  Irish  railways?  (Q.)  11.  Are  the  cat- 
“ tie  trucks  cleansed  and  disinfected  ? (4.)  On 
“ all  railways  in  Ireland,  the  trucks,  if  cleansed 
“ at  all,  are  not  properly  done  so,  and  are  not 
“ disinfected.  All  railway  companies  should  be 
“ made  to  clean  and  disinfect  each  time  they  are 
“ used  for  carrying  cattle  and  sheep.  (Q.)  12. 
“ Are  the  present  provisions  of  the  law,  as  regards 
“ the  transit  of  stock  by  railways  sufficient,  if 
“ properly  carried  out  ? (.A)  Yes;  if  there  was 
“ power  to  make  railway  companies  clean  their 
“ yards  and  trucks,  and  compensation  more  easily 
“recovered  for  detention.  ( Q .)  13.  Do  you 
“ think  it  advisable,  that  a person  should 
“ be  employed  to  compel  their  fulfilment,  and 
“ what  class  of  person  would  you  suggest  ? 
“ (A.)  Yes,  there  should  be  a general  in- 
“ spector,  who  had  a knowledge  of  the  cattle 
“ trade,  appointed  by  theBoard  of  Trade  for  all 
“ the  railways.  When  complaints  are  made,  he 
“ should  have  power  to  examine  witnesses  on 
“ oath,  draw  up  report,  and  grant  certificates  of 
“ claims  for  culpable  negligence  and  detention, 
“ which  should  be  received  as  evidence.  He 
“ might  also  have  power  of  assessing  damages  to 
“ be  summarily  recovered  for  negligence  and  de- 
“ tention,  and  if  under  50  l.  his  award  to  be  final. 
" (Q-)  14.  Would  it  be  desirable  to  have  local 
“ Inspectors  appointed  to  examine  into  the  cattle 
" traffic  on  railways?  (A.)  No.  (Q.)  15.  Can 
“ you  suggest  anything  to  be  done  with  lairs  and 
“ yards,  and  would  it  be  advisable  to  have  them 
“ licensed  ? (A.)  Yes,  it  would ; all  the  receiving 
“ yards  at  the  different  seaports  in  Ireland  shoula 
“ be  properly  paved,  divided  into  compart- 
“ ments,  and  supplied  with  water,  also  cribs  or 
“ racks  for  holding  hay  ; these  yards  should  be 
“ cleansed  and  disinfected  each  day,  when  in  use ; 
“ the  accommodation  at  most  places  in  Ireland  is 
“defective.  (Q.)  16.  Are  most  of  the  cattle  for 
“ export  taken  by  rail  or  by  road,  from  your  loca- 
lity ; state  port  of  exportation?  (4.)  Fat 
“ cattle  more  than  10  or  12  miles  from  the  sea- 
“ port  go  by  rail  to  Dublin,  Drogheda,  or  Dun- 
“ dalk,  as  a rule.  (Q.)  17.  What  becomes  of 
“ them  at  the  seaports,  and  are  there  means  by 
“ which  they  shall  be  properly  fed,  watered,  and 
“ otherwise  cared  for ; and,  if  so,  are  they  carried 
“ out  ? (A.)  Often  a long  delay  occurs,  as  the 
“ sailing  of  the  boats  does  not  agree  with  the 
“ arrival  of  the  trains ; there  is  not  proper  ac- 
“ eommodation  for  feeding  cattle  at  most  of  the 
“ Irish  seaports,  and  there  ought  to  be  6uch  pro- 


“ vided  by  the  various  steam  companies  ( 0 \ 
“18.  Are  cattle  driven  at  once  from  the  railways 
“ to  the  steamers,  if  not,  how  are  they  dealt  with? 
“ (A.)  Cattle,  when  they  arrive  by  train  are 
“ driven  to  the  various  receiving  yards,  and5 wait 
“there  for  shipment  (Q.)  19.  Is  the  present 
“ system  of  inspection  on  the  quays  efficient- 
“if  not,  give  your  reasons  for  saying  so?  (J ) 
“ No,  inspection  on  the  quays  is  desirable  or  re- 
“ quisite,  as  regards  fat  cattle ; if  there  is  to  be 
“ inspection  it  should  be  at  the  port  of  embavka- 
“ tion,  and  should  be  confined  to  stores ; fat 
“stock  require  no  inspection.  ( Q .)  20.  Could 
“ a system  of  inspection  of  cattle  be  adopted  in 
“ the  yards  or  lairs,  before  being  brought  to  the 
“quays?  (A)  If  there  is  to  be  inspection,  it 
“ should  be  in  the  yards  or  lairs,  before 
“the  cattle  are  shipped.  (Q.)  21.  Can  you 
“ suggest  anything  to  be  done  to  improve 
“ the  fittings  in  the  steamers  viz.,  make 
“ smaller  pens,  better  ventilation  below,  &c.  ? 
“ {A.)  The  City  of  Dublin  Company’s  Steamers, 
“ the  Holyhead  steamers,  the  Drogheda  and 
“ Dundalk  steamers,  are  perfect,  as  far  as  I can 
" judge.  The  decks  of  all  steamers  should  be 
“ covered  in.  Some  steamers  in  the  cattle  trade 
“ might  be  much  improved  by  raising  the  bul 
“ warks,  giving  greater  height  between  decks, 
“ &c.  All  the  steamers  might  be  better  cleansed 
“and  disinfected.  ( Q.)  22.  Are  the  steamers 
“ properly  cleansed  and  disinfected?  (.4.)  They 
“ are  not,  and  should  be  compelled  to  do  so; 
“ abundance  of  water,  or  rubbing  the  posts,  &c., 
“ with  dry  coarse  cloth  or  chloride  of  of  lime,  or 
“ sulphuric  acid,  are  excellent  disinfectants.  (Q.) 
“ 23.  Would  quarantine  and  the  consequent 
“ detention  of  stock  at  the  ports  of  debarkation 
“ affect  the  trade  injuriously  ? (A)  Detention 
“ or  quarantine  would  be  most  injurious  to  fat 
“ cattle,  and  even  in  the  case  of  store  not  desir- 
“ able.” 

7175*.  In  tire  Veterinary  Report  for  1871,  in 
the  third  paragraph  of  page  .9,  there  is  this  state- 
ment, “ That  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  readily 
produced  by  contagion  has  repeatedly  been 
proved ; indeed  so  readily  is  it  communicated  in 
this  way,  not  only  by  animals  but  by  man,  or  any 
substances  which  have  been  in  contact  with 
diseased  animals,  that  it  is  an  extremely  difficult 
matter  to  prevent  its  spread,  and  many  instances 
of  outbreak  have  occurred  in  which  it  has  been 
found  impossible  to  trace  the  means  by  which  it 
could  have  been  communicated.”  Instances  are 
given  in  the  following  paragraphs,  and  at  page 
1 0 the  same  thing  is  stated  again;  is  that  generally 
speaking,  your  opinion  ? — It  is  quite  my  opinion, 

7176.  I must  refer  to  that  document  which 
has  been  put  before  this  Committee  by  Dr. 
Williams;  it  is  termed,  I believe,  the  Chester 
Memorial,  and  is  printed  amongst  our  Papers; 
you  are  acquainted  with  the  county  of  Cheshire, 
are  you  not  ? — I am,  very  well. 

7177.  Is  it  the  fact  that  more  pleuro-pneumonia 

and  more  foot  and  month  disease  prevail  m 
Cheshire  than  in  any  other  county  in  England, 
except  Norfolk  ? — It  is.  , 

7178.  How  have  you  acquired  your  general 
knowledge  of  Cheshire? — I live  not  very  tar 
from  Cheshire  ; my  fathcr-iu-law  has  a large 
property  in  Cheshire.  I shot  over  very  large 
properties  in  Cheshire  for  a great  number  01 
years,  and  I hunted  over  a great  portion  of  t e 
county  of  Chester,  and  of  course  when  you.11^ 
shooting  over  a country  you  see  very  P al^^ 
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the  way  in  which  cattle  are  managed.  When 
you  are  riding  over  a country,  you  get  a very 
general  knowledge  of  the  description  of  the 
fand  and  the  cattle  which  are  fed  upon  it,  and  of 
the  whole  domestic  economy  and  the  agricultural 
management. 

7179.  Your  opinion  of  Cheshire  is  that  it  is  a 
source  of  infection  of  all  kinds  of  the  worst 
diseases  ? — I think  it  is  the  home  of  all  the  worst 
diseases  which  exist  in  cattle.  There  is  no  rinder- 
pest existing  there  at  present,  but  with  the  ex- 
ception of  rinderpest  I think  everything  else  is 
there. 

7179. *  I am  particular  in  asking  these  ques- 
tions, because  Mr.  Jenkins  in  his  report  refers  to 
Cheshire  as  a pattern  county,  but  the  veterinary 
return  prove  the  fact  which  you  have  stated,  that 
disease  is  more  prevalent  in  Cheshire  than  in  any 
other  county  in  England,  except  Norfolk.  If 
you  refer  to  Tables  25  and  26,  at  page  32  of  the 
report  of  1871,  what  is  the  number  put  down  for 
Cheshire  in  those  Tables ; Norfolk,  I believe, 
carries  off  the  palm? — The  return  relates  to 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  there  are  295  cases  put 
down  for  Cheshire.. 

7180.  All  I want  to  ask  is  in  looking  down  the 
tables  is  not  Cheshire  the  largest  ? — With  one 
exception  it  is  the  largest  considerably. 

7181.  With  the  exception  of  Norfolk  ? — Yes. 

7182.  Is  it  the  fact  that  hundreds  of  calves 
from  Cheshire,  are  sold  in  Manchester  to  dealers 
who  take  them  into  Ireland?— It  is,  and  they 
are  sold  at  the  railway  stations;  for  instance, 
they  are  sold  at  the  Beeston  Railway  Station; 
they  are  brought  into  Ireland  and  sold,  not  as 
has  been  stated  here  as  veal  calves,  but  as  rearing 
calves.  I never  knew  a calf  to  be  brought  to 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  slaughtering  it;  they 
are  all  brought  for  the  purpose  of  rearing. 

^ 7183.  Mr.  Dent.1  Was  it  stated  before  this 
Committee  that  those  calves  were  taken  to 
Ireland  to  eat  ? — Professor  Baldwin  stated  that 
they  were  taken  to  Ireland,  and  I never  knew 
veal  calves  brought  to  Ireland. 

7184.  Mr.  Kavanat/Jt.]  You  can  state  the  case 
of  a Mr.  Brophy;  what  happened  to  him? — He 
is  a client  of  ours.  He  had  abundance  of  milk 
at  one  time,  and  he  desired  half  a dozen  English 
calves  to  be  bought  for  him  and  sent  over  for  the 
purpose  of  rearing  them.  They  were  Cheshire 
calves  purchased  in  Manchester;  they  were 
bought  in  Manchester  on  Tuesday,  and  they 
rwm,  ^ k*s  P^ace  the  afternoon  of  Wednesday, 
un  I hursday. afternoon  he  observed  two  of  those 
calves  to  be  sick,  and  before  Saturday  three  of 
them  had  died,  and  on  Saturday  two  of  his  own 
became  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
ana  before  the  Monday  following  all  the  imported 
calves,  except  one,  and  four  of  bis  own,  died. 

7185  Mr.  Brophy  had  no  foot  and  mouth 
msease  before  that  upon  his  farm,  I believe  ?— No. 

7186.  Mr  -Clare  Bead.]  Foot  and  mouth  disease 
May  be  fatal  amongst  calves,  though  it  is  not 
tatal  amongst  full-grown  stock?— It  is  fatal 
amongst  calves,  whereas  it  is  not  amongst  old 
stock,  but  I am  not  in  the  habit  of  dealing  with 
uairy  cattle  or  calves. 

, Mr-  Ka.vanagh.']  Ia  it  the  fact,  that 

tchers  say  that  Cheshire  sheepskins  are  of  less 
value  than  others? — .Yes. 

7i88.  Have  you  observed  in  the  course  of  your 

mET  * i?’?8’1?'6’  ““r  c“8<!a  of  ale<!P 

ri  tlle  fields? — A great  number,  more  so 
0 58  “°7  0ther  plwe’  * 


7189.  You  know  a great  many  of  tlie  different 

dairy  counties  in  Ireland,  do  you  not? — Yes  • 
I do.  5 

7190.  Do  you  think  that  Cheshire  is  much  in 
advance  of  them?— I think  the  county  Carlow,  the 
county  Wexford,  the  county  Kilkenny,  and  the 
county  Limerick,  which  are  dairy  counties  with 
which  I am  acquainted  in  Ireland,  are  many 
years  m advance  of  Cheshire,  both  in  agriculture, 
management,  and  everything  else.  I think  they 
have  very  much  better  cattle,  and  I think  they 
manage  them  and  cultivate  the  land  very  much 
better. 

7191.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  more  pleuro- 

pneumonia comes  into  Liverpool  from  the  Che- 
shire dairies  than  from  any  other  source  ? 

I am. 

7192.  Have  you  a letter  with  you  which  re- 
lates to  that  point?— Yes;  I heard  that  it  was 
stated  that  the  Irish  cattle  were  in  the  habit  of 
bringing  pleuro-pneumonia  into  Cheshire,  and  I 
made  a great  number  of  inquiries  relative  to  that. 
I wrote  to  one  of  the  largest  wholesale  butchers 
in  Liverpool,  asking  him  liis  experience  of  the 
cattle  they  had  killed  from  Cheshire,  and  from 
other  places,  and  lie  gives  it  in  this  letter: 
“ 20th  April  1873,  Dear  Sir — I am  dnlyfavoured 
with  you  letter  of  Thursday,  10  a.m.  In  reply,  I 
have  to  state  that,  in  my  opinion,  Irish  cattle 
were  nevermore  healthy  than  they  are  at  present. 
My  experience  goes  hack  35  years.  For  the  last 
20  years  I have  slaughtered  each  week  about 
40  cattle,  and  from  80  to  180  sheep  and  lambs. 
Some  weeks  I have  slaughtered  100  cattle  and 
upwards ; but  hardly  ever  less  than  35  or  40 
cattle.  The  Scotch  cattle  and  sheep  are  gene- 
rally very  healthy,  hut  not  so  much  so  as  the  Irish 
cattle  and  sheep.  Although  not.  one-fourth  of  the 
quantity  of  Scotch  cattle  compared  with  the  num- 
ber of  Irish  cattle  are  killed  iu  Liverpool,  I have 
seen  quite  so  many  cases  of  lung  distemper  from 
Scotland  as  from  Ireland.  If  you  want  any  other 
information  I will,  if  I can,  gladly  furnish  it  to 
you.  I can  prove  on  oath  all  these  statements; 
you  can  make  any  use  you  like  of  them.  Some 
15  or  16  years  ago  a large  number  of  Irish  cattle 
were  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  or  lung  dis- 
temper. Sometimes  I met  with  five,  seven,  or  10 
per  week,  now  I do  not  meet  with  12  cases  of 
lung  distemper  from  Ireland  in  12  months ; one 
case  per  month,  or  10  in  the  year,  would  be  quite 
as  many  as  I meet  with.  Although  I have  pur- 
chased many  thousand  Spanish  and  Portuguese 
cattle,  I have  never  met  with  a single  case  of  lung 
distemper  amongst  them.  In  my  judgment  they 
are  sounder  and  healthier  cattle  than  any  other  I 
have  ever  seen.  Within  the  last  two  years  I 
have  seen  a considerable  number  of  dairy  cattle, 
some  from  Liverpool,  but  mostly  from  Cheshire, 
sent  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  Liverpool  abattoir 
that  have  been  affected  with  lung  disease.  I am 
quite  sure  the  great  majority  of  cases  that  I have 
seen  affected  with  lung  distemper  during  the  last 
two  years  have  been  Cheshire  cattle.  The  cattle 
and  sheep  coming  to  be  slaughtered  in  Liverpool 
from  Cheshire  are  more  unhealthy  than  others. 
Lung  distemper  prevails  amongst  the  cattle,  and 
scab  and  rot  amongst  the  sheep  from  Cheshire. 

I have  thus  endeavoured  to  lay  before  you  my 
opinion  on  these  various  diseases,  and  hope  you 
consider  them  satisfactory.  Believe  me,  dear 
sir,  yours  truly,  W.  Madden.” 

7193.  What  is  the  name  of  that  gentleman  ? — 
William  Madden  : he  is  one  of  the  largest  whole- 
p p 2 sale 


Mr. 

T.  Verdon. 

15  Mav 
1873." 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


300 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Mr.  sale  butchers  in  Liverpool.  I have  also  here  a and  the  dames  in  the  town.  If  there  is  anv 
T.  Verdon.  letter  upon  the  same  subject  from  the  Vice  other  information  I can  furnish,  I will  be  very 
Chairman  of  the  Abattoir  Company,  and  the  pleased  to  do  so.  Very  faithfully  yours,  Charles 

15  May  Managing  Director  of  the  Abattoirs,  writing  from  Wright.” 

1873-  Liverpool  on  21st  April,  1873.  He  says:—  7194.  Do  you  know  the  writer  of  that  letter? 

“Dear  Sir — In  reply  to  your  note  of  the  18  th  — Yes;  I know  him  perfectly  well, 
inst.,  asking  for  information  about  the  lung  7195.  Do  you  believe  that  the  statement  in 
disease  in  the  animals  slaughtered  in  the  public  that  letter  is  true  ? — I do  firmly, 
abattoir,  Trowbridge-street,  I can  speak  con-  7196.  You  have  read  or  seen  this  memorial 
fidently,  as  one  of  the  Managing  Directors  from  the  county  of  Cheshire  to  the  Lords  of  Her 
of  the  above,  and  also  as  an  extensive  whole-  Majesty’s  Most  Honourable  Privy  Council?— 
sale  butcher,  that  it  is  a very  rare  occur-  I have.  I recollect  it  being  published  in  all  the 
rence  indeed  to  find  either  an  Irish  or  Scotch  Liverpool  papers  at  the  time, 
animal  affected  wi  tli  the  lung  disease.  I am  in  7197.  They  begin  by  showing  “that  great  losses 
the  habit  of  slaughtering  about  80  animals  per  have  occurred  in  _ Cheshire  from  the  foot  and 
week,  and  I only  had  one  animal  so  affected  for  mouth  disease  during  the  last  three  years;”  that 
the  last  two  years.  In  reply  to  your  question  is  the.  way  they  begin;  and  then  they  say  that 
about  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle,  I never  saw  Captain  Jones  Smith  shows  clearly  that  much  of 
or  heard  of  a case,  and  I am  sure  if  there  had  been  this  disease  has  been  brought  into  this  country 
one  I would  have  heard  of  it,  as  the  circumstance  from  Ireland ; and  then  they  go  on  to  say  that 
would  have  caused  so  much  surprise  (they  being  ex-  greater  care  should  be  taken  by  inspectors  in 
ceptionally  sound  and  healthy),  also,  as  I generally  Ireland;  are  you  of  opinion,  from  your  know- 
slaughter  about  30  per  week  in  the  season,  I can  ledge  of  Cheshire,  that  it  would  be  more  wise  for 
truly  say  they  are  the  soundest  animals  in  every  them  to  look  at  home  ? — I am  of  opinion  that 
way  that  I ever  saw.  I believe  the  great  bulk  of  the  best  preventative  of  disease  in  Ireland  would 
the  animals  so  affected  (in  fact,  I may  say  all)  are  be  to  prevent  any  calves  being  exported  from 
cattle  brought  from  Cheshire  and  Lancashire,  Cheshire  into  Ireland. 
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Monday,  19th  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  William  Johnston. 

Mr. 

Kavanagh, 

Monsell. 

O’Conor. 

Pell. 

Clare  Read. 

Ridley. 

Tipping. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Captain  Charles  Dent,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


_ 7198.  Mr.  Callan.~\  You  are,  I believe,  Ma- 
rine Superintendent  for  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company,  upon  the  steamers 
engaged  in  trading  between  Dublin  and  Holy- 
head? — I am. 

7199.  How  long  have  you  been  so  ? — For 
nearly  eight  years. 

7200.  During  that  time  you  have  adopted  a 
system  of  cleansing  of  your  own,  have  you  not  ? 
— Yes;  I adopted  it  from  the  day  I first  went 
there. 

7201.  And  you  object  to  the  present  Order  in 
Council  with  regard  to  cleansing,  as  not  so  effi- 
cient as  that  of  your  own  system? — Yes,  I do. 

7202.  Will  you  explain  the  difference  between 
your  system  and  the  system  which  you  object  to  ? 
—I  object  to  this  Order  in  Council ; I do  not 
object  to  the  use  of  whitewash  and  disinfectants, 
but  to  the  abuse  of  them.  The  Order  in  Council 
is  impracticable ; it  it  perfectly  impossible  to 
clean  the  vessels  in  tire  time,  in  the  way  in  which 
it  is  prescribed.  I suppose  many  here  present 
know  enough  about  a ship  to  know  the  absurdity, 
I may  say,  of  insisting  upon  a vessel  being 
painted  completely  throughout  four  times  a week, 
which  is  what  we  must  do  in  order  to  whitewash 
the  vessels;  and  I find  the  result  of  that  is,  that 
the  men  get  into  a slovenly  way  of  cleansing  the 
vessels,  that  where  there  is  dirt  they  first  throw 
a dash  of  whitewash  over  it,  and  this  whitewash 
constantly  going  on,  in  a short  time  will  become 
so  very  thick  that  the  vessels  will  be  in  a very 
hithy  state.  In  fact,  our  vessels  now,  since  they 
nave  been  under  the  guidance  of  policemen,  and 
so  far  taken  out  of  my  hands,  are  in  such  a filthy 
state  that  I would  never  pass  the  vessels  if  I 
were  the  surveyor.  I am  ashamed  of  them,  and 

®r®  great  complaints  from  the  passengers 
01  7*^.  clothes  being  ruined  from  this  white- 
wash being  thrown  over  the  bulwarks  and  around 

. vessels.  .Another  point,  and  also  a very 
serious  point,  is  that  there  are  certain  portions  of 
an  iron  ship  with  regard  to  which  it  is  well 
nown  that  if  she  is  taken  care  of  she  will  last 
practically  for  ever,  but  if  the  iron  is  exposed  to 
6 influences,  it  deteriorates  very 

raQ58  m^ee^‘  ^kere  are  inspectors  and  police 


appointed  to  see  this  Order  in  Council  carried 
out.  I questioned  them  on  one  occasion,  and  I 
said,  “ Have  you  any  idea  as  to  the  effect  it  will 
have  upon  the  ship  ? ” and  they  said.  No,  that 
was  none  of  their  business  ; they  had  only  to  see 
the  whitewash  put  on  wherever  they  thought 
proper.  Now,  there  are  certain  portions  of  the 
skin  of  that  ship  which  (this  whitewash  being 
put  on  constantly  four  or  five  times  a week,  wet 
and  dry)  will  deteriorate  to  6ucli  an  extent  (the 
rivets  and  the  plates  of  iron,  for  example)  that  the 
ship  will  not,  I expect,  pass  the  Board  of  Trade 
surveyor  in  12  months  time.  There  has  been  an 
Act  of  Parliament  passed  very  lately,  making 
certain  people  responsible  for  keeping  their  ships 
seaworthy,  the  penalty  thereof  being  as  for  mis- 
demeanor, and  I,  as  a professional  man  in 
charge  of  those  steamers,  felt  so  strongly  that  it 
was  an  improper  thing  to  do,  that  I wrote  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  to  the  directors  of  the  Lon- 
don and  North  "Western  Company,  stating  that  I 
could  not  take  the  responsibility  of  the  ships 
upon  my  shoulders,  when  they  were  allowed  to 
be  treated  in  this  way  by  people  over  whom  I 
had  no  control,  and  I also  mentioned  that  in  our 
particular  running,  the  vessels  were  always  tho- 
roughly cleansed  in  Holyhead,  and  disinfected. 
Each  captain  reported  to  me  every  time  the 
vessel  came  in,  in  writing,  whether  the  disinfect- 
ing had  been  done ; we  had  much  more  time  to 
do  it  there,  but  this  Order  insists  upon  it  being 
done  in  Dublin  after  discharging  the  return 
cargo  from  Holyhead,  which  gives  us  sometimes 
about  45  minutes  to  do  it  in.  Now  we  are  very 
anxious  not  only  to  do  the  very  best  we  can  in 
keeping  the  ships  as  clean  as  possible,  but  we  are 
anxious  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Government, 
and  I say  it  is  practically  impossible  to  do  what 
this  Order  requires.  It  would  take,  I calculate, 
100  men  with  whitewash  brushes  eight  hours  in 
cleaning  that  vessel  in  the  way  that  the  Order 
desires  it  to  be  done ; and  if  they  were  to  sum- 
mon us  to-morrow,  and  to  say  that  the  vessel 
was  not  cleaned  in  accordance  with  the  Order  in 
Council,  neither  I nor  anybody  else  could  get 
into  the  witness  box  to  say  that  it  was.  To  do  a 
vessel  out  takes  my  crew  three  whole  days, 
p p 3 7203.  You 


Captain 
C.  Dent. 

i May 

1873. 
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Captain  7203.  You  say  that  it  would  he  practically  7218.  You  do  not  object  to  its  beino-  ai  r 
C.  Dent,  impossible  to  carry  out  tlie  Order  in  Council,  to  the  wooden  platforms? — We  do  not  object t 

jy,  and  you  object  also  to  the  limewashing,  because  that;  we  used  to  sprinkle  the  chloride  of  1‘  ” 
“g  ^ it  is  deleterious  to  the  iron? — It  is  deleterious  to  about  afterwards.  me 

7 ' certain  portions  of  it.  7219.  Did  you  do  anything  to  the  iron  of  tl 

7204.  And  because  it  is  carried  out  by  parties  ship  ? — It  was  washed  and  scraped.  We  try  t 

who  do  not  understand  its  effect  upon  the  vital  keep  the  skin  of  the  ship  as  dry  as  possible  I 
portions  of  the  ship  ? — Yes,  I do.  have  sometimes  introduced  stoves  tokeen  it  di 1 

7205.  But  you  also  object  to  it  because  it  is  Wet  on  board  a ship  tends  more  to  sm-p^j 

not  so  efficient  as  the  manner  in  which  the  ships  disease  than  anything  else.  * 

were  cleansed  formerly  ? — No ; we  used  to  clean  7220.  Did  you  simply  rub  down  the  iron  of 
out  thoroughly  ; but  now  she  is  only  a whit jd  the  ship? — Wc  used  to  rub  it  down  and  scraneit 
sepulchre.  down,  and  sometimes  wash  it.  " 1 

7206.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Do  you  carry  cattle  in  7221.  Do  you  think  that  scraping  would  be 

the  holds  of  your  vessels  ? — Yes,  we  do.  effectual  in  clearing  off  any  infectious  matter 

7207.  You  say  that  you  could  not  limewash  a which  might  happen  to  be  left  behind  ? Yes  • I 

vessel  in  less  than  three  days ; you  mean  to  go  think,  as  a rule,  when  you  look  at  the  arranee- 
over  the  whole  of  the  ship? — Yes;  the  autho-  ments  of  our  ships  you  will  sec  that  the  bulwarks 
rities  have  the  power  to  insist  upon  that  being  very  seldom  touch  the  animals  at  all.  The  animals 
done.  There  is  a little  word  insinuated  in  this  naturally  bear  away  from  the  bulwarks;  their 
Order  in  Council  in  Ireland,  differing  from  the  heads  are  towards  the  sides,  and  all  their  dron- 
English  Order  in  Council,  for  it  says,  “ any  part  pings  go  into  tbc  centre.  1 

of  a ship  where  animals  and  their  droppings  have  7222.  Do  you  use  carbolic  acid  and  a steam 

come  in  contact,  or  might  have  come  in  contact”;  hose  in  washing  down  those  places? No,  I do 

that  word  “might”  enables  those  persons  to  de-  not  use  carbolic  acid;  I always  use  chloride  of 
maud  that  every  part  of  the  ship  should  be  done  lime ; and  one  reason  for  that  is,  that  it  has  such 
every  time  an  animal  is  put  into  the  hold.  a very  strong  smell  that  I could  tell  in  a moment 

7208.  Does  the  whitewash  affect  the  paint  ? — when  I went  on  board  a vessel  whether  the  Order 

Yes,  it  does.  had  been  properly  carried  out  or  not. 

7209.  How  does  it  affect  it  ? — It  eats  it  away,  7223.  Have  you  any  idea  what  is  the  tempera- 

aud  it  eats  the  iron  away.  I have  bad  great  ex-  turc  in  your  holds  on  a passage  coming  across 

perience  of  it,  and  I know  that  that  is  the  case.  with  cattle  on  board  ? — It  varies  very  much  in 

7210.  Do  you  know  what  its  effect  is  upon  the  different  weather  ; it  is  a very  difficult  thin<r  to 
inside  of  a ship  ? — Part  of  the  ship  is  painted,  keep  them  down  below  75. 

and  part  is  whitewashed ; we  put  boards  where  7224.  And  does  the  temperature  go  any 

the  animals  came  in  contact  with  the  side ; wc  higher? — I think  it  has  gone  as  hio-li  as°90.  I 

used  to  whitewash  those  boards.  The  whole  cx-  could  not  say  that  it  has  gone  as  hign  as  that.  I 
posed  surface  of  the  skin  is  painted : we  put  should  say  that  it  is  the  case,  but  some  animals 
anti-corrosive  paint  upon  that,  and  that  is  con-  are  much  hotter  than  others ; sheep,  for  instance, 
stantly  replaced.  are  much  hotter  than  cattle. 

7211.  Do  you  carry  the  cattle  in  the  holds,  or  7225.  Would  you  propose  that  there  should  be 

between  decks  ? — Wc  carry  them  upon  the  no  control  over  the  cleaning  of  ships  by  any 
lower  and  upper  decks.  party  but  yourself? — I do  not  object  to  there 

7212.  What  do  you  put  below  the  cattle  in  being  control,  but  I object  to  control  by  people 

the  lower  bold? — Nothing,  if  a vessel  carries  no-  who  arc  ignorant  of  ships.  Our  people,  and  the 
thing  besides  cattle ; if  we  carry  cargo  and  cattle,  magistrates  of  Anglcsca,  when  it  was  proposed, 
the  cargo  would  be  below  in  lower  deck,  not  came  down  and  saw  tbc  system,  and  they  thought 
hokh  I hey  are  decks,  not  holds.  The  lower  it  would  be  very  much  safer  in  my  bands  than  in 
part  is  two  feet  from  the  bottom  of  the  ship,  but  the  hands  of  any  other  people  whom  they  could 
it  is  made  a regular  deck  for  the  purpose  of  appoint. ; it  is  our  interest  to  prevent  contagion 
carrying  cattle.  ...  ils  much  as  anybody. 

7213.  How  did  you  disinfect  before  this  Order  7226.  Very  likely  that  may  be  the  case  in  your 

was  issued? — Upon  this  principle  that  I have  vessels;  but  arc  the  Committee  to  presume  that 

stated.  _ _ all  the  steam  companies  have  equally  experienced 

7214.  But  how  did  you  disinfect  before,  when  overlookers  ? — I could  not  say  that,  not  being 
you  said  you  kept  the  ships  clean? — We  did  it  acquainted  with  them. 

with  lime  and  chloride  of  lime.  7227.  Mr.  Dodson.]  How  long  is  it  that  this 

7215.  What  is  the  difference  now? — I say  I whitewashing  Order  has  been  in  force? — The 
do  not  object  to  the  use  of  limewash,  but  now  Order  was  issued  on  the  6th  of  March,  and  I 
that  the  vessels  are  put  under  the  charge  of  think  it  came  into  operation  about  the  first  week 
policemen,  who  know  nothing  about  it,  they  put  in  April. 

it  about  everywhere;  we  used  to  do  it  judiciously  7228.  Last  April  ?— Yes. 

before,  but  now  they  insist  upon  its  being  7229.  Is  it  an  English  Order  or  an  Irish 

“slicked  on,”  as  we  call  it,  with  a brush  every-  Order? — It  is  an  Irish°Ordor  in  Council. 

atit  . ?230.  At  which  end  of  the  voyage  does  the 

7-16.  As  I understand,  you  do  not  object  to  disinfecting  take  place? — It  takes  place  now in 
chloride  of  lime  being  used  in  disinfecting  the  Dublin,  but  it  is  not  after  a voyage;  it  is  after 
ships,  but  you  object  to  the  vessels  being  put  the  double  voyage. 

under  the  superintendence  of  policemen,  instead  7231.  And  goin"  back  to  Ireland  you  do  not 
of  being  under  your  own  control  ?— Yes  ; and  I carry  cattle,  I believe  ?— Very  rarely.  We  used 
also  object  to.  the  lime  being  applied  to  those  to  carry  a few.  We  carried  a great  many 
parts  of  the  ship  which  it  deteriorates.  horses. 

7217.  Which  parts  of  the  ship  does  it  deterio-  7232.  How  long  does  the  process,  practically, 
rate  ?— The  skin  of  the  ship.  take  you  ?— I tell  you  candidly,  it  is  not  done  at 
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all.  We  satisfy  the  inspector,  but  that  is  all.  I 
should  not  be  satisfied  if  I were  the  inspector. 
We  have  about  three  hours  to  carry  it  out  in. 

7233.  So  that,  although  the  Order  is  theo- 
retically very  obstructive  and  injurious,  in 
practice  it  is  not  so  ? — It  is  not  so,  because  it  is 
not  carried  out.  We  could  not  sail  if  we  did 
carry  the  Order  out. 

7234.  Is  the  vessel  whitewashed  entirely  now  ? 
— The  whole  of  the  vessel  is  whitewashed. 

7235.  You  say  the  Order  is  not  carried  out  ? 
— It  is  not  carried  out  in  its  entirety  ; it  is  to  a 
certain  extent ; that  is  to  say,  there  is  always  a 
man  going  about  and  brushing  here  and  there 
and  everywhere.  We  could  not  do  it  properly 
in  the  time. 

7236.  Do  you  do  it  at  all? — Yes;  the  in- 
spectors are  very  particular  in  seeing  the  lime- 
wash  upon  the  iron  work;  especially,  because  it 
shows. 

7237.  Do  you  whitewash  the  ironwork  as  well 
as  the  woodwork  ? — Yes,  we  do  at  the  present 
moment. 

7238.  When  you  say  it  is  injurious  to  the  iron- 
work, are  you  speaking  from  experience  ? — I am 
speaking  from  very  long  experience  in  Pier  Ma- 
jesty’s Navy. 

7239.  Have  you  seen  it  applied  there  ? — Yes, 
I was  an  old  “ mate  of  the  deck.”  Some  of  the 
Committee  may  know  what  that  is ; and  I very 
often  applied  it  to  the  non  knees  to  make  the 
vessel  look  pretty,  and  I found  that  the  iron  de- 
teriorated. 

7240.  Limewashing  has  been  recognised  as 
injurious  in  Pier  Majesty’s  Navy,  has  it  not? — 
Yes,  as  applied  to  iron. 

7241.  Has  the  practice  been  prohibited? — It 
always  was  prohibited,  as  regarded  touching  any 
vital  part  of  the  ship. 

7242.  Then  when  you  say  it  is  done,  do  you 
mean  to  say  that  it  is  done  in  contravention  of 
the  rules? — There  is  no  absolute  rule.  I am 
speaking  of  the  time  when  we  had  wooden  ships. 

I am  speaking  of  the  iron  knees,  the  places  where 
we  put  it  were  parts  which  could  be  replaced ; 
parts  which  did  not  regard  the  safety  of  the  ship, 
hut  we  found  the  action  of  wet  lime  upon  them 
would  cause  an  amount  of  oxydisation  very  much 
like  the  junction  of  lead  and  iron  or  copper  will. 

7243.  With  reference  to  the  effect;  will  it 
appeal-  in  a short  space  of  time  ? — That  depends 
very  much  upon  how  often  it  is  used  ; we  only 
P.ut  limewask  on,  perhaps,  once  a week,  and 
therefore  you  would  only  see  the  effect  of  it  at 
the  end  of  one  or  two  years,  but  I say  that  as 
regards  putting  it  on  the  vital  parts,  that  is  a thing 
which  I would  not  order,  and  therefore  I could 
not  say  how  long  it  would  take,  but  I should  be 
very  doubtful  if  one  of  our  vessels  would  pass 
the  Board  of  Trade  survey  at  the  end  of  12 
months,  if  we  put  it  on  four  times  a week;  it  is 

e constant  wet  and  dry  which  injures  the  iron. 
71  You  immerse  iron  in  water  it  does  not  de- 
teriorate so  rapidly;  there  is  a certain  skin  of 
rust  comes  upon  it,  but  that  is  all.  If  you  cover 
J Paint  it  will  deteriorate  after  a long  time, 
put  it  you  keep  it  wet  and  dry  it  will  deteriorate 
m a very  short  time ; that  was  shown  to  be  the 
case  in  the  “ Megmra.” 

**  whitewash  or  the  wet  which 
£ ?~ I think  tke  wet  has  the  prin- 

p effect,  but  the  lime  no  doubt  does  eat  it ; it 
has  a burning  effect. 

y°U  Wash  the  iron  Y°u  use  salt 


water  with  it? — Yes,  the  water  is  drawn  by  a 
steam-pump  from  the  sea  water  alongside. 

. 7246.  Is  this  whitewash  put  on  thick  ? — Yes, 
it  is  pretty  thick,  I fancy. 

7247.  Too  thick  to  be  pumped  by  a hose? — 
We  could  not  use  our  donkey -pumps  for  pump- 
ing lime.  If  you  understand,  these  pumps  which 
we  use,  draw  the  water  through  the  ship’s  side,  at 
the  bottom  of  the  ship,  and  to  pump  in  lime  or 
any  tiling  of  that  kind  through  that  pump,  you 
would  have  to  break  the  conuectiou,  and  then  to 
put  a suction  hose  into  the  tub  or  bucket,  what- 
ever you  wanted  to  use ; this  is  a powerful  steam 
pump,  and  if  you  had  a pumping  reservoir  of  con- 
siderable size,  it  would  empty  it  in  about  half  a 
minute.  There  is  another  objection  to  any 
pump  being  used  for  these  things,  and  that  is, 
that  the  donkey-pump  is  also  used  to  pump  the 
ship  out,  to  keep  the  boilers  pumped  up  when 
they  are  stationary,  and  in  the  event  of  a fire  it 
is  your  most  efficient  fire-engine.  Now  if  we 
use  anything  like  lime,  or  if  we  get  into  very 
shallow  water,  where  the  sand  is  stirred  up,  we 
object  to  use  the  pump  then ; in  fact,  the  valves 
are  so  very  delicate,  that  if  any  of  these  small 
particles  get  into  the  valve,  they  will  destroy  the 
pump,  and  if  you  wanted  the  hose  to  put  a fire 
out,  you  would  find  it  was  destroyed  for  use,  and 
you  would  have  to  take  it  to  pieces  and  clean  it 
again ; it  does  not  matter  if  there  is  a handful  of 
sand  or  10  buckets  full,  it  is  all  the  same. 

7248.  This  wash  could  not  be  applied  through 
a hand-pump,  could  it  ?— There  is  no  doubt  that 
you  could  do  it  through  a small  hand-pump. 

7249.  Would  not  that  be  a more  rapid  and 
economical  way  of  doing  it  than  by  laying  it  on 
with  brushes? — No,  I do  not  think  it  would. 

7250.  How  did  you  apply  the  carbolic  acid? — 

I never  applied  it.  I used  chloride  of  lime  in- 
stead ; there  are  certain  alternative  things  allowed 
us. 

7251.  How  was  the  chloride  of  lime  applied? 
— It  was  mixed  with  lime,  and  a man  would  go 
round,  and  he  would  see  the  various  parts  that 
the  animals  had  touched,  and  the  lime  was  laid 
on  with  a brush,  and  slushed  about  the  hold. 

7252.  Mr.  Monsell.']  Are  you  aware  that  the 
Steamship  Owners’  Association  were  consulted 
before  the  Order  was  issued? — I believe  they 
were. 

7253.  And  they  approved  of  the  regulation  ? 
— I think  I know  something  about  that. 

7254.  Will  you  tell  the  Committee,  if  you 
please,  what  you  know  about  that? — At  the  time 
the  Commission  was  appointed,  an  inspector  was 
sent  down  to  Holyhead,  and  I went  over  the 
port  with  him,  and  he  was  so  perfectly  satisfied 
that  our  experience  there  was  beyond  anything 
he  knew  of,  that  he  asked  me  if  I could  suggest 
anything  to  him,  and  I told  him,  “ No.”  <f  If  you 
can  suggest  anything  to  me,  I Bhall  be  very  glad 
to  hear  it,  because  I have  carte  blanche  to  do 
everything  that  can  be  done.”  The  Order  in 
Council,  I have  every  reason  to  believe,  was 
framed  upon  our  regulations,  because  I happened 
to  see  the  Order  before  it  became  law,  and  I 
objected  to  one  or  two  items  contained  in  it,  and 
they  said  there  was  no  reason  for  me  to  object  to 
them,  because  they  were  so  perfectly  satisfied 
with  my  arrangements  that  they  said  I should 
never  be  troubled  about  it. 

7255.  Who  was  the  inspector ?— Mr.  Gallo- 
way, of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

7256.  Are  you  aware  that  the  disinfecting 
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order  is  carried  out  in  the  vessels  trading  to 
Bristol  ? — I know  nothing  of  that  of  my  own 
knowledge. 

7257.  The  gentleman  you  mention  was  the 
inspector  of  ships  from  the  Board  of  Trade  ? — The 
inspector  was  sent  down  specially  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  I believe. 

7258.  Not  from  the  Privy  Council?  — Not 
from  the  Privy  Council. 

7259.  Do  you  think  that  the  use  of  whiting  is 
injurious  to  ironwork  ? — It  is  not  the  whiting 
itself ; it  is  the  putting  on  the  material  wet  that 
I complain  of : wet  and  dry. 

7260.  Because  I observe  in  the  Irish  Order  it 
is  said,  that  whiting  and  fresh  burnt  lime  be  mixed 
with  water,  but  it  does  not  mention  what  pro- 
portion. Therefore,  if  whiting  were  not  in- 
jurious, a composition  might  be  made  which  would 
not  be  injurious  to  the  ironwork? — Lime  has  a 
certain  burning  effect,  but  the  great  object  seems 
to  be  to  put  on  something  that  shows  ; we  shall 
never  have  auything  which  will  give  satisfaction, 
as  long  as  we  do  not  put  on  anything  which  shows ; 
some  of  these  bulwarks  are  very  nicely  grained, 
and  this  whitewash  dries  and  forms  a skin,  and 
these  people  will  never  be  satisfied  till  it  is  done. 
To  do  that,  you  must  have  it  mixed  to  a certain 
thickness,  and  it  will  cover  the  paint,  and  unless 
you  lay  up  your  vessels  every  two  or  three  months, 
and  scrape  them  thoroughly,  to  see  what  mischief 
is  done,  you  may,  before  you  know  it,  have  a 
hidden  danger  with  a coat  of  whitewash  over  it, 
and  before  you  know  it,  a plate  may  fall  out. 

7261.  Do  you  wish  to  hand  in  a letter  which 
you  addressed  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland  ? — I do.  ( The  same  was  handed  in. 
Vide  Appendix.) 

7262.  Mr.  Callan. J An  honourable  Member 
asked  you  whether  there  are  equally  experienced 
persons  in  charge  of  steamers  at  other  ports  be- 
sides Holyhead ; have  not  all  the  Irish  steamers 
between  Ireland  and  England  equally  experienced 
captains  ? — I understood  that  question  to  refer  to 
persons  in  my  position,  not  to  the  captains  ; the 
captains  are  men  of  experience,  no  doubt. 

7263.  Do  you  know  Captain  Williams,  the 
agent  in  Dundalk  ? — No,  I do  not. 

7264.  Do  you  know  that  the  captains  in  charge 
of  the  Dundalk  boats  are  men  of  great  experience? 
— Yes.  There  is  a great  difference  to  be  ob- 
served. This  Order  treats  a ship  very  much  like 
a cattle  truck.  A ship  is  a very  valuable  thing; 
you  have  to  look  after  her  safety  at  sea,  and  she 
has  officers  and  a captain  to  see  that  she  is  kept 
clean,  whereas  a cattle  truck  does  not  belong  to 
anybody,  you  might  say. 

7265.  Some  of  the  Committee  appear  to  be 
under  a misapprehension ; is  this  whitewash  a 
different  material  from  limewash ; would  not  water 
saturated  with  lime  cleanse  even  more  effectually 
than  whitewash  ? — The  terms  “ whitewash  ” and 
“ limewash  ” are  used  indiscriminately  ; you  will 
find  people  use  them  to  mean  one  and  the  same 
thing ; people  call  “ limewash  ” “ whitewash.” 

7266.  You,  perhaps,  may  make  a difference 
between  whiting  and  limewash? — Whiting  is 
what  you  use  for  your  ceilings  ; the  difference  is 
that  the  lime  used  for  whiting  has  had  a great 
deal  of  the  burning  properties  taken  out  of  it, 


but  you  must  use  your  freshly  burnt  lime  as  well 
as  your  whiting. 

7207.  Mr.  You  have  spoken  of 

whitewashing  a ship  four  times  a week  for  12 
months,  and  that  your  so  doing  would  injure  the 
vessel  upon  the  register  as  a first  class  vessel  ?-_ 
I think  so ; I doubt  whether  the  vessels  would 
pass  at  all. 

7268.  Supposing  that  nothing  of  the  kind  was 
used,  what  would  be  the  average  time  that  a 
vessel  would  last? — The  vessel  would  be  prac- 
tically indestructible  ; we  take  the  greatest  pains 
with  the  iron,  and  the  parts  we  cannot  get  at  • 
the  lower  part  we  cement  all  over ; the  hold  used 
formerly  to  be  planked  in,  but  1 found  that  in 
many  of  our  steamers  when  we  ripped  the  plankiiw 
up  there  was  a secretion  of  water,  and  by  that 
alone  the  rivets  were  so  rusted  away  as  to  he  per- 
fectly unsafe,  and  I had  to  have  those  plates  re- 
placed. To  prevent  that  in  future  I have  opened 
up  all  those  places,  so  that  now  any  person  can 
see  the  skin  of  the  ship  in  any  place. 

7269.  There  is  in  your  opinion,  a constant 
hidden  danger  going  on,  is  there  not? — Yes,  it  is 
shut  up ; when  it  is  covered  with  whitewash  the 
thing  is  as  much  covered  as  it  would  he  under 
the  planking. 

7270.  So  that  the  owners  of  vessels,  if  this 
system  goes  on,  will  have  to  recoup  themselves 
by  charging  greatly  increased  rates  for  the  car- 
riage of  cattle? — Yes ; that  will  be  so  eventually. 

7271.  There  is  no  way  of  recouping  themselves, 
except  by  increased  rates? — That  is  so;  but 
there  is  another  thing  to  he  taken  into  view. 
Suppose  one  of  these  vessels  goes  down  with 
1,000  persons  on  board,  the  responsibility  would 
rest  upon  somebody,  and  I object  to  its  resting 
upon  111c  while  this  system  is  carried  on. 

7272.  Mr.  Dodson.']  Are  your  vessels  built 
for  the  cattle  trade  ?—  Yes,  purposely. 

7273.  Would  it  not  be  worth  your  while  to  put 
up  some  moveable  planking  against  the  sides  of 
the  ship,  so  as  to  avoid  the  effects  of  the  white- 
wash upon  the  iron  ? — It  might  be  worth  while, 
but  that  would  cost  a great  deal  of  money,  and  it 
is  open  to  the  objection  I mentioned  before,  that 
it  hides  the  skin  of  the  ship. 

7274.  But  suppose  the  planking  were  move- 
able  ? — If  the  planking  were  moveable  it  would 
be  always  coming  down,  as  we  have  very  rough 
work  in  those  vessels,  and  they  have  to  be  very 
strong  indeed. 

7275.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  in  the  holds  of 
those  vessels  you  could  not  fit  up  shifting  planks?  . 
— I ;do  not  say  we  could  not  do  that,  but  that 
would  practically  be  of  no  use. 

7276.  Why  would  it  practically  be  of  no  use . 
— Because,  unless  we  had  it  thoroughly  well 
bolted  and  caulked,  so  that  we  could  not  pull  it 
down  when  the  people  were  whitewashing,  a 
quantity  of  wet  would  find  its  way  behind.  . 

7277.  It  would  not  suffice  to  shield  the  iron. 
— No,  I should  not  be  satisfied  with  it;  the  only 
thing  wc  could  do  would  be  to  take  and  shut  it 
all  in  again,  and  that  would  be  taking  a retrograde 
step.  Anybody  acquainted  with  iron  ships  would 
tell  you  that  the  safest  thing  to  do  is  to  keep  tlie 
iron  as  accessible  as  you  can,  in  every  part. 
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7278.  Mr.  Monsell.'] . I believe  you  are 
Chairman  of  the  Limerick  and  Clare  Farmers’ 
Club  ?-I  am. 

7279.  And  are  deputed  by  them  to  give  evi- 
dence before  this  Committee  ? — Yes. 

7280.  For  three  years,  I think,  you  were 
chairman  of  the  Kilmallock  Board  of  Guardians  ? 
—Yes. 

7281.  Kilmallock  being  in  one  of  the  richest 
districts  in  Ireland  ? — Yes,  it  is  one  of  the  richest 
districts  in  Ireland. 

7282.  You  farm  largely  yourself,  do  you  not  ? 
—Rather  so.  I have  400  acres  of  land  in  my 
own  hands,  principally  grass.  My  farm  is  alto- 
gether under  the  Postmaster  General. 

7283.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  and  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I have 
had  a great  deal  of  knowledge  of  it  since  it  first 
came  into  the  country.  I perfectly  remember 
having  to  attend,  in  my  father’s  time,  a very 
large  dairy  herd  of  his,  out  of  which  he  lost  40 
cows  by  pleuro-pneumonia.  I think  that  was  in 
the  year  1845. 

7284.  Do  you  remember  his  cattle  having  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  1840  ? — Yes. 

7285.  Have  you  ever  had  pleuro-pneumonia 
among  your  own  dairy  cows  ? — I have  had  pleuro- 
pneumonia among  my  own  dairy  cows. 

7286.  Have  you  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
your  park?— Yes,  in  1871  and  1872. 

7287.  Have  you  consulted  much  with  the 
farmers  of  the  county  of  Limerick  generally,  so  as 
to  be  able  to  state  their  views  with  regard  to  this 
question?— Very  much  so  within  the  last  three 
weeks  since  this  inquiry,  from  which  we  look  for- 
ward to  so  much  good  arising,  has  attracted  the 
attention  of  the  country. 

7288.  Beginning  with  the  foot  end  mouth 
disease,  will  you  state  what  your  experience  has 
been  .—My  experience  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  that  it  is  very  infectious  and  very  taking  : but 

o believe  that  cattle  will  get  foot  and  mouth 
disease  which  never  have  had  any  communication 
with  any  infected  cattle ; my  own  experience 
makes  me  believe  that. 

+i,  ^0U- are  aware  ^at  your  opinion  upon 

a subject  is  not  shared  generally  by  the  wit- 
nesses who  have  been  before  this  Committee  ?— 

eheve  that  toot  and  mouth  disease  is  very  con- 

xJA.  JliVerybody  admits  that  foot  and  mouth 
wWlf  18 . very  contagious,  but  the  question  is 
wnether  it  ever  breaks  out  spontaneously?—! 
4-t^-  Soirig  to  explain  that  to  the  Committee  in 
1 ,ha™  the  evidence  of  Professor 
sentlpm  an<i  Professor  Ferguson,  and  several 
were  exa“ined  here  before  you. 

Profestr  R.lf aCt  W,itneSS’  but  1 think  was 
was  Verna  Baldwin,  who  stated  that  the  disease 
disLS  rllf  eemmunicated  by  mixing  with 
fodder  ermr!^-6’  01\by  rullning  streams,  or  by 
this  • the  the  cattle.  My  experience  is 

all  18  no  ^am  running  into  my  farm ; 

my  own  lo6,-?1'6  **tered  solel7  by  springs  upon 
my  cattlp  D<3+  uPon  botb  occasions  that 
disease  w ^oot  and  mouth  disease  the 

Aeab  T n0t  ,ln  “y  immediate  neighbourhood, 
cow  exeP!S.arC|  7 buy  a C0T’  and  1 never  sell  a 
a fair  rJt,^  a,  ^at,.C0WJ  and  if  I do  take  them  into 
generaliv  dlsease  came  into  the  country,  I 
0.58.  ^ ndeavour  never  to  bring  them  back,  so 


that  I could  not  bring  the  disease  in  that  way. 
i believe  the  disease,  in  some  cases,  arises  from 
atmospheric  causes,  but  it  is  contagious,  there  is 
no  doubt  about  it,  most  contagious. 

7291.  Have  you  observed  that  the  disease  has 
been  very  much  propagated  throughout  the 
country  after  large  fairs  and  markets? — Very 
much  so.  I believe  the  disease  has  been  extended 
a good  deal  by  that  means. 

7292.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  do 
you  believe  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  generated 
spontaneously  ?— Not  always.  I have  an  idea  of 
my  own,  from  my  practical  experience,  that 
pleuro-pneumonia  may  be  bred  in  a herd  origi- 
nally and  then  extend  afterwards.  I think  that 
bad  treatment,  such  as  had  water,  bad  ventilation, 
filthy  houses  and  sheds,  would  be  likely  naturally 
to  breed  pleuro-pneumonia. 

7293.  What  course  did  you  take  with  regard 
to  pleuro  -pneumonia,  when 'it  broke  out  amongst 
your  cattle? — Simply  destroying  the  infeefed 
animals,  and  immediate  separation  of  those  that 
had  been  in  contact. 

7294.  That  you  found  effectual,  did  you  not? 
It  stopped  the  disease  ; I only  lost  six  I think. 

7295.  Mr.  Clare  Rend.]  Out  of  how  many  ? — 
Out  of  50 ; the  herd  consisted  of  50. 

7296.  Mr.  Mouse l/.]  But  you  did  not  slaughter 
all  the  cattle  ? — There  were  only  six  that  took 
the  disease,  and  I slaughtered  them. 

7297.  You  have  read  probably  the  suggestion 
made  by  Professor  Baldwin,  that  fairs  and  markets 
should  be  shut  up  for  two  months,  namely,  the 
months  of  June  and  July  ? — Yes,  I have. 

7298.  What  is  your  opinion  with  regard  to 
that  proposal? — I think  it  would  be  very  ruinous 
to  the  trade  of  the  farmers  of  the  country,  and 
to  the  people  of  England  too.  I think  it  would 
be  ruinous  to  both,  particularly  to  tho  Irish 
farmer,  who  has  so  many  demands  to  meet,  and 
at  every  fair  so  much  business  to  transact,  with- 
out, as  we  believe,  having  any  effect  in  the  direc- 
tion that  Professor  Baldwin  mentions. 

7299.  How  do  you  believe  that  that  would  not 
be  effectual? — The  disease  may  remain  actually 
incipient  in  the  country  all  the  time,  and  the 
restriction  would  not  be  sufficient  to  shut  out 
pleuro-pneumonia  altogether ; I am  sure  of  that, 

7300.  But  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease?— Foot  and  mouth  disease  may  remain, 
but  in  my  county,  at  present,  we  have  not  any 
foot  and  mouth  disease.  I have  been  inquiring 
and  I could  not  hear  of  one  case. 

7301.  How  long  is  it  since  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  disappeared  ? — It  disappeared  about  last 
January. 

7302.  If  you  object  to  the  very  stringent 
measures  proposed  by  Professor  Baldwin,  what 
is  the  course  you  would  recommend  to  be  taken 
with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease? — The 
present  law  is. quite  sufficient  if  it  were  more 
stringently  carried  out,  aud  if  the  farmers  whose 
cattle  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  were  more 
careful,  and  if  the  police  were  more  vigilant,  I 
think  that  would  be  quite  sufficient.  They  only 
require  some  assistance  to  enable  them  to  carry 
out  these  rules  more  stringently,  but  I think  if 
they  were  carried  out  more  stringently  the  law 
is  quite  sufficient  to  shut  out  the  disease,  that  is 
to  say,  by  not  allowing  cattle  to  be  removed  from 
an  infected  farm  until  the  disease  is  got  rid  of. 

Q Q I am 
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I am  aware  that  cattle  are  frequently  taken  to 
fairs  and  exchanged,  which  have  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

7303.  Do  you  believe  that  any  amount  of 
vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  police  could  prevent 
that? — I am  quite  satisfied  it  could;  I think  the 
magistrates  are  a little  too  lenient  when  parties 
are  brought  before  them,  in  not  imposing,  as  I 
would,  if  I had  the  matter  in  my  hands,  a very 
heavy  fine;  I think  the  most  injurious  thing  we 
have  to  contend  with  is  the  removal  of  infected 
cattle  from  the  farms. 

7304.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  To  the  markets  ? — To 
the  markets  and  from  one  farm  to  another,  if 
they  have  to  go  a great  distance. 

7305.  Mr.  Monsell.']  Does  that  defective  action 
which  you  have  referred  to,  exist  to  any  great 
extent? — I think  the  police  have  done  their  duty 
in  my  part  of  the  county  very  fairly,  but  I have 
heai'd  from  other  portions  of  the  county  that  there 
has  been  very  great  neglect. 

7306.  Have  you  heard  of  many  cases  of  beasts 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  or  pleuro- 
pneumonia being  taken  into  the  Limerick  market 
at  night  by  butchers? — Yes. 

7307.  And  that  has  been  going  on  systema- 
tically for  some  considerable  time,  has  it  not? — 
Yes,  during  the  last  year  particularly,  I recollect 
there  was  a large  number  of  animals  moved  into 
the  town  during  the  night,  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

7308.  Could  that  have  been  done  if  the  police 
had  been  duly  vigilant? — It  would  have  been 
quite  impossible,  because  it  was  notorious  through- 
out the  country  that  the  cattle  were  all  infected 
and  dying  with  pleuro-pneumonia. 

7309.  I gather  your  opinion  to  be  that  the 
present  law  is  quite  sufficient  for  the  purpose  it 
is  intended  for,  if  it  were  more  stringently  carried 
out? — Yes,  if  it  were  more  stringently  carried 
out. 

7310.  Do  you  think  there  ought  to  be  local 
inspectors  to  assist  the  police  ? — I do ; 1 do  not 
think  the  police  are  sufficient ; I do  not  believe 
that  they  are  paid  sufficiently,  and  then  the 
police  have  so  many  extra  duties,  besides  what 
they  think  to  be  their  own  duties,  that  they  have 
not  time  to  do  these  things.  I think  they  have 
more  idea  of  being  a military  force  than  of  doing 
things  for  which  they  receive  no  extra  pay. 

7311.  But  in  the  county  of  Limerick,  which 
is  a county  in  which  there  is  no  disturbance  of 
any  kind,  what  have  the  police  to  do? — They 
have  to  collect  a tremendous  lot  of  statistics. 
I see  them  going  about  with  books,  pens,  and 
ink,  under  their  arms  all  over  the  country. 

7212.  You  think  the  police  could  confer 
greater  benefit  upon  the  country  by  carrying 
out  this  law  more  stringently  than  by  going 
about  with  these  books  under  their  arms? — 
Without  doubt  I do. 

7313.  Professor  Ferguson  stated  in  his  evi- 
dence before  this  Committee,  that  although  the 
police  were  not  capable  themselves  of  distin- 
guishing the  particular  character  of  the  disease 
in  cases  that  they  have  inspected,  still  that  they 
were  able  to  give  such  returns  to  Professor  Fer- 
guson that  he  was  able,  in  almost  every  instance, 
from  the  returns,  to  form  a sound  opinion  of 
what  the  nature  of  the  disease  was ; if  that  be 
so,  why  are  inspectors  required  ? — I do  not  be- 
lieve the  police  are  a sufficiently  intelligent  body 
to  tell  what  disease  a cow  is  suffering  from.  If 
a cow  got  a fever  to-morrow,  which  is  very 


likely,  and  I got  a policeman  in  to  discern  the 
character  of  the  disease,  he  would  not  under- 
stand it,  and  would  undoubtedly  report  it  as 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

7314.  But  I do  not  understand  that  the  police 
give  an  account  of  what  the  disease  is ; they  re- 
port upon  the  symptoms,  and  it  is  upon  that 
report  that  Professor  Ferguson  pronounces  his 
opinion  ? — I think  it  is  very  likely  that  Professor 
Ferguson  would  pronounce  upon  their  report 
that  it  was  pleuro-pneumonia. 

7315.  But  Professor  Ferguson  says  that  he  is 
able  to  determine  the  character  of  the  disease  from 
their  reports  ?-- But  a cow  in  a fever  has  a 
heaving  of  the  sides,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing, 
just  as  a cow  in  pleuro-pneumonia  would  have' 
and  I believe  that  a policeman  would  report  it  in 
such  a manner  that  Professor  Ferguson  would 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  pleuro- 
pneumonia. I also  believe  that  many  deaths  in 
the  country,  from  other  causes,  have  been  mis- 
taken for  pleuro-pneumonia.  Cows  are  very 
liable  to  inflammation  of  the  lungs,  by  taking 
cold  after  calving,  or  having  been  left  out  at 
night,  after  having  been  accustomed  to  a warm 
shed,  and  those  cases  would  he  very  often  mis- 
taken for  pleuro-pneumonia. 

7316  What  number  of  inspectors  do  you  say 
would  be  required  for  the  county  of  Limerick? 
— It  would  be  difficult  to  say.  I think  there 
ought  to  be  an  inspector  for  each  barony. 

7317.  How  many  baronies  are  there  in  the 
county  ? — I am  not  quite  certain  what  number 
there  arc,  but  I think  there  are  1 6. 

7318.  Suppose  there  are  12;  you  are  aware, 
of  course,  that  those  local  inspectors  would  have 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  local  rates  ? — I should  be 
very  sorry  to  think  they  would,  but  I believe 
they  would. 

7319.  Would  you  face  that  expense  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  the  benefit  of  having  these 
local  inspectors  ? — I would  have  no  objection  to 
have  the  country  taxed  to  a fair  amount,  if 
really  we  could  get  rid  of  disease,  and  protect 
ourselves  from  these  maladies. 

7320.  Do  you  really  consider  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  protect  ourselves  by  taking 
cave  that  the  police  were  more  vigilant,  without 
having  this  enormous  number  of  local  inspectors? 
— I think  it  is  quite  possible  you  could.  I think 
if  the  police  took  a greater  interest  in  the  matter, 
and  were  more  closely  looked  after,  they  would 
be  quite  competent  to  do  it.  As  you  have  said, 
the  county  is  very  quiet  and  peaceable,  and  the 
police  have  nothing  else  to  do,  unless  it  is  to 
get  up  these  statistics. 

7321.  Are  there  any  companies  for  insuring 

cattle  in  Ireland  ? — There  have  been,  but  I ° 
not  think  there  are  any  now,  because  they  were 
all  bubble  companies,  I may  say.  I myself  in- 
sured at  the  time  I had  pleuro-pneumonia,  But 
I never  got  1 s.  from  the  company  ; they  turned 
out  to  be  blacksmiths  in  London,  or  something 
of  that  sort.  _ » . . 

7322.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  other 

the  Committee  on  that  subject?' — I ^ave; 
think  it  would  be  a great  benefit  to  the  fama 
if  we  had  a cattle  insurance  company  guaran 
by  the  Government;  we  would  be  most  M® 
to  insure  in  it  if  we  could  have  a guarant 
its  solvency,  but  we  have  been  so  -re(lue 
“ stuck  ” by  these  companies,  that  now  we 
not  insure  in  them.  I am  quite  satisfied  1 ^ 

were  some  company  started  that  the  Pe<^^fljl0e 
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confidence  in,  stockowners  would  be  very  glad  to 
take  advantage  of  it  to  protect  themselves  from 
losses  of  cattle.  My  suggestion  would  be  not, 
perhaps,  that  Government  should  guarantee  it, 
but  that  the  fund  might  be  secured  upon  the 
rates  of  the  county,  and  it  would  be  a very  pay- 
ing concern  too,  because  every  man  does  not  lose 
his  stock,  and  I think  very  likely  the  funds 
would  accumulate. 

7323.  Have  you  formed  any  calculation  of  the 
loss  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  dairy  cattle  ? 
— I have ; it  varies  a good  deal ; if  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  confined  in  a dairy,  as  it  some- 
times is  to  the  mouth,  it  is  not  of  much  conse- 
quence, but  if  it  goes  to  the  dugs  and  feet,  it 
then  becomes  a very  serious  thing  to  the  dairy 
farmer.  Looking  at  the  loss  upon  my  farm,  and 
upon  that  of  the  gentleman  next  me,  when 
liis  cattle  were  affected  last  year,  I have  not 
the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that  when 
the  feet  and  dugs  are  affected,  and  by  the  ex- 
change of  cattle,  and  by  an  odd  death,  the  loss 
upon  a dairy  would  be  4 I.  a cow.  1 do  not 
mean  for  fat  cattle  or  young  stock,  but  confining 
it  to  dairy  cattle. 

7324.  Are  you  able  to  state  what  effect  upon 
the  spread  of  disease  the  bad  arrangements  on 
board  steamers  and  on  railway  trucks  have  ?— 
I have  seen  cattle  frequently  embarked  at  Cork 
treated  in  the  most  brutal  manner,  with  regard 
to  beating  them,  and  from  the  filthy,  dirty,  con- 
fined boats. 

7325.  You  would  be  in  favour  of  very  strin- 
gent regulations  being  carried  out,  both  with 
regard  to  steamers,  and  also  with  regard  to  rail- 
way trucks? — Many  of  the  railway  trucks  that 
I have  frequently  seen  at  stations  in  Ireland, 
have  emitted  such  a stench  as  would  almost  give 
a man  pleuro-pneumonia  himself. 

7326.  I see  that  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Company  state  that  in  no  instance  has 
the  conveyance  of  live  stock  by  their  trains  been 
the  cause  of  spreading  any  cattle  disease ; do 
you  believe  that? — I do  not  believe  that ; I be- 
lieve they  charge  quite  sufficiently  (they  make 
very  high  charges)  to  keep  their  trucks  clean, 
and  I think  they  ought  to  be  very  anxious  to 
prevent  the  filthy  state  they  allow  the  trucks  to 
get  into. 

7327.  Do  you  know  many  cases  of  beasts  be- 
ing sent  off  in  a perfectly  sound  3tat.e  from  the 
county  of  Limerick,  catching  foot  and  mouth 
disease  on  their  way  to  Liverpool?— I have 
iieard  of  such  cases.  The  stock  have  been  per- 
tectly  healthy  when  leaving  the  fair.  It  does 
not  make  such  a great  difference  to  the  cattle 

ea  ers  even  if  the  animals  are  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease.  I believe  that  when  an 
animal  is  slaughtered  in  a case  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  the  beef  is  just  as  good,  but  I 
would  not  say  the  same  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia. I do  not  think  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  makes  any  difference  to  the  meat  of  the 


T 70u  believe  that  the  crossing  of  the 
insh  cattle  with  higher  breeds  has  had  any 
ect  1Q  making  them  more  liable  to  these 


lseases?  I believe  that  many  years  ago 
crroo*C<?8tiLtntl0ns  Irish  cattle  were  a 

with 6tron§er  and  better  able  to  contend 
witu  the  uncertain  climate  we  have  in  Ireland 
becrar,  + catt  e which  we  have  now,  since  we 
breeds  t0  Cr°SS  t^ie  eborthorns  and  other 


7329.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  of  those 
diseases  existing  amongst  the  cattle  in  the  wilds 
of  Ilei  ry  ? — I never  heard  of  it.  I made  it  a 
particular  point  to  try  and  find  it  out;  and  I 
could  not  find  out  from  any  Kerry  man  whom  I 
have  met  for  the  last  month,  that  in  the  wilds  of 
Kerry,  where  these  imported  cattle  have  not 
been,  or  cattle  of  that  description,  and  amono-st 
the  real  old  Kerry  breed,  there  ever  was  such  a 
thing  as  pleuro-pneumonia. 

7330.  I gather  from  j'our  evidence,  that  you 
are  altogether  opposed  to  the  abolition  of  the 
existing  restrictions,  but  also  that  you  are  not 
prepared  to  recommend  the  adoption  of  any  plan 
such  as  Proiessor  Baldwin’s,  because  you  believe 
it  would  not  succeed  ? — I think  it  would  be  very 
injurious. 

7331.  You  are  in  favour  of  more  stringent 
penalties  where  there  is  a contravention  of  the 
law,  and  also  in  favour  of  some  mode  or  other  of 
having  those  penalties  enforced? — Most  decidedly. 
I think  if  a proper  cordon  were  drawn  around  an 
infected  district,  and  those  cattle  were  not  allowed 
to  be  taken  away  while  they  were  infected,  the 
law,  if  carried  out,  would  be  most  likely  to  stamp 
out  the  disease. 

7332.  And,  so  far  as  you  know,  those  are  the 
opinions  of  the  fanners  of  the  country  ?—  Most 
decidedly. 

7333.  Mr.  Deni.  ] Are  the  farms  in  Limerick 
for  the  most  part  large  farms? — They  are  veiy 
extensive  farms. 

7334.  Are  your  farms  dairy  farms  or  feeding 
farms? — Both. 

7335.  Do  you  send  much  fat  stock  to  I’ngland, 
or  lean  stock  ? — The  fat  stock,  generally  speak- 
ing,  is  not  sent  by  farmers;  they  are  generally 
soul  at  the  fairs  to  dealers,  and  l hey  send  them  to 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  Bristol. 

7336.  But  from  Limerick  do  they  send  store 
stock  to  the  English  market  ? — A great  number 
of  young  cattle  go  over,  but  those  again  are  not 
Bent  by  the  farmers. 

7337.  I did  not  mean  that  the  fanner  himself 
was  the  person  who  sent  them  to  the  English 
market;  but  are  they  not  raisers  of  store  stock 
for  the  English  market? — Yes. 

7338.  You  send  from  Limerick  a high  class  of 
animals,  do  you  not? — Yes,  we  do. 

7339.  Have  you  seen  the  shipping  of  any  of 
those  animals  at  Cork  or  Waterford? — I have 
frequently  seen  them  shipped  at  Cork. 

7340.  You  therefore  do  not  quite  agree  with 
the  official  witnesses  whom  we  have  had  here,  as 
to  the  excellence  of  the  arrangements  and  the 
kindness  with  which  the  animals  are  treated  ? — I 
do  not.  I believe  there  is  a great  want  of  clean- 
liness and  a great  want  of  ventilation. 

7341.  In  1845  pleuro-pneumonia  must  have 
been  very  severe  upon  your  farm? — Yes,  it  was. 

7342.  How  many  cows  did  your  father  lose  in 
1845  from  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Between  30  and 
40. 

7343.  Were  there  any  steps  taken  then  to 
slaughter  the  animals  and  to  isolate  them? — Act- 
ing upon  the  system  that  was  then  in  force,  we 
made  a hospital  in  a field  and  tried  to  recover 
them,  but  I believe-  that  keeping  them  was  a 
great  means  of  spreading  the  disease  ; we  had  no 
law  to  restrict  us  at  the  time  from  doing  anything 
we  pleased  -with  them. 

7344.  You  would  be  in  favour  of  considerable 
stringency  with  regard  to  keeping  steamers  and 
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railway  trucks  clean,  and  disinfecting  them  ? — 
Certainly. 

7345.  You  would  not  be  inclined  to  remove  foot 

and  mouth  disease  altogether  out  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act  ? — I would  not.  I should  be  very  sorry 
to  see  it  removed  altogether  out  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act,  because  I think  that  if  foot  and  mouth 
disease  exists  upon  a farm,  it  would  be  very  un- 
just to  allow  a farmer  to  remove  those  cattle 
affected  with  it  to  a fair,  and  to  mix  them  up 
with  cattle  which  had  not  had  foot  and  mouth 
disease.  . 

7346.  But  we  have  heard  evidence  here  trorn 
farmers  and  dealers,  that  they  think  so  little  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  that  they  would  have  it 
removed  from  the  Act  altogether,  believing  that 
the  disease  dies  away  altogether  of  itself;  you  do 
not  agree  with  them  ? —I  do  not  agree  with  them. 
I believe  it  will  die  away  sooner  by  being  more 
cautious  as  to  how  cattle  are  'allowed  to  mix 
with  the  animals  affected  with  the  disease. 

7347.  Do  you  believe  that  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease will  die  away  in  consequence  of  the  restric- 
tions which  have  been  imposed  ? — I do  ; I believe 
if  you  calculate  upon  the  whole  country,  the 
losses  which  have  been  caused  by  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  as  compared  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  it 
would  be  very  nearly  as  much  as  from  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

7348.  We  have  had  it  given  as  a million  and  a 
half  last  year ; have  you  formed  any  idea  of  what 
it  might  have  been  ? — I have  not. 

73i£>.  I suppose  the  Irish  cattle  trade  is  a very 
increasing  trade,  is  it  not  ? — Yes,  it  is. 

7350.  Are  there  a great  many  more  engaged 
in  the  cattle  trade  in  Ireland,  and  more  cattle 
come  into  England  than  used  to  come? — Yes, 
it  is  a very  increasing  amount,  and  I think  will 
increase  more;  the  country  is  all  getting  into 
grass. 

7351.  Is' the  country  becoming  still  more  laid 
down  in  grass  ?— Yes. 

7352.  You  think  that  will  increase  the  produc- 
tion of  cattle  ? — Yes,  decidedly. 

7353.  Do  you  think  you  could  produce  more 
beef  upon  grass  land  entirely  than  you  could 
upon  a mixed  farm  ? — I should  be  very  sorry  to 
try  to  produce  beef  upon  a mixed  farm  in  Ire- 
land, from  the  scarcity  of  labour. 

7354.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  The  expenses  upon 
your  arable  land  are  so  much,  that  you  think  that, 
notwithstanding  the  high  price  of  beef,  you  could 
not  make  it  answer  ? — It  would  be  totally  impos- 
sible that  I could  get  labour  to  do  it. 

7355.  What  wages  are  you  giving  in  your  part 
of  Ireland? — The  standing  labour  that  I have 
myself  I do  not  think  is  as  high  as  it  ought  to 
be,  I candidly  tell  you.  My  standing  labourers 
have  every  day,  when  they  work.  Is.  a day. 
I give  them  a comfortable  house,  which  is  not 
very  usual  in  Ireland,  I am  sorry  to  say ; but 
they  have  a comfortable  house  from  me  with  a 
chimney,  and  well  ventilated.  I give  them  a 
quarter  of  an  Irish  acre  of  potato  land,  tilled, 
for  which  I charge  them  no  rent. 

7356.  Mr.  Dent.]  And  they  have  the  house  for 
nothing? — Yes ; then  they  have  grass  for  a pig, 
if  it  is  well  ringed  in  the  nose,  and  there  are 
some  other  little  perquisites-  upon  my  farm. 

7357.  What  do  you  pay  for  occasional  labour? 
— If  I wanted  an  occasional  labourer  to-day  I 
would  have  to  send  five  miles  for  him,  and  I 
would  have  to  send  a horse  and  ear  for  him,  and 
to  send  him  home  in  the  evening,  and  to  pay  him 


2 s.  6 d.,  and  supply  him  with  food.  For  reap- 
ing and  mowing  in  the  hay  harvest  I would 
have  to  give  him  very  often  4 s.,  and  drive  him 
home  backwards  and  forwards  too. 

7358.  Mr.  Ridley.]  At  what  would  you  put 
the  money  value  of  the  advantages  your  regular 
labourers  have;  how  much  per  week  woulcf  you 
consider  to  be  additional  to  1 s.  per  day  as  repre- 
senting the  advantages  they  have  ?--The  value 
of  the  house  could  not  be  very  far,  I suppose 
from  30  s.  to  2 I.  a year,  and  the  value  of  a 
quarter  of  an  acre  of  potatoes,  I should  suppose, 
would  not  be  more  than  about  51. 

7359.  Do  you  mean  that  it  might  be  represented 
as  14  s.  a week  throughout  the  year  ? — No ; I 
mean  a little  more  than  half  that  amount ; it  is 
only  6 s.  in  money  at  present,  and  I think  the 
other  things  will  make  it  up  to  about  8 s.  6 d. 

7360.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  We  will  take  you  back 
to  pleuro-pneumonia,  if  you  please ; do  you  think 
that  pleuro-pneumonia  may  be  effectually  stamped 
out  by  killing  all  the  animals  which  are  diseased? 
— I think  it  would  be  very  likely  to  be  so. 

7361.  In  your  own  case  when  yon  had  a dairy 
of  50  cows,  out  of  which  you  only  lost  five  or  six 
head,  you  stopped  the  disease  by  killing  those 
that  were  diseased  immediately  on  the  appearance 
of  the  disease  ? — I am  under  the  impression  that 
that  is  what  stopped  it,  but  I did  so. 

7362.  Upon  the  other  hand,  when  your  father’s 
cattle  had  pleuro-pneumonia,  by  endeavouring  to 
doctor  them,  you  lost  between  30  and  40  ?— I 
might  say  it  went  through  the  whole  herd  almost. 

7363.  How  many  did  the  herd  consist  of?— 
This  herd  was  about  50,  and  there  were  some  re- 
covered, but  they  were  afterwards  worth  very- 
little.  The  actual  deaths  were  between  30 
and  40. 

7364.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  be  a good 
thing  to  make  it  compulsory  to  slaughter  all 
cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia?— Most 

decidedly. 

7365.  And  to  compensate  the  owner  ? — Most 
decidedly. 

7366.  Some  honourable  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee seem  to  imagine  that  if  you  were  to  give 
a farmer  a good  compensation  for  cattle  affected 
with  disease  they  would  become  very  reckless; 
is  that  your  opinion  ? — I do  not  believe  that. 

7367.  Why  not?— It  would  be  very  ridiculous 
to  think  that  farmers  would  wish  such  a thing; 
for  instance,  if  I had  50  dairy  cows,  worth,  say, 
18  l.  a-piece,  and  the  Government  wanted  me  to 
slaughter  them  all,  I should  lose  all  the  profits 
I would  obtain  from  them  during  the  season, 
which  might  he  worth  15  l.  more  to  me  m the 
course  of  the  year. 

7368.  You  might  replace  them,  might  you 

not? — Not  while  I had 'pleuro-pneumonia  on  my 
farm.  „ T 

7369.  You  would  not  attempt  to  do  so 

would  not.  . , f ,, 

7370.  You  think  that  if  farmers  were  paid i 
compensation  they  would  not  be  careless 
think  if  farmers  were  paid  full  compensation,  1 
would  bo  their  interest  to  take  the  greates  p 
sible  care,  because  compensation  would  only 
pay  them  for  the  loss  of  their  cattle. 

7371.  Have  you  ever  tried  inoculation  to  p 

vent  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I have  seen  it  trie 
effectually  tried.  , .A 

7372.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  an 
how  that  is  done  ? — A gentleman  in  my  c 
had  a very  large  herd  of  cows  a year  ag  > ^ 
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he  lost  nine  or  10  of  them,  it  occurred  to  him 
to  inoculate  the  remainder,  and  he  got  Mr.  Pres- 
ton a veterinary  surgeon  in  Mallow,  I think, 
who  inoculated  the  rest  of  the  herd  from  the 
lung  of  a dead  beast.  He  lost  three  after  inocu- 
lation, which  we  supposed  were  really  affected  at 
the  time ; but  the  disease  ceased,  and  he  has  not 
lost  a cow  since.  I also  know  another  gentle- 
man who  inoculated,  and  I am  quite  satisfied 
that  pleuro-pneumonia  ceased  upon  his  farm,  and 
has  not  been  there  since. 

7373.  You  are  of  opinion  that  you  can  check 
pleuro  pneumonia  by  those  means?— Yes, if  pro- 

erly  clone  ; but  it  is  very  dangerous  otherwise, 
t is  done  in  the  tail,  and  if  you  do  not  take 
great  precautions,  the  inflammation  gets  to  such 
a height,  that  very  likely  you  may  lose  the  cow. 

7374.  In  the  case  which  you  first  mentioned, 
where  three  died  after  inoculation,  did  they  die 
very  soon  afterwards? — They  lingered  on  for 
about  three  weeks,  I think. 

7375.  Were  they  then  killed  directly? — Yes. 

7376.  You  seem  to  be  very  sanguine  that  by 
slaughtering  the  diseased  animals,  and  by  inocu- 
lating the  rest  of  the  herd,  you  might  stamp  out 
pleuro-pneumonia?- -I  have  great  faith  in  that 
opinion. 

7377.  And  you  think  that  that  would  be  an 
inestimable  benefit  to  the  farmers  of  Ireland  ? — I 
think  that  it  would  be  an  inestimable  benefit  to 
them,  because  in  Ireland  we  are  almost  depen- 
dent upon  cattle. 

7378.  You  also  stated  that  you  had  an  instance 
or  two  in  which  your  cattle  had  been  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  had  not  come 
in  contact  with  diseased  animals? — My  dairy 
cows  never  got  the  foot  and  mouth  disease ; 
there  was  only  a small  fence  between  them  and 
my  young  stock,  and  my  young  stock  had  it  in 
1872. 

7379.  Did  you  ever  know  a case  in  which  foot 
and  mouth  disease  broke  out  without  a case 
being  in  the  neighbourhood? — In  the  neighbour- 
hood, but  not  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood ; 
I never  heard  of  a case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
without  its  being  in  the  parish;  but  l ain  satis- 
fied that  it  has  spread  through  the  herds  of  itself. 

7380.  You  have  stated  that  filth  and  the  bad 
treatment  of  cattle  might  produce  plcuro-pneu- 
monia  ? — I believe  it  migiit  be  spread  in  the 
herds  by  filthy  houses,  bad  ventilation-,  aud  bad 
water;  it  is  frequently  the  case  in  Ireland  that 
cattle  have  filthy  water  to  drink.  I think  it 
right  to  tell  you  of  the  Limerick  Model  Farm, 
which  is  near  the  Postmaster  General’s.  The 
manager  there  told  me  that  owing  to  the  purity  of 
the  water,  which  is  pumped  a certain  time  before 
the  cattle  are  allowed  to  drink  it  (a  great  propor- 
tion of  the  cattle  on  that  farm  being  prize  cattle), 
he  has  never  had  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
although  it  existed  in  his  neighbourhood. 

7381.  Are  the  cattle  in  Kerry  taken  better 
care  of? — No,  the  cattle  upon  the  wilds  in 
Kerry  are  left  to  nature. 

^382.  Yet  they  do  not  get  pleuro-pneumonia  ? 

No,  their  constitution  is  so  inured  to  ex- 
posure. 

7383.  You  do  not  know  whether  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  spread  from  fairs  and  markets  ? 

My. cattle  which  got  it  last  January  were 
never  in  a fair. 

<384.  Does  not  foot  and  mouth  disease  gene- 
rally come  in  the  wake  of  a large  fair? — I never 
remember  that  it  did ; it  may  come  from  fairs. 


7385.  When  you  say  that  it  dies  out  now.  you  _ 

have  not  many  fairs  in  January?— We  have  fairs  W‘ 
in  every  month  in  the  year.  j 

7386.  There  arc  not  many  fairs  in  January 
and  February,  I believe? — We  have  very  lar^e 
cattle  fairs  in  February,  March,  and  April. 

7387.  Have  you  never  observed  that  where 
there  is  foot  and  mouth  disease,  it  is  almost  in- 
variably where  there  is  a large  cattle  traffic? — 
Yes,  there  is  no  doubt  of  it. 

^7388.  And  when  you  talk  about  cattle  in 
Kerry,  do  not  you  think  that  no  cattle  having 
been  taken  into  Kerry  is  the  reason  for  no 
disease  existing  there  ? — With  regard  to  Kerry, 

I was  speaking  more  of  pleuro-pneumonia  than 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

73S9.  But  they  do  not  import  cattle  into 
Kerry,  do  they  ? — No,  not  into  the  wilds  of 
Kerry,  though  some  of  our  best  shorthorn 
breeders  live  in  the  county. 

7390.  Mr.  Dodson.']  You  said  that  it  would  be 
desirable  to  slaughter  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  and  give  full  and  fair  compensation  ? — 

7391.  What  do  you  consider  would  be  full  and 
fair  compensation  when  an  animal  got  pleuro- 
pneumonia ? — The  full  value  of  the  animal  before 
she  got  it. 

7392.  Not  taking  into  account  the  disease  at 
all?— Not  taking  into  account  the  disease  at  all. 

7393.  Do  you  keep  sheep? — Yes,  I dn. 

7391.  Have  you  had  any  experience  in  sheep- 

pox  ? — I never  had ; we  had  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  sheep  last  summer,  not  in  my  own 
sheep,  but  in  my  district. 

7395.  You  have  had  no  experience  in  sheep - 
pox  ? — No,  I never  saw  a case  of  shcep-pox. 

7396.  You  stated  that  you  would  have  an  in- 
spector for  each  barony,  do  you  mean  by  that  a 
veterinary  inspector  ? — I do  not;  I mean  a prac- 
tical man.  We  would  not  first  of  all  be  at  the 
expense  of  a veterinary  inspector,  but  I mean  a 
practical  man  who  might  be  acquainted  with 
those  diseases.  At  the  same  time  I should  be 
rather  inclined  to  retract  that  opinion  by  saying 
that  the  police  would  be  sufficient  if  it  were  pos- 
sible to  make  them  cany  out  the  law  more  strin- 
gently. 

7397.  You  say,  " if  it  were  possible  to  make 
them  carry  out  the  law  more  stringently,”  in  what 
way  do  you  think  the  police  neglect  their  duty  ? 

— I think  the  police  arc  careless  in  some  districts. 

7398.  Are  the  magistrates  strict  in  enforcing 
the  law? — They  are  too  lenient,  I think. 

7399.  That  is  with  regard  to  penalties  ? — Yes. 

7400.  Are  the  penalties  inflicted  often  nomi- 
nal ? — A man  sometimes  merely  has  to  pay  the 
price  of  the  summons  and  the  fine  of  1 d. 

7401.  That  is  for  removing  infected  cattle  ? — 

For  removing  cattle ; and  there  was,  a short 
time  ago,  a case  of  a man  charged  with  killing 
an  infected  animal  in  a grove  in  a thickly 
populated  district,  who  was  only  nominally 
fined. 

74-02.  The  police  go  round  the  country  collect- 
ing statistics,  aud  if  they  saw  any  diseased  animal 
they  would  report  it ; that  is  their  duty,  is  it 
not? — Yes,  hut  it  is  the  owners’  duty  to  report 
it  to  them  in  the  first  place. 

7403.  Is  there  any  disposition  on  the  pait  of 
farmers  in  your  district  to  conceal  disease? — 
There  is  a great  disposition  to  conceal  pleuro- 
neumonia,  but  I do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
isposition  to  conceal  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

Q Q 3 7404.  Why 
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7404.  Why  is  there  that  difference  ? — Because 
a farmer  having  pleuro-pncumonia  on  his  farm, 
there  is  actually  an  objection  to  purchase  from 
him. 

7405.  Why  does  not  the  same  apply  to  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — Because  we  do  not  think  so 
much  about  it. 

740G.  The  farmers  do  not  think  so  much  of  it  ? 
— No  they  do  not. 

7407.  But  the  result  in  Ireland  of  a man  being 
known  to  have  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon  his 
farm  is,  that  he  cannot  move  a diseased  animal 
alive,  and  he  cannot  move  an  animal  which  has 
been  herded  with  it,  without  a license  ? — That 


7408.  The  consequence  is  that  the  farmer  who 
makes  it  known  that  he  has  foot  and  mouth 
disease  upon  his  farm,  is  put  to  considerable  in- 
convenience, if  not  loss  ? — Decidedly. 

7409.  Still,  notwithstanding  that  they  do  not 
conceal  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I think  not ; 
it  would  be  impossible  to  conceal  it.  They  could 
a great  deal  more  easily  conceal  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  because  foot  and  mouth  disease  spreads  so 
rapidly  amongst  a flock  that  they  are  all  in  it  and 
everybody  sees  them. 

7410.  The  fact  being  that  pleuro-pnemnoniais 
more  easily  concealed,  the  fact  of  a man  having 
pleuro-pneumonia  upon  his  farm  is  a more  serious 
thing?-  -Pleuro-pneumonia  goes  on  slowly  and 
attacks  the  whole  herd. 

7411.  You  do  not  believe  that  farmers  conceal 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — No ; but  I do  not  think 
that  I ever  knew  a single  farmer  who  would 
admit  that  he  had  pleuro-pneumonia,  although  I 
knew  that  he  had  it  at  the  time.  There  is  a good 
deal  of  it  in  a portion  of  our  county  at  the  pre- 
sent time. 

7412.  When  was  foot  and  mouth  disease  worst 
in  your  county  ? — At  its  first  appearance. 

7413.  When  was  that? — In  1849.  I remem- 
ber attending  a lot  of  cattle  then  suffering  from 
the  first  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

7414.  Has  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  been 
milder  since  ? — Very  much  so.  I think  we  lost 
a great  deal  of  cattle  upon  the  first  outbreak  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  by  too  much  meddling 
with  them.  My  practical  idea  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  so  far  as  the  mouth  goes,  is  not  to 
meddle  with  the  cattle  at  all. 

7415.  Being  milder  in  form  now,  is  it  less  ex- 
tensive now  than  it  was  in  1849  ? — It  was  as  ex- 
tensive last  year  as  ever  it  ivas. 

7416.  You  think  the  restrictions  have  done 
good  ? — I do,  decidedly ; but  I think  they  would 
do  more  good  if  they  were  more  stringently 
carried  out,  and  I would  be  for  carrying  them 
out  stringently. 

7417.  The  effect  of  the  restrictions  is  to  pre- 
vent the  extension  of  the  disease,  is  it  not? — 
Quite  so. 

e 7418.  It  does  not  affect  the  mildness  of  the 
disease  or  the  reverse  ? — That  is  impossible. 

7419.  But  you  think  that,  without  the  re- 
strictions, the  disease  of  late  years  would  have 
been  more  extensive  than  it  has  been  ? — I have 
no  doubt  of  it. 

7420.  And  that  if  the  law  were  efficiently  en- 
forced, more  might  be  done  towards  restricting 
the  disease? — Most  decidedly. 

7421.  You  think  that  if  the  law,  as  it  stands, 
were  enforced,  it  would  be  quite  sufficient  ? — 
Quite  sufficient. 

7422.  You  recommended  the  insurance  of  cattle 


to  be  guaranteed  by  the  county  rate,  if  I under 
stood  you  rightly? — Yes,  I did. 

7423.  You  have  no  apprehension  that  that 
would  induce  recklessness  as  regards  disease  upon 
the  part  of  the  farmers? — No,  it  could  not  in- 
duce recklessness  in  this  way,  that  it  would  have 
just  the  same  effect  as  if  the  Government  paid 
the  compensation  for  the  slaughter  ; it  would  not 
at  all  lie  a profitable  thing  for  me  to  lose  mv 
cattle,  but.  I would  look  at  it  simply  as  a pro- 
tection. 

7424.  Do  you  intend  that  it  should  be  an  in- 
surance only  against  actual  loss  of  animals  by 
death,  or  insurance  against  sickness? — I would 
make  it  general  against  accidents  and  every- 
thing. 

7425.  Against  sickness  ? — If  a cow  broke  her 
leg  by  accident  I would  make  it  apply  to  that 
case  all  the  same. 

7426.  If  an  animal  got  foot  and  mouth  disease 
and  there  was  thereby  a loss  to  the  fanner,  would 
you  allow  him  to  insure  against  the  loss  of  con- 
dition?— I would  give  him  nothing,  exceptinthe 
case  of  death. 

7427.  And  not  in  the  case  ot  sickness  merely? 
—No. 


7428.  Mr.  Barclay .]  If  you  were  not  going  to 
compensate  the  farmer  for  sickness  but  only  for 
death,  would  it  not  be  the  farmer’s  interest,  if  the 
animal  was  not  likely  to  be  cured  very  suddenly, 
that  the  animal  should  die  ? — W e do  not  lose  ani- 
mals by  foot  and  mouth  disease  but  very  rarely. 

7429.  I was  not.  speaking  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  specially,  but  with  regard  to  an  animal 
being  sick  with  any  other  disease? — Prac- 
tically speaking,  pleuro-pneumonia  is  the  only 
thing  which  they  would  die  with,  and  the  sooner 
they  died  of  that  the  better. 

7430.  Do  nut  animals  die  from  inflammation? 
— Yes,  but.  that  does  not  very  often  occur. 

7431.  If  an  animal  was  suffering  from  that 
disease,  and  likely  to  come  out  a great  deal  worse 
than  when  she  was  attacked,  would  it.  not  be  the 
interest  of  the  farmer  that  the  animal  should  die, 
and  that  be  should  get  his  insurance  ? — It  would 
be  to  the  interest  of  the  farmer ; but  I should  think 
if  a company  was  started,  they  would  make  a 
provision  to  guard  against  that ; they  would  have 
an  inspector  to  inspect  the  sick  cattle,  and  to 
insist  upon  the  farmer’s  treating  them  properly 
during  the  illness,  and  if  he  did  not  abide  by 
these  directions,  lie  would  not  be  paid  for  the 
dead  beast. 

7432.  If  we  except  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
and  pleuro-pneumonia,  does  not  the  health  of  the 
animals  depend  very  much  upon  the  way  in 
which  they  are  treated  ? — The  best  treated 
animals  will  get  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

7433.  I said,  if  we  except  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  pleuro-pneumonia;  does  not  the 
health  of  animals  depend  very  much  upon  the 
way  in  which  they  are  treated,  and  fed,  and 
watered  ? — Certainly. 

7434.  Therefore,  a man  who  treated  his  cattle 
badly  would  be  likely  to  have  most  claims  upon 
this  insurance  company? — If  a farmer  insured 
his  cattle,  and  treated  his  cattle  badly  after  in- 
surance, I do  not  think  the  insurance  company 
ought  to  pay  him.  I think  it  would  tend  to 
make  him  take  care  of  his  cattle,  and  treat  them 
properly. 

7435.  Is  there  not  a very  strong  stimulus  in 
the  meantime  to  take  care  of  their  cattle  ? 
many  oases  they  have  not  the  cow-houses  an^ 
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the  places  they  ought  to  have  ; they  have  them 
in  filthy  little  sheds,  and  it  is  only  a miracle  that 
they  do  not  get  more  disease ; they  frequently 
have  them  in  their  own  houses,  sleeping  with 
themselves. 

7436.  Then  if  the  farmer  was  going  to  he  paid 
if  the  animal  was  taken  unwell  and  died,  there  is 
not  much  stimulus  to  a fanner  to  take  better 
care  of  his  beasts,  is  there  ? — But  he  would  lose 
the  beast,  and  he  would  lose  the  profit  of  the 
season. 

7437.  I was  asking  whether  the  fact  that  he 
would  be  paid  for  an  animal  if  it  died  would  be 
any  greater  or  less  stimulus  than  exists  at  pre- 
sent for  him  to  take  care  of  his  cattle  ? — I think 
it  would  be  a great  stimulus  to  him  to  take  care 
of  the  rest. 

7438.  You  recommend  the  slaughtering  out  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes,  I think  that  is  the 
only  thing  that  can  be  done  for  it. 

7439.  And  that  compensation  should  be  given 
to  the  owner  from  the  county  rates  ? — Yes. 

7440.  Is  not  that  practically  an  insurance  of 
the  animal  to  the  farmer  ? — Yes,  if  it  was  carried 
out  it  would  be  quite  sufficient. 

7441.  And  combining  also  the  great  advantage 
of  putting  down  the  disease,  with  indemnifying 
the  fanners  ? — Yes. 

7442.  Then  it  would  be  strictly  for  the  benefit 
of  the  farmers  generally  in  each  district  that 
cattle  should  be  slaughtered,  the  owner  indemni- 
fied, and  the  disease  put  down? — Yes. 

7443.  That  would  be  a sound  principle  of 
insurance,  in  your  opinion  ? — I think  it  would  be 
a very  fair  one. 

7444.  How  did  you  get  pleuro-pneumonia  into 
your  dairy  stock  ? — I cannot  tell  you. 

7445.  Was  one  animal  first  attacked  ? — Yes. 

7446.  Did  you  recognise  it  at  once? — Yes. 

7447.  What  did  you  do  with  it? — I slaugh- 
tered and  buried  it. 

7448.  And  you  kept  a sharp  look-out  upon 
the  rest  of  the  stock  ? — Yes ; from  the  experi- 
ence that  I had  in  my  father’s  time,  I came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  ridiculous  to  be  try- 
ing to  cure  them  ; they  were  not  fit  for  butchers’ 
meat.  Dairy  cows  generally  are  not  at  that 
time ; they  are  too  thin. 

7449.  If  you  watch  your  animals  very  closely, 
you  can  detect  very  well  when  an  animal  begins 
to  be  affected,  by  the  appearance  of  the  annual, 
can  you  not? — Immediately. 

7450.  Without  its  having  any  very  prominent 
symptomsabout.it? — There  is  a dulness  in  the 
appearance  of  the  animal,  and  a sharp  cough,  ac- 
companied  by  a kind  of  grunt  in  the  chest  and 
side. 

7451.  You  spoke  of  inoculation  which  had 
been  tried  after  seven  animals  had  died,  and  that 
after  three  died,  the  rest  of  the  herd  was  not 
afleeted  ? — Not  since. 

7452.  In  the  case  of  the  first  animals,  were 
they  slaughtered  when  attacked? — I could  not 
tell  you. 

7453.  Assuming  that  they  were  slaughtered, 
you  had  just  the  same  result  without  inoculation 
m your  own  herd  ?— It  does  not  follow ; it  might 
have  been  so. 

7454.  If  those  seven  animals  had  been 
s aughtered  out,  the  result  might  have  been 
?lu<t“  same  as  in  your  own  herd  ? — It  would 

e’  “ they  did  not  get  it  afterwards,  exactly  the 
same.  J 

-D°  you  know  whether  the  three  animals 


that  died  afterwards  were  isolated  ?— Yes,  they 
were  after  they  got  the  disease,  or,  I should  say, 
after  they  were  noticed  with  it. 

7456.  So  that  the  result  of  this  case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia did  not  differ  from  yours,  excepting 
that  the  animals  were  inoculated? — Just  so. 

7457.  It  is  quite  possible  that  if  there  had 
been  no  inoculation  the  result  might  have  been 
the  same  ? — It  is  quite  possible. 

7458.  Therefore  that  case  does  not  seem  to 
afford  you  a strong  ground  for  having  confidence 
in  inoculation? — I would  be  more  inclined  to 
trust  to  inoculation  than  to  my  own  experience 
of  the  other,  because  my  shutting  it  out  by  sim- 
ply slaughtering  four  or  five  cows  may  have  been 
a chance. 

7459.  Assuming  that  you  were  so  unfortunate 
as  to  have  pleuro-pneumonia  break  out  in  your 
dairy  stock  when  you  got  home,  would  you  pro- 
ceed to  attempt  to  cure  them  by  inoculation  ? 
— Decidedly  I would  slaughter  the  infected  ani- 
mals, and  inoculate  the  rest  immediately. 

7460.  You  have  so  much  confidence  in  the 
system  that  you  would  inoculate  the  whole  herd  ? 
— Yes. 

7461.  Have  you  any  other  grounds  for  believ- 
ing in  it,  besides  those  that  you  have  stated  to 
the  Committee  ? — Yes,  I know  other  parties  who 
have  tried  it.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia 
I know  one  man  in  my  neighbourhood  who  lost 
his  whole  herd  by  it,  and  I have  known  the 
next  dairyman  with  his  cows  actually  drinking 
from  the  same  pond,  and  mixing  in  the  same 
herd,  and  pleuro-pneumonia  never  extended  to 
his  farm. 

7462.  Are  you  satisfied  that  the  herds  actually 
mixed  ? — Yes,  I have  seen  them  together. 

7463.  How  did  they  get  mixed  together  ? — 
Owing  to  there  being  a bad  fence. 

7464.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  With  regard  to  this 
inoculation,  how  was  it  performed  ? — One  of  the 
slaughtered  animals  was  opened.  The  lungs  are 
what  are  principally  affected ; they  are  all  in  a 
state  of  decomposition,  I might  say,  and  they 
cut  the  thin  skin  under  the  tail  of  the  animal, 
it  is  then  just  like  vaccinating  a child  against 
small-pox. 

7465.  The  virus  is  taken  from  the  dead  beast, 
is  it  not?— -Yes,  the  virus  is  put  into  this  little 
cut,  and  it  is  bandaged  up  for  24  hours,  and  the 
beast  is  sure  to  be  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia in  a day  or  two  afterwards. 

7466.  Mr.  Barclay .]  In  the  case  in  which  the 
animal  died,  the  disease  affected  the  lungs,  did  it 
not  ? — Yes. 

7467.  Do  you  think  that  you  will  prevent  the 
disease  affecting  the  lungs  by  transferring  the 
disease  to  the  tail  ? — I think  you  will  prevent  it 
being  transferred  to  the  lungs. 

7468.  Does  the  animal  present  any  symptom 
of  disease  except  in  the  tail  ? — The  animal  pre- 
sents almost  all  the  symptoms  except  in  the 
breathing. 

7469.  The  animal  is  affected  e\cept  as  to  the 
lungs  ? — Yes. 

7470.  And  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  it 
is  only  the  lungs  which  are  affected  ?— Yes,  that 
is  so. 

7471.  Does  not  that  show  that  it  is  a different 
disease  altogether? — No,  I think  it  shows  that 
it  is  a milder  type  of  the  disease. 

7472.  In  the  second  case  the  lungs  you  say 
are  not  affected  at  all? — I never  saw  a cow 
opened  after  having  been  inoculated. 

q q 4 7473.  Have 
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7473.  Have  you  seen  a cow  unwell  after  ino- 
culation ? — Y es. 

7474.  Did  she  show  any  symptoms  of  disease  ? 
— The  cow  seemed  to  be  very  ill. 

7475.  Upon  the  lungs? — There  was  not  so 
great  a heaving  of  the  sides  as  there  would  have 
been  if  she  had  not  been  inoculated. 

7476.  Did  the  cow  show  the  characteristic 
symptoms,  the  short  hard  cough  and  the  grunt 
you  spoke  of?— She  did  not;  merely  heaviness; 
she  was  certainly  very  sick. 

7477.  You  are  in  ' favour  of  maintaining  the 
present  restrictions  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
are  you  not? — Yes,  I am. 

7478.  You  think  it  possible  that  policemen 
might  undertake  the  looking  after  and  carrying 
out  of  the  restrictions  ?— I think  they  are  per- 
fectly competent  to  do  it.,  and  they  have  plenty 
of  time  to  do  it  also. 

7479.  In  the  first  place  you  stated  that  there 
was  not  much  difficulty  in  having  foot  and  mouth 
disease  reported  ?— There  is  not  much  difficulty 
because  it  makes  itself  so  conspicuously  known 
at  once. 

7480.  The  difficulty  docs  not  lie  in  that  point, 
then  ? — No,  certainly  not. 

7481.  I suppose  the  police  constables  do  report 
the  disease  to  their  superiors,  when  they  hear  of 
it?— I am  sure  they  do;  they  serve  you  with  a 
printed  form,  the  copy  of  an  Order  in  Council, 
and  they  come  again  and  withdraw  that  after  a 
certain  time. 

7482.  What  further  would  you  wish  the  police 
constables  to  do?— Simply  to  have  a stricter  cor- 
don around  farms  which  were  infected. 

7483.  That,  would  involve  the  placing  of  a 
police  constable  upon  any  infected  farm,  would 
it  not? — No,  I think  not;  it  would  involve 
watching,  but  if  the  law  was  broken  in  his  ab- 
sence the  farmer  should  be  fined  heavily  for 
doing  so. 

7484.  The  difficulty  now  is,  that  the  farmers 
remove  their  cattle  from  farms  to  fairs  and  mar- 
kets at  nights? — Yes,  they  do  so. 

7485.  How  do  you  propose  to  have  an  efficient 
control,  so  as  to  prevent  farmers  from  moving 
animais  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
upon  a public  highway,  or  to  fairs  or  markets  ? 
— I think  the  present  law  is  sufficient  to  accom- 
plish that  object. 

7486.  But  you  would  have  the  law  carried 
out,  and  see  that  the  farmers  did  not  transgress 
the  law  ? — If  the  Government  sent  their  direc- 
tions to  the  inspector  who  has  the  control  over 
the  constabulary,  to  see  that  the  men  under  him 
did  their  duty  more  stringently,  I am  quite  sure 
they  would  do  it. 

7487.  Do  you  think  the  police  constables  by 
patroling  round  a district  would  find  it  possible 
to  see  that  the  farmers  adhered  to  those  regula- 
tions?— I think  they  would  find  out  a great 
many  more  cases  than  they  do,  and  if  examples 
were  made  of  those  cases,  they  would  be  stopped 
in  future. 

7488.  You  would  depend  on  finding  out  a few 
cases,  and  making  examples  of  those,  so  that 
others  might  be  deterred  from  offending  ? — I 
think.it  would  have  a great  effect  in  deterring 
others. 

7489.  But  in  order  to  make  the  regulations 
thoroughly  efficient,  would  not  you  require  to 
have  efficient  control  over  each  farm  to  see  that 
the  animals  were  not  moved  about  during  the  day 
on  a public  road,  or  anything  of  that  sort  ? — The 


police  ought  to  be  able  to  do  that ; we  have  bar- 
racks  in  almost  every  parish  or  small  district  and 
five  or  six  men  walking  about  constantly  could 
very  easily  carry  that  order  out. 

7490.  Are  there  a sufficient  number  of  men 
to  take  statements  of  the  cattle  upon  each  farm 
and  to  sec  that  no  cattle  were  moved  afterwards 
•for  a considerable  period  ? — I think  it  might  be 
done  without  their  knowing  it  in  a good°niany 
instances,  but  I think  you  would  also  catch  a good 
many,  and  I would  punish  them  heavily. 

7491.  What  do  the  farmers  do  at  present  with 
cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — An  in- 
telligent farmer,  I think,  with  dairy  cattle  would 
he  very  likely  to  destroy  them,  but  I would  not 
say  that  was  carried  out  extensively.  I think 
the  most  safe  answer  I could  give  to  that  ques- 
tion would  be  that  the  farmers  would  very  likely 
sell  them  if  they  could. 

7492.  They  would  conceal  the  disease  and  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  sending  the  infected  ani- 
mal to  market  ? — Certainly  not  to  market.  The 
fanners  would  sell  them  to  what  we  call  an  inferior 
butcher,  and  he  would  sell  them  as  meat  in  some 
shambles  or  other. 

7493.  If  they  are  store  animals,  I daresay  they 
find  their  way  to  market  all  the  same  ? — Yes,  pro- 
vided they  arc  not  affected. 

7494.  Provided  they  are  not  visibly  affected? 
— Yes,  provided  they  are  not  visibly  affected.  I 
should  not  like  to  do  it  myself.  I do  not  think 
any  conscientious  man  would  do  it,  but  I think 
it  is  the  practice. 

7495.  It  is  quite  likely,  is  it  not,  that  those 
animals  which  have  pleuro-pneumonia  or  have 
been  herded  with  animals  in  which  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  existcd/miglit  be  sent  over,  to  this  country? 
— I do  not  think  that  pleuro-pneumonia  exists  to 
any  extent  amongst  young  store  cattle  in  Ireland. 
I think  it  is  confined  more  to  dairy  cattle.  I 
never  saw  a herd  of  yearling  heifers  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia, nor  did  I ever  see  a two  years’  old 
leifer  with  pleuro  pneumonia. 

7496.  You  think  that  these  one  or  two  years’ 
old  heifers  are  not  affected  with  plcuro-pneu- 
monia  ? — I never  saw  one  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

7497.  Might  not  that  arise  from  this  principle, 
that  you  spoke  of  farmers  sending  them  out  of 
the  country  or  selling  them  in  the  market  ? — No, 
we  keep  a great  many  of  them. 

7498.  Not  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia?— 
No,  we  keep  them  on  ; not  the  affected  ones,  of 
course. 

7499.  You  stated  that  it  was  the  general  prac- 
tice that  animais  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia 
found  their  way  to  the  market? — Not  to  the  mar- 
ket ; the  butcher  is  brought  into  the  house. 

7500.  That  is  with  regard  to  dairy  cattle  ?— 
Any  beast  that  is  diseased ; the  butcher  is  im- 
mediately brought  at  night,  on  the  sly,  into  the 
stables,  or  into  the  farm,  but  the  animal  is  not 
exhibited  in  a public  fair. 

7501.  I could  understand  that  with  regard  to 
the  dairy  stock,  but  how  would  that  be  with  re- 
gard to  the  rest  of  the  stock? — A store  anim 
may  be  six  years  old,  hut  I never  saw  the  disease 
in  a yearling  or  a two-year  old.  _ 

7502.  Those  animals  are  affected  with  the  is- 

easc,  arc  they  not  ? — It  is  possible  that  they  are, 
if  they  are  kept  with  other  cattle,  but  generally 
speaking,  they  are  not  kept  with  other  ca  > 
As  I say,  the  disease  is  more  prevalent  amo  „ 
dairy  cattle  than  amongst  others.  . ^ 
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7503.  And  the  dairy  cattle  are  sent  off  to  the 
butchers  ? — They  are  sold  off  for  a very  small 
sum  to  some  very  poor  butcher. 

7504.  And  they  are  taken  away  at  night? — 
Yes ; they  are  taken  away  at  night. 

7505.  You  think  that  the  police  could  detect 
those  cases  better  than  they  do  ? — I think  they 
ought  to  do  so. 

7506.  Mr.  Dodson.]  When  you  recommend 
the  slaughter  of  an  animal  being  made  compul- 
sory for  pleuro-pneumonia,  giving  the  owner  the 
full  value  of  the  animal  before  the  disease,  would 
you  allow  him  to  keep  the  carcase  ? — The  carcase 
in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  would  be  worth 
very  little ; the  hide  would  be  worth  something. 

7507.  The  carcase  of  an  animal  affected  in  an 
incipent  stage  with  pleuro-pneumonia  would  be 
worth  something,  would  it  not? — If  I were 
allowed  for  an  animal  slaughtered  for  pleuro- 
pneumonia I would  allow  nothing  for  the  carcase ; 

I would  bury  it,  skin  and  all. 

7508.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  in  the  incipient 
stage  of  pleuro-pneumonia  the  carcase  of  the 
animal  is  perfectly  fit  for  food  ? — 1 believe  so. 

7509.  And  you  would  be  slaughtering  an  animal 

fit  for  food  if  you  slaughtered  it  at  the  commence- 
ment '{ — I was  speaking  of  dairy  cattle  myself ; I 
think  it  would  be  a great  pity  to  destroy  an 
animal  worth  30  guineas  in  pleuro-pneumonia  ; it 
would,  be  just  as  good  for  food  if  you  did  not 
know  it.  I remember  going  into  one  of  the  best 
butchers  in  Limerick,  and  seeing  an  animal  which 
was  marked  “ first  prize.”  1 knew  perfectly 
well  that  that  animal  would  have  died  of  lung 
disease.  ° 

, *610-  Mr.  Clare  Head.]  You  would  slaughter 
in  all  cases? — Yes. 

7511.  If  it  was  a store  animal  and  poor,  you 
would  bury  it  ?— Yes  ; but  if  I had  a stall-fed 
beast,  fat  and  in  good  condition,  and  that  beast 
was  likely  to  be  in  pleuro-pneumonia,  I think  I 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  send  for  a butcher,  hut  at 
the  same  time  it  would  be  all  the  same  if  I was 
paid  for  it. 

7512.  Mr.  Barclay.]  It  would  be  all  the  same 

u you  got  the  full  value  by  way  of  insurance  ? — 
t tg0“,e  value  of  the  animal  after  slaughter, 

1 should  have  no  claim  for  insurance. 

<513.  But  I am  speaking  of  those  dairy  animals 
you  had  m view,  which  are  generally  very  thin 
and  of  very  little  value  for  food  ? — A dairy 
annnal  is  of  very  little  value  for  food. 

7514.  Mr.  Dodson.]  In  compensating  a man 
ior  an  animal  slaughtered,  you  would  deduct  from 
the  compensation  given  him,  any  value  that  he 
got  t°r  the  carcase,  would  you  not  ?— Certainly, 
u he  disposed  of  the  carcase. 

0J51f-  Mr-  Barclay.]  Taking  one  of  your  own 
S’8/  Y01'ft  15  1 to  the  butcher,  what 
wouW  he  be  likely  to  give  to  you?— That  is  to 
5 ;'  idl8posed,of  if  on  tbe  stealthy  principle 

Z Il  k tX?iamed’  the  skin  of  animal 

would  be  worth  3°  and  I suppose  he  would  not 
gmme  more  than  21. 

Z>W]  your  district  mainly 
!”•  “POrt.dutnct  or  a dairy  district?— It  is  a 
«nort  „ 0t/°daa  fee<Jin8  district ; we  do  not 

do  erT;ort"*ke  V(r  J JUt  a 8reat  many  glaziers  who 
uo  export,  buy  from  us. 

of  rii7;  lav,e  spoken  of  the  filthy  condition 

S’*  trnots decidedly! 
those  Writ  T;e  y°uIlatimuch  experience  in  seeing 


yon  speaking  of  your  own  district 
or  of  Irish  radways  generally  ?_I  am  confining 
myself  to  the  south  principally. 

7520.  Do  1 understand  you  to  state  that,  ac- 
cording to  your  knowledge,  a good  deal  of  disease 
is  propagated  owing  to  this  neglect  in  the  cleansing 
ot  the  trucks  ?— It  is  increased  materially  by  the 
filth  and  neglect  and  abuse  that  they  meet  with. 

. ? 521.  Who  professes  to  look  after  these  trucks  • 
is  there  no  inspection,  or  whose  duty  is  it  to  see 
that  these  trucks  are  in  good  condition  ? — I fancy 
there  is  an  inspector  at  all  the  ports  of  em- 
barkation ; but  whether  they  carry  out  their  duty 
or  not  I do  not  know.  J 

7522.  Have  you  seen  anything  of  the  steamers 
which  convey  the  cattle  to  this  country  ? — I have 
had  no  experience  except  from  being  an  eye  wit- 
ness on  accidental  occasions  when  I have  gone  on 
board  those  steamers. 

.7523.  But  you  have  seen  much  more  of  the 
railway  trucks  than  you  have  of  the  steamers  ? — 
I have  seen  them  both,  and  I think  the  con- 
finement and  want  of  ventilation  on  board  the 
steamers  is  very  unhealrhy. 

7524.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  there  is  neglect 
on  the  part  of  the.  carrying  agents,  whether  by 
rail  or  steamer,  which  in  your  opinion  intensifies 
the  chance  of  cattle  arriving  diseased  in  this 
market  ? — I believe  it  is  the  fact. 

7525.  Mr.  C allan.]  What  railway  do  you 
allude  to  principally  ? — I did  not  single  out  anv 
particular  railway. 

7526.  What  is  your  nearest  station  ? — I live 
on  the  Cork  Direct  line. 

7527 . That  is  the  Cork  and  Limerick  Railway  ? 

7528.  Do  your  remarks  as  to  the  filthy  condi- 
tion of  the  trucks  refer  to  the  Waterford  and 
Limerick  line?  — Yes;  hut  not  exclusively  to 
that  line. 

7529.  The  Great  Southern  and  Western? — 
Yes,  and  the  Great  Southern  and  Western. 

7530.  You  stated  that  the  trucks  of  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway,  which  is  the 
principal  carrying  company  in  Ireland,  are  so 
filthy  and  so  ill  cared  for  that  they  tend  to  pro- 
duce disease  ? — I have  seen  very  filthy  trucks 
upon  the  other  line  as  well. 

7531.  What  was  the  station  you  spoke  of 
where  the  stench  was  bad  enough  to  give  a man 
pleuro-pneumonia?— That  was  at  St.  Patrick’s 
Well. 

7532.  Does  it  proceed  from  the  dung,  or  from 
the  trucks  ? — Prom  an  accumulation  of  filth  and 
dung  in  the  trucks. 

7533.  You  spoke  of  very  high  charges  beino- 
made ; what  are  the  charges  ? — I do  not  know. 

7534.  Do  you  ever  send  cattle  by  railway  ? — 
Very  seldom. 

. 7535.  Then  your  experience  of  railways  is  very 
limited  ? — I am  speaking  with  regard  to  charges. 

7536.  You  stated  from  your  own  knowledge 
that  the  trucks  were  filthy  in  the  extreme,  and  yet 
you  state  that  you  have  had  very  little  experience 
of  them? — I was  speaking  as  to  the  charges. 

7537.  You  spoke  of  some  of  the  steamers  being 
very  filthy ; what  steamers  did  you  refer  to  ? — I 
have  never  seen  any  except  in  Cork. 

7538.  .What  company  was  that? — The  Cork 
Steamship  Company,  I believe. 

7539.  .Then  your  evidence  is  that  the  Cork 
Steamship  Company  have  neglected  to  carry  out 
the  Orders  in  Council  ? — No,  I do  not  say  that ; 

I say  that  the  ventilation  of  those  steamers  and 
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the  care  df  the  cattle  on  hoard  should  be  better 
than  it  is. 

7540.  You  complained  of  want-  of  ventilation? 
— I complain  of  the  want  of  ventilation  and  the 
dirt. 

7541.  Did  you  ever  ship  cattle  yourself  ? — No, 
never. 

7542.  You  complain  of  the  state  of  the  steamers 
although  you  never  ship  cattle  ? — Yes,  I have 
seen  the  state  of  things  which  I describe. 

7543.  You  come  here  representing  a farmers’ 
club,  do  you  not  ? — Yes. 

7544.  Of  what  does  that  club  consist  princi- 
pally, of  farmers  or  graziers  ? — I do  not  see  the 
distinction  between  farmers  and  graziers. 

7545.  I see  a very  great  distinction  between 
them  ; what  number  of  cattle  do  you  keep  ?— I 
suppose  150. 

7546.  How  many  do  you  export? — I never 
export  any. 

7547.  Therefore,  you  have  no  knowledge  what- 
ever of  the  export  trade  ? — Not  in  my  own  ex- 
perience. 

7548.  Have  you  had  much  experience  in  fat- 
tening cattle  for  the  market? — I have. 

7549.  You  are  not  what  one  would  call  a stock- 
master,  you  are  more  of  a dairy  farmer  than  a 
stock  farmer,  are  you  not  ? — I am  both. 

7550.  But  you  are  more  of  one  than  the  other  ? 
— I am  more  of  one  than  the  other ; I am  more 
a dairy  farmer  than  a stock  farmer. 

7551.  Will  you  kindly  tell  us  how  you  arrive 
at  your  estimated  loss  of  4 1.  per  cow  from  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — I know  that  in  the  dairy 
next  me,  where  they  got  foot  and  mouth  disease 
pitched  in  the  dugs  and  in  the  legs,  15  of  those 
cows  dropped  their  calves  prematurely  from 
the  disease,  and  there  were  a number  of  other 
things;  their  dugs  were  rendered  useless  for 
milking,  and  17  out  of  the  50  upon  the  farm 
have  gone  from  the  farm,  two  of  them  have 
died,  and  those  had  to  be  replaced  at  26  l.  a head. 

7552.  How  much  milk  do  your  cows  give  ou 
the  average? — Twelve  British  quarts  on  the 
average. 

7553.  Is  it  the  fact  that  the  cows  produce  more 
butter  and  less  milk  after  having  had  foot  and 
mouth  disease? — I do  not  believe  it.  I have 
heard  a man  before  a judge  in  Limerick,  swear 
that  cattle  were  better  after  they  had  had  foot 
and  mouth  disease  than  they  were  before  they 
got  it,  but  nobody  believed  him. 

7554.  Have  you  seen  the  memorandum  of  the 
constable  which  has  been  produced  here  ? — Yes. 

7555.  Which  controverts  this  man’s  state- 
ments ? — Yes. 

7556.  Is  not  the  grand  jury  of  the  county  of 
Limerick  a resident  body  in  the  county? — They 
are  not  all  resident  in  the  county. 

7557.  Are  they  not  practically  a resident 
body? — Yes. 

7558.  Largely  interested  in  cattle  ? — Some  of 
them  are  and  some  of  them  are  not. 

7559.  Did  you  attend  the  last  assizes  of  the 
county  of  Limerick? — No. 

7560.  Are  you  aware  that  the  grand  jury  of 
the  county  of  Limerick  passed  a resolution,  and 
communicated  it  to  the  Government  through 
their  foreman,  Sir  David  Roche,  condemning  the 
present  restrictions  and  Orders  in  Council  with 
regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I have 
heard  of  such  a resolution. 

7561.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  Sir  David  Roche, 
the  foreman  of  the  grand  jury,  communicated 


with  the  principal  persons  in  the  county’— I 
heard  of  the  resolution,  but  I did  not  hear  of 
that. 

7562.  Are  they  not  more  largely  interested  in 
the  general  well-being  of  the  county,  and  in  cattle 
as  a matter  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  than 
you  are  yourself  ?— As  a matter  of  exportation 
they  are,  but  not  otherwise. 

7563.  They  are  more  largely  interested  than 
you  could  be,  arc  they  not? — I think  a man  like 
Sir  David  Roche,  who  exports  all  his  cattle  to 
Liverpool,  would  wish  that  there  should  be  no 
restrictions  at  all. 

7564.  Do  you  not  think  that  a man  like  Sir 
David  Roche,  who  exports  so  largely  to  Liver- 
pool, must  have  a better  knowledge  of  the  re- 
quirements of  the  trade  than  you  can  have,  who 
never  exported  a beast  in  your  life  ? — I do  not 
think  that  Sir  David  Roche  personally  has  any 
practical  knowledge  of  it. 

7565.  Have  you  ever  crossed  in  those  steamers 
to  Liverpool? — Never. 

7566.  Therefore  you  have  not  seen  this  alleged 
ill-treatment? — 1 have  seen  cattle  ill-treated 
while  being  put  on  board ; but  I have  heard  from 
people  who  were  going  across  that  the  smell  was 
very  had  and  the  ventilation  very  defective. 

7567.  You  have  spoken  of  the  leniency  of  the 
magistrates  as  tending  to  increase  disease;  in 
how  many  cases  could  you  speak  of  the  magis- 
trates having  inflicted  a nominal  fine  ? — I can 
only  speak  to  one,  but  I have  heard  of  more. 

7568.  And  upon  that  one  case  you  found  this 
general  assertion  ? — I have  heard  it  from  the 
magistrates  themselves. 

7569.  Mr.  Pell .]  Some  evidence  has  been 
given  from  Ireland  with  regal'd  to  the  cave  the 
dealers  there  would  take  to  keep  out  the  disease 
if  the  matter  were  left  in  their  hands ; do  you  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  prudent  to  leave  the  re- 
pression of  these  contagious  disorders  in  the  hands 
of  the  cattle  dealers,  and  the  proprietors  of  cattle 
in  Ireland? — No,  I do  not  think  it  would;  I 
would  sooner  see  the  law  as  it  is  myself. 

7570.  You  do  not  think  that  the  interest  which 


those  people  have  in  stock  would  be  such  as  to 
lead  them  to  attempt  to  put  an  end  to  these  dis- 
orders by  submitting  to  restrictions  on  their  trade? 
— I do  not  think  it  would. 

7571.  And  therefore  you  are  of  opinion  that  it 
is  still  desirable  to  rely  upon  the  action  of  the 
executive  Government? — 1 should  not  like  to  see 
the  restrictions  extended  beyond  what  they  are 
at  present,  but  I do  not  think  the  present  re- 
strictions interfere  with  anybody  injuriously, 
cither  the  exporter  or  anybody  else ; but  I would 
not  like  to  see  them  made  more  severe  than  they 


are  now. 

7572.  So  far  from  trusting  in  any  attempt  to 
check  these  disorders  to  the  dealers  or  owners  01 
stock,  I think  you  said  to-day  that,  to  your  know- 
ledge, they  evaded  the  present  law '! — I do  no 
think  I alluded  to  the  dealers. 

7573.  I thought  you  told  one  of  the  Members 

of  the  Committee  that  you  knew  that  cat 
diseased  with  pleuro-pneumonia  were  sent  in 
the  market  at  night,  in  order  to  evade  the  law  r— 
Not  by  the  dealers.  , 

7574.  By  the  owners?— Yes,  by  the  owners, 
but  the  cattle  were  not  sent  into  a marke  , 
sold  to  a poor  butcher. 


diseased  stock. 


7575.  Do  you  imagine  the , , n7 

late  ? — No,  but  I do  not  think  dealers  would  duj 

7576.  ** 
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7576.  Not  if  they  knew  it? — They  would  be 
sure  to  know  it.  They  are  very  sharp  fellows  ; 
they  would  be  sure  to  make  inquiries  in  the  dis- 
trict, and  they  would  not  buy  them  if  they 
thought  there  was  disease  existing  there. 

7577.  Mr.  O' Conor.']  You  have  very  little  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  the  south  of  Ireland,  I be- 
lieve ? — I have  not  heard  of  it  since  December. 

7578.  That  being  so,  there  would  be  no  par- 
ticular object  in  closing  fairs  or  markets  ? — I be- 
lieve it  would  ruin  the  country  if  you  did  so,  and 
make  us  all  paupers,  and  stop  all  industry  of 
every  description. 

7579.  You  would  not  have  animals  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  slaughtered? — I 
think  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  that. 

7580.  As  a general  rule  the  loss  upon  store 
cattle  is  very  slight,  is  it  not? — Very  slight.  As 
a general  rule,  with  regard  to  fat  cattle  or  store 
cattle,  it  is  only  a little  waste  of  condition  for 
about  a month. 

7581.  The  estimate  you  made  was  with  regard 
to  dairy  cattle? — With  regard  to  dairy  cattle, 
and  only  when  it  attacks  the  dugs  and  feet. 

7582.  I presume  that  any  proposition  for  the 
slaughter  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  would  meet  with  very  great  disfavour 
throughout  Ireland? — It  would  be  intolerable 
altogether. 

7583.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  You  gave  an  instance  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  upon  your  own  farm, 
which  you  said  you  could  not  account  for  ?— That 
was  so. 

7584.  And  in  your  opinion  it  is  capable  of 
what  may  be  called  spontaneous  origin  ? — I do 
not  say  spontaneous  origin  ,al»solutely  it  rnio-ht 
be  brought  in  without  my  knowledge.  My  herds- 
man  might  have  brought  it  in,  but  my  cattle  had 
no  communication  with  any  other  cattle. 

7585.  But  you  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  a highly 
infectious  disease  ? — I have  no  doubt  of  it; 

7586.  If  that  be  so,  how  do  you  think  that  re- 
strictions would  ever  stamp  it  out? — I think  it 
would  be  more  likely  to  be  stamped  out  by  re- 
strictions than  if  the  cattle  were  left  to  go  about 
in  the  country  indiscriminately. 

7587.  We  have  had  restrictions  in  force  for 
some  three  years,  have  we  not?— Yes. 

7588.  You  admit  that  Inst  year  the  disease 
was  as  bad  as  ever? — Yes;  but  now  we  have 
no  foot  and  mouth  disease  at  all. 

7589.  But  that  was  not  due  to  the  restrictions, 
was  it  ? It  may  be  due  to  the  restrictions. 

. ‘^90.  You^  stated  that  the  disease  was  worse 
in  1849  than  it  has  been  since? — In  type  it  was 
worse. 

i ^ *ias  been  very  much  more  preva- 

lent of  late  years  ? — Yes. 

7592.  There  were  no  restrictions  in  1849?— 
■No,  there  were  not. 

7593.  Mr.  Monsell.]  We  have  had  restrictions 
on  paper,  but  the  restrictions,  as  I understand 
™ y°,u»  have  not  been  carried  out?— The  rules 
ot  the  Brivy  Council  are  not  sufficiently  stringent 
as  they  are  carried  out;  but  they  are  quite  suffi- 
eient  ff  they  were  properly  carried  out. 

7o94.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  If  the  rules  are  not 
earned  out  according  to  your  opinion,  how  can 
tne  disappearance  of  disease  arise  from  the  re- 
strictions at  present? — Of  course  they  are  car- 
LtJu  t0  -a  certain  extent  all  over  the  country, 
ut  they  might  be  more  rigidly  carried  out  than 
they  are. 

7595.  But  Btill  we  have  the  facts  before  us 
0.58. 


that  m 1849  the  disease  was  prevalent  and  of  a 
bad  type,  and  that  without  restrictions  it  disap- 
peared ? 1 

7596.  You  stated  with  regard  to  the  carrying 
out  of  the  restrictions  that  you  would  recommend 
the  appointment  of  a number  of  local  inspectors? 

Yes,  I did  in  my  first  examination,  but  I 
would  not  exactly  stick  to  that  answer.  I think 
the  police  would  bo  quite  sufficient,  if  the  autho- 
rities made  them  be  more  attentive  to  then- 
duties. 

7597.  Do  you  think  it  is  possible  at  present 
tor  the  police,  if  they  were  ever  so  active,  to  keep 
up  so  complete  a surveillance  over  the  whole 
coiintyas  to  detect  every  fresh  case  of  outbreak? 
—I  think  they  could ; I think  they  can  do  a 
great  deal. 

7598.  You  have,  I suppose,  no  knowledge  of 
the  proportion  which  a policeman  bears  to  the 
acreage  of  his  district,  that  is  to  say,  how  many 
acres  there  are  to  each  policeman  in’ the  district? 
—1  could  not  tell  you  at  present ; but  I could 
find  it  out. 

7599.  From  your  knowledge,  would  not  the 
acreage  per  policeman  be  very  large  ?— The  dis- 
tricts are  made  large ; there  is  generally  not 
more  than  five  or  six  men  in  the  same  barracks, 
but  they  know  the  country  so  well  that  they 
have  excellent  means  of  getting  information. 

. 7('00-.  You  really  think  that  there  are  suffi- 
cient of  them  to  enforce  restrictions  ? — I do. 

7601.  You  stated  that  there  were  some  cases 
of  diseased  cattle  being  taken  by  butchers  into 
Limerick  market? — So  I have  heard;  in  fact,  I 
know  it.  As  I have  stated  before,  the  cattle  are- 
conveyed  into  the  town  by  stealth  and  slaughtered, 
but  they  never  appear  in  the  market. 

7602.  Do  you  think  there  was  any  harm  in 
that  ? — Yes. 

7603.  They  were  only  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  were  they  not  ? — No,  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

7604.  You  have  known  those  cases  yourself? 
—I  have  known  them  to  be  taken  to  Limerick  by 
stealth. 

7605.  I rather  gathered  from  your  answers 
that  you  are  opposed  to  the  crossing  of  short- 
horns with  the  Irish  stock  ? — I am  not  opposed 
to  it ; I should  be  very  sorry  to  be  opposed 
to  it. 

7606.  I thought  you  said  that  it  rendered  our 
cattle  more  liable  to  disease  ? — I believe  that  our 
cattle  have  not  such  strong  constitutions  now  as 
they  had  before  we  crossed  the  breed. 

7607.  Notwithstanding  that  objection,  you. 
are  not  opposed  to  it  ? — Certainly  not. 

7608.  blow  with  regard  to  inoculation,  I un- 
derstood you  to  say  that  when  pleuro-pneumonia 
broke  out  upon  your  farm,  you  slaughtered  the 
animals  affected,  and  inoculated .the  rest? — No, 

I never  inoculated  mine ; it  was  a friend  of  mine 
who  did  so. 

7609.  But  you  have  faith  in  inoculation? — 
Yes,  I have. 

7610.  In  answer  to  a question  from  me  pre- 
viously, you  stated  that  the  virus  was  taken 
from  a dead  animal? — Yes,  from  the  diseased 
lung  of  a dead  animal. 

7611.  Do  you  know  what  the  effect  of  inocu- 
lation would  be  upon  a human  being,  if  the- 
matter  were  taken  from  a dead  body  ? — Yes,  I 
fancy  I do. 

7612.  What  would  it  be  ? — I suppose  it  would, 
produce  the  same  effect  as  upon  an  animal. 

E b 2 7613.  But 
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7613.  But  virus  taken  from  a dead  body 
would  be  more  or  less  putrid  matter,  would  it 
not,  and  you  know  what  the  effect  of  that  would 
be  death  ? — That  would  be  so,  but  I have  not  the 
slightest  knowledge  of  the  effect  upon  the  human 
body. 

7614.  Is  it  not  likely  that  it  would  have  the 
same  effect  upon  a cow  ? — It  did  not  have  it. 

7615.  They  were  inoculated  in  the  tail? — 

Yes.  , 

7616.  Do  you  know  whether  the  tails  dropped 
off? — Not  in  this  herd  particularly,  but  I have 
known  cases  in  which  the  tails  have  dropped  off, 
but  that  was  from  not  having  been  properly 
treated. 

7617.  The  virus  in  that  case  was  also  taken 
from  dead  animals  ? — Yes. 

7618.  You  do  not  agree  with  Professor 
Simonds,  I think  it  was,  who  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  no  sane  man  would  inoculate  in  cases 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I do  not  agree  with  him. 

I speak  from  practical  knowledge,  of  course,  not 
from  professional  knowledge. 

7619.  You  referred  to  Sir  David  Roche,  and 
in  answer  to  the  honourable  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk, you  rather  questioned  whether  he  was  able 
to  form  an  opinion  on  the  subject  ? — I do  not 
know  of  any  man  more  competent  to  form  an 
opinion  upon  it,  but  that  was  not  the  way  in 
which  the  honourable  Member  put.  the  question; 
he  wanted  to  contrast  the  opinion  of  our  club 
with  the  opinion  of  the  grand  jury  and  Sir 
David  Roche,  and  I naturally  adhered  to  our 
opinion. 

7620.  Chairman .]  I understood  you  to  state, 
that  you  do  not  approve  of  more  stringent  regu- 
lations, such  as  those  recommended  by  Professor 
Baldwin,  but  that  yon  do  approve  of  the  regula- 
tions at  present  in  force  with  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  I do. 

7621.  What  you  would  recommend  would  be, 
that  those  regulations  should  be  strictly  enforced  ? 
— Yes. 

7622.  Are  you  aware  that  those  regulations 
would  oblige  all  animals  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  to  be  seized,  if  found  in  a market  ? 
— Yes,  of  course. 

7623.  W ere  you  at  Ballinasloe  Pair  last  year  ? 
—No. 

7624.  I daresay  you  have  hoard  that  there  were 
a very  great  number  of  animals  suspected  to  be 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  there? — 
Yes. 

7625.  What  do  you  suppose  would  have  been 
the  effect  of  stringently  carrying  out  the  Order 
upon  that  occasion  ? — The  effect  of  stringently 
carrying  out  the  Order  would  have  been  to  pre- 
vent the  occurrence  of  that  evil. 

7626.  Would  it  have  been  possible  to  cany  the 
Order  out  stringently,  do  you  think,  at  Ballina- 
sloe? — Yes,  I do. 

7627.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Do  you  think  that  the 
diseased  animals  would  never  have  got  into  the 
market? — I do  hot  mean  to  say  that  a diseased 
animal  might  not  have  stolen  into  the  fair  at  Bal- 
linasloe,  but  not  as  a rule. 

7628.  Chairman.']  Two  or  three  witnesses  from 
Ireland  have  stated  lhat  it  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  out  those  regulations  stringently  with  re- 
gard to  markets  and  fairs ; is  that  your  opinion  ? 
— I do  not  think  that  they  would  prevent  the  pos- 
sibility of  having  diseased  animals  in  such  a fair 
as  Ballinasloe. 

7629.  Let  me  read  you  what  the  restrictions 


are,  “ That  no  animal  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  distemper,  or  the  aphous . disease,  shall  be 
moved  alive  from  any  lands,  premises,  or  place 
while  so  affected,  and  no  animal  which  has  been 
in  contact  or  herded  with  an  animal  so  affected 
shall  be  moved  from  any  lands,  premises,  or  place 
except  for  immediate  slaughter.”  This  wording 
would  oblige  this  to  be  done  ; if  there  were  foot 
and  mouth  disease  at  Ballinasloe,  an  animal  which 
had  it  could  be  moved,  and  no  animal  which  had 
come  near  an  affected  animal  could  be  moved  • 
do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  to  carry  out 
such  a regulation  as  that? — It  would  be  a very 
difficult  thing  to  carry  out,  I have  no  doubt.  I 
do  not  see  how  you  could  possibly  carry  it  out  • 
if  the  present  laws  do  not  carry  it  out,  I do  not 
know  what  other  laws  could  do  so. 

7630.  I understood  you  to  say,  in  answer  to 
the  honourable  Member  for  Sligo, that  you  thought 
the  stoppage  of  all  fairs  would  be  almost  ruinous- 
what  I want  you  as  a practical  man  to  tell  me  is 
this : inasmuch  as  you  have  recommended  that 
the  present  restrictions  should  be  stringently  car- 
ried out,  how  would  you  carry  out  with  regard 
to  a fair  like  Ballinasloe  such  a restriction  as 
this  ; that  none  of  the  animals  which  had  come 
in  contact  with  one  that  was  found  affected  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease  should  be  moved,  except 
for  immediate  slaughter  ? — I think  they  might  be 
stolen  to  the  fairs  off  the  different  farms  without 
the  restrictions  being  able  to  prevent  them,  even 
if  carried  out,  but  I do  think  that  if  any  animal 
were  found  in  a fair  like  Ballinasloe  affected  with 
disease,  and  the  owner  of  that  animal  were  brought 
before  the  proper  tribunal  and  punished,  it  would 
not  be  likely  to  occur  again. 

7631.  You  have  given  it  as  your  evidence, 
which  is  very  important  evidence,  that  you  believe 
what  ought  to  be  done  is  to  carry  out  stringently 
the  present  restrictions,  and  that  the  stringent 
carrying  out  of  those  restrictions  would  prevent 
any  animal  being  moved  from  a fair  like  Ballin- 
asloe which  had  come  in  contact  with  any  animal 
which  had  had  the  disease ; it  appears  to  me  that 
that  would  apply  to  an  enormous  number  of  the 
animals  in  the  fair  ? — It  would. 

7632.  Would  you  be  prepared  to  carry  that 
out? — I would,  and  further  1 would  have  no  ob- 
jection in  the  world  with  regard  to  removing 
cattle  affected  with  disease,  that  you  should  make 
more  stringent  laws  to  prevent  that ; it  is  only 
with  regard  to  shipping  or  exporting  cattle  or  in- 
terfering with  the  trade  of  the  country  generally 
that  I would  not  like  to  have  the  laws  more 
stringent  than  they  are  at  present. 

7633.  Do  you  ever  attend  Ballinasloe  Fair?— 
No. 

7634.  What  is  the  largest  fair  lhat  you  have 

ever  attended  ? — I have  attended  the  great  Mun- 
ster Fair.  ■ 

7635.  What  is  the  number  of  cattle  there. — 
5,000  or  6,000  cattle. 

7636.  Supposing  foot  and  mouth  disease  were 
to  be  seen  among  a number  of  those  animals  in 
the  fair,  in  order , to  carry  out  this  restriction, 
would  it  not  be  necessary  to  prevent  almost  every 
animal  being  removed,  except  for  slaughter. — 
No,  it  would  not,  because  the  foot  and  mou 
disease  does  not  go  all  through  a county. 

7637.  But  suppose  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
broke  out  in  the  fair,  would  not  the  carrying  0 
of  this  Order  mean  that  there  would  be  grew 
danger  to  almost  all  the  animals  in  the  inn 
No,  I do  not  think  there  would,  because  ^ 
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would  not  be  in  contact  with  each  other  at  the 
same  time,  although  they  would  be  in  the  same  fair ; 
the  great  Munster  Fair  is  a very  extensive  fair. 

7638.  You  think  that  you  might  stringently 
carry  out  these  Orders  which  involve  all  animals 
in  contact,  or  herded  with  an  animal  found 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  a fair, 
without  seriously  breaking  up  the  fair  ? — I think 
any  animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
coming  in  contact  with  a sound  animal  is  almost 
certain  to  communicate  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  to  it,  but  I am  not  for  destroying  an 
animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

7639.  Mr.  Monsell.']  What  difficulty  do  you 
think  there  might  be  iu  a large  fair,  such  as  the 
Munster  or  Ballinasloe  Fail',  in  carrying  out  the 
regulations;  suppose  the  regulations  had  been 
carried  out  for  two  or  three  months  before  the 
fair,  is  it  likely  that  there  would  be  a great 
number  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  at  the  fair  ? — I do  not  think  there  would, 
but  it  might  occur  all  the  same. 

7640.  Mr.  O'Conor.]  In  a large  fair  like 
Ballinasloe,  would  it  be  possible  to  discover  the 
animals  affected  ? — It  would  be  totally  impossible, 
except  by  a mere  chance,  to  discover  an  affected 
animal  in  the  fair  ; cattle  sometimes  foam  at  the 
mouth  when  driving,  and  appear  to  have  the  pre- 
liminary symptoms  of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

7641.  Chairman.]  I think  you  stated  that  you 
had  heard  of  no  cases  in  which  fines  had  been  im- 

osed  under  the  Irish  Act? — I stated  that  I 
new  one  case  in  which  a nominal  fine  had  been 
imposed,  and  I have  heard  of  many  cases  of 
nominal  fines. 

7642.  I have  a return  here  by  Professor  Fer- 
guson which  says  that  the  fines  levied  in  1871 
amounted  to  96  l.,  and  in  1872  to  230  I.  ? — That 
is  not  so  much  perhaps,  if  you  give  the  number 
of  cases. 

7643.  Mr.  Call-an.]  I think  I understood  you 
to  say  that  you  would  not  be  in  favour  of  such 
regulations  as  would  tend  to  injure  the  general 
trade  of  the  country  ? — I should  not  be  in  favour 
of  any  laws  more  stringent  than  the  general  law. 

7644.  Then  you  would  not  be  in  favour  of  such 
stringent  regulations  as  would  seriously  interfere 
with  the  cattle  trade  of  the  country  ? — 1 would  not. 

7645.  If  the  stringent  regulations  you  would 
propose,  if  strictly  carried  out,  would  prove 
seriously  detrimental  to  the  cattle  trade  of  the 
country,  would  you  still  be  in  favour  of  increased 
stringency  ?— Not  if  I thought  they  would  prove 
to  a very  great  extent  detrimental  to  the  trade  of 
the  country,  but  I do  not  believe  they  would. 


7646.  But  supijosing  the  largest  sales  masters 
and  flock  masters  in  Ireland  gave  evidence  that 
such  restrictions  would  materially  tend  to  the 
detriment  of  the  cattle,  trade,  would  you  yield  to 
their  representations?— -No,  I would  not;  I 
would  have  my  own  opinion. 

7647.  You  said  that  you  would  not  be  favour- 
able to  such  restrictions  as  -would  injure  the 
cattle  trade  of  the  country  ? — I would  not. 

7648.  Then  if  the  jirincipal  sale  masters  and 
flock  masters  are  of  opinion  that  such  restrictions 
would,  prove  detrimental  to  their  interests,  would 
you  yield  to  the  opinion  of  what  you  would  con- 
sider the  best  authorities  ? — I do  not  know  about 
that ; I consider  the  authority  of  other  parties 
may  be  just  as  good  as  that  of  those  sales  mas- 
ters. 

7649.  You  think  they  are  interested  a good 
deal  in  the  question,  do  you  not  ?— Yes,  I think 
they  are  interested  a good  deal,  and  I think 
men’s  opinions  are  sometimes  affected  a good 
deal  by  their  interests. 

7650. .You  are  not  interested  in  anything 
except  in  rearing,  not  in  exporting  cattle? — 
No. 

7651.  You  are  not  directly  connected  with  the 
cattle  trade  between  this  country  and  Ireland  ? — 
No. 

7652.  Mr.  Win.  Johnston.]  Could  you  give 
any  reason  for  believing  that  there  are  cases 
of  spontaneous  generation  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — My  own  cases  were  such,  but  if  you 
believe  some,  of  the  witnesses  who  have  been 
examined  before  the  Committee,  they  will  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  hares  and  rabbits  may  bring  it, 
and  I believe  some  gentlemen  will  go  so  far  as 
this,  that  a bird  may  bring  it  if  he  flies  across  a 
farm. 

.7653.  Do  3rou  think  that  the  farmers  would 
willingly  co-operate  in  stamping  out  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — I think  with  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease  they  would,  but  I think  that  with 
regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  they  would  not  give 
you  facilities  for  doing  that  for  the  reasons  which 
I have  before  stated. 

7654.  Have  you  any  opinion  as  to  whether  it 
is  better  to  conduct  the  export  of  cattle  in  the 
holds  or  on  the  decks  of  steamers  ? — I have  had 
no  experience  of  that. 

7655.  Mr,  Kavanagh.]  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
with  regard  to  the  Munster  fair,  the  cattle  are  all 
driven  in  at  one  gate? — No,  there  are  two  gates, 

I think  ; they  are  not  herded  together.  Munster 
fair  is  held  on  a very  extensive  piece  of  ground. 
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Mr.  Thomas  Vebdon,  re  -called;  and  further  Examined. 


7656.  Mr  .Barclay.]  So  far  as  your  trade  in 
this  country  is  concerned,  you  are  engaged  only 
In  fat  cattle  ? — So  far  as  regards  this  country  in 
tat  cattle  only. 

765/.  You  would  have  no  objection  to  an  ani- 
nial  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  being 
eXyflte(*  a ^at  catde  market? — None. 

, The  reason  being  that  the  animal  is  to 
1 t*  a Tery  ^ew  dayfir — Yes. 

•pIl  j-  beef  does  not  suffer  in  consequence 
hot  ff 3ea3e’  * believe  ? — In  my  opinion  it  does 


Whereas,  if  the  animal  were  to 
- rf to  bve  two  or  three  weeks,  it  would  1< 
0 58  Con6lderably?— Yes,  it  would. 


7661.  But  seeing  tha,t  it  is  going  to  be  killed 

in  two  or  three  days  it  is  of  no  consequence  to  y,  Verdon. 

the  buyer  that  the  animal  is  suffering  from  foot 

and  mouth  disease  ? — Not  materially. 

7662.  Does  it  affect  the  price  ? — I am  speaking 
of  the  fat  cattle  market  only.  In  the  fat  cattle 
market,  where  the  animal  is  to  be  slaughtered  im- 
mediately, it  does  not  affect  the  price  materially. 

7663.  “ Materially”  would  depend  greatly  upon 
the  state  of  the  disease  ? — Yes. 

7664.  Supposing  the  disease  were  visible,  to 
what  extent  should  you  say  it  would  affect  the 
price  of  a 30  l.  bullock  ? — The  disease  might  be 
visible,  and  not  affect  the  price  at  all.  If  the 
animal  were  unable  to  stand  in  consequence  of 

E it  3 having 
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having  been  moved  into  the  market  while  affected 
with  the  disease  it  -would  affect  the  price  from 
about  10  s.  to  perhaps  15  s.  or  20  s.,  because  there 
would  be  the  expense  of  removing  the  animal 
from  the  market  to  the  place  of  slaughter. 

7665.  In  point  of  fact  a great  many  fat  cattle 
are  shown  in  the  market  labouring  under  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  are  they  not? — Yes. 

7666.  By  the  present  arrangement  or  arrange- 
ments recently  in  force  it  was  very  difficult  to  have 
fat  cattle  in  the  market  which  had  left  home  perhaps 
three  or  four  days  without  getting  foot  and  mouth 
disease? — Very  difficult  indeed;  I have  seen 
cattle  coming  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land to  Liverpool,  and  latterly  (I  am  speaking 
of  about  a month  ago)  some  of  the  cattle  arriv- 
ing were  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
an  incipient  stage  when  exhibited,  or  when  about 
to  be  exhibited  for  sale. 

7667.  Coming  from  what  parts  ? — From  Aber- 
deen and  that  direction  to  Liverpool. 

7668.  Would  such  cattle  have  been  kept  for 
a day  or  two  in  Liverpool  ? — The  general  course 
of  cattle  coming  from  the  north  to  Liverpool  is 
that  they  are  sent  from  home  upon  the  Saturday, 
and  arrive  in  Liverpool  on  the  Saturday  night  or 
Sunday  morning;  the  Liverpool  market  being 
held  upon  the  Monday. 

7669.  And  the  animals  sometimes  show  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  the  market  on  the  Monday ; 
do  they  not? — In  an  incipient  stage. 

7670.  You  say  that  the  price  of  beef  is  dearer 
in  Liverpool  than  it  is  in  London  ? — Yes  ; I may 
observe  that  I have  brought  the  last  four  copies 
of  the  “ Mark  Lane  Express”  in  which  the  prices 
are  given  at  the  various  markets,  which  I talce  it 
will  be  sufficient  evidence  for  Mr.  Bent,  who 
asked  me  the  question. 

7671.  What  quality  of  beef  do  you  refer  to  in 
saying  that  the  price  is  dearer  in  Liverpool  than 
in  London  ? — The  best  quality. 

7672.  The  people  of  Aberdeen  consign  to  the 
Liverpool  market,  do  they  not  ? They  do. 

7673.  And  they  also  consign  considerably  to 
the  London  market,  do  they  not? — Yes. 

7674.  Do  you  think  they  would  send  past 
Liverpool,  or  to  London,  if  the  Liverpool  prices 
were  better  ? — I dare  say  a great  many  of  them 
do  not  know  the  advantages  of  sending  them  to 
Liverpool. 

7675.  There  are  a good  many  consignor's  from 
Aberdeenshire  to  Liverpool,  are  there  not?— 
There  are  some  ; not  a great  many,  I think. 

7676.  Are  they  not  informed  from  week  to 
week  of  the  state  of  the  market  ? — They  are. 

7677.  You  send  out  circulars  weekly  to  a 
great  many  of  the  salesmen  and  butchers  in  the 
market,  do  you  not? — Wc  never  send  any  circu- 
lars to  Scotland  at  all,  because,  as  I previously 
stated,  the  number  of  Scotch  cattle  that  we  sell 
is  very  trifling. 

7678.  Some  of  the  salesmen  have  connections 
in  Scotland,  have  they  not  ? — They  have. 

7679.  And  they  send  out  reports? — Yes,  and 
many  of  the  Scotch  consignors  send  large  con- 
signments. 

768u.  .Nevertheless  there  are  large  consign- 
ments of  Scotch  cattle  come  into  London  ? — 
Yes,  there  are. 

7681.  The  price  of  meat  varies,  does  it  not, 
from  market  to  market  ?— Latterly  there  has  not 
been  much  fluctuation,  but  the  tendency  has 
been  upwards. 

7682,  There  are  constant  fluctuations,  are 


there  not,  from  week  to  week  in  the  price  of 
meat  ?— At  certain  parts  of  the  year  there  have 
been  violent  fluctuations. 

7683.  So  that  it  might  happen  that  you  have 
meat  dearer  one  week  in  London,  and  another 
week  dearer  in  Liverpool  ? — Yes.  I may  men- 
tion that  I was  in  the  London  market  this 
morning,  and  I counted  upwards  of  30  men  from 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  buying  cattle. 

7684.  What  description  of  cattle  were  they 
buying  ?— One  man,  a Liverpool  mail,  bought  40 
cattle  at  32  A 10s.  each,  from  Mr.  Giblett,  and 
another  man,  a Manchester  man,  bought  a lot  of 
Scotch  cattle,  for  which  he  gave  32?.  10  s.  a 
piece.  I asked  him  why  lie  came  up  here,  and 
lie  said,  “I  cannot  get  anything  at  all  at  the 
price,  either  in  Liverpool  or  Manchester."  He 
told  me  that,  this  day. 

7685.  That  was  prime  quality  cattle? — Yes. 

7686.  Have  they  such  in  Ireland  just  now  ?— 
Yes. 

7687.  Are  they  keeping  them  at  home?— 
They  arc  sending  them,  but.  not  in  very  lam 


7688.  They  are  not  keeping  them  at  home?— 
No,  they  are  sending  them  just  as  they  have 
them  ready. 

7689.  The  regulations  in  Liverpool  are  not 
preventing  their  being  sent? — The  restrictions 
in  Liverpool  have  diverted  a great  deal  of  traffic ; 
many  people  who  were  in  the  habit  of  sending 
cattle  to  Liverpool  send  them  now  to  other 
markets. 

7690.  Where  do  the  Irish  cattle  go  to  at  pre- 
sent ? — There  is  not  so  much  divergence  at 
present;  the  majority  of  the  fat  cattle  from 
Ireland  are  now  sent  to  Liverpool. 

7691.  The  demand  being  not  quite  equal  to 
the  supply,  they  are  coining  to  London? — They 
come  to  Liverpool. 

7692.  The  [regulations  do  not  affect  the  total 
supply  in  the  market  ? — There  are  a number  of 
people  who  formerly  supplied  Liverpool  with 
cattle  and  with  sheep,  some  of  them  from  Scot- 
land, and  those  wore  very  hardly  dealt  with  by 
the  strict  operation  of  the  restrictions  being  en- 
forced. When  once  those  people’s  cattle  were 
seized  in  Liverpool,  they  ceased  sending  cattle- 
there  at  all. 

7693.  Is  it  the  fact  that  some  of  the  Man- 
chester buyers  or  dealers  between  Manchester 
and  Ireland  arc  buying  in  Ireland  direct,  without 
the  intervention  of  Liverpool  salesmen  ? — It  is 
to  a small  extent. 

7694.  That  is  the  natural  course  of  the  develop- 
ment of  trade,  is  it  not.,  where  the  producers  and 
the  consumers  endeavour  to  dispense  with  inter- 
mediate people  as  far  as  possible  ? — No,  I do  not 
take  it  to  be  the  natural  course  of  the  develop- 
ment of  trade. 

7695.  Do  you  think  that  Manchester  dealers 

would  come  to  Liverpool  and  buy  of  the  inter- 
mediate people  instead  of  going  to  Ireland  ana 
importing  direct  ? —I  may  observe  that  I am  a 
cattle  salesman,  and,  of  course,  I look  upon  the 
best  means  of  disposing  of  cattle,  as  being  to  gpe 
them  to  cattle  salesmen  to  sell,  and  I do  not  thins 
it  is  to  the  advantage  of  a producer,  as  a rule,  w 
do  otherwise  ; he  is  not  so  intimately  acquamtett 
with  their  value  as  a salesman  would  be,  and  he 
cannot  therefore  make  so  much  of  his  cattle  him- 
self as  he  could  by  putting  them  into  the  nan 
of  a cattle  salesman.  . . r 

7696.  I quite  agree  with  you,  but  the  pointy 
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was  aiming  at  was  this,  whether  the  people  in 
Ireland  were,  not  consigning  to  Manchester  sales- 
men direct,  instead  of  consigning  to  Liverpool 
salesmen  ? — No,  they  are  not ; there  are  no  sales- 
men in  Manchester  except  Liverpool  salesmen, 
who  have  places  of  business  in  Liverpool  and  in. 
Dublin. 

7697.  "Where  do  the  Irish  fat  cattle  go  to  ? — 
A great  deal  of  them  go  to  towns  where  they  are 
consumed,  being  purchased  by  dealers  who  go 
over  from  England  direct  to  the  producer. 

7698.  Your  opinion  is  that  the  Irish  farmers  are 
not  doing  so  wisely  in  selling  their  cattle  to  these 
people  upon  the  spot  as  though  they  were  to  con- 
sign them  to  cattle  salesmen  in  Liverpool  ? — That 
is  a cattle  salesman’s  view  of  the  question. 

7699.  I presume  you  would  not  have  much  ob- 
jection to  a fat  animal  labouring  under  pleuro- 
pneumonia being  exposed  in  a fat  cattle  market? 
I would  have  a very  great  objection  to  it. 

7700.  Why?— Because  in  order  to  arrive  at 
the  fat  cattle  market,  the  animal  must  have  been 
in  a place  where  it  was  likely  to  come  into  con- 
tact with  other  cattle. 

7701.  Where  ?— F or  instance,  if  an  animal  was 
moved  in  a railway  truck  where  there  were  other 
cattle,  or  if  it  was  put  into  a yard  waiting  to  be 
shipped  where  there  were  other  cattle,  I think  it 
might  possibly  affect  those  cattle  ; and  I suppose 
you  are  aware  that  upon  a steamboat  there  is  no 
distinction  made  in  the  loading  of  fat  or  lean 
cattle.  Fat  cattle  might  be  placed  in  direct 
contiguity _ with  lean  cattle,  and  a fat  beast 
affected  with  peuro-pneumonia  might  possibly 
affect  a lean  animal. 

7702.  Then  you  would  specially  object  to  the 
removal  of  an  animal  going  to  market  more  than 
to  the  fact  of  its  being  in  the  market  ? — I would 
allow  an  animal  to  be  moved  for  immediate 
slaughter  under  restrictions,  and  I would  make  it 
the  interest  of  every  owner  who  has  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  upon  his  land  to  give  information  and  to  get 
rid  of  the  disease. 

7703.  But  so  far,  after  it  gets  into  the  fat  cattle 
market,  it  is  not  of  so  much  importance  to  the 
public,  assuming  that  it  got  there  ?— Assuming 
that  it  got  there  it  may  not  be  of  so  very  much 
importance. 

7704.  Assuming  that  being  in  a fat  cattle 
market,  it  is  to  be  slaughtered  within  a week  ? — 
Vv  ithm  less  than  a week  generally. 

7705.  Could  you  suggest  any  practical  measure 
which  would  satisfy  the  public,  for  ensuring  that 
all  cattle  exhibited  in  the  fat  cattle  market  were 
slaughtered  within  a limited  time  ? — I should 
prefer  to  give  the  matter  a little  consideration. 

I might,  at  a future  time,  be  prepared  to  make 
such  a suggestion,  but  I should  not,  without 
aking  a little  time  to  consider  it,  like  to  answer 

that  question. 

7706.  There  is  nothing  at  present  in  any  fat 
cattle  market  with  which  we  are  acquainted,  to 
prevent,  an  animal  labouring  under  foot  and 
mouth  disease  being  taken  out  of  the  market  and 
Derng  sold  just  as  a store  animal  ? — There  is. 

esides  the  law  (57  sec.  of  Contagious  Diseases 
t, Animals)  Act)  which  prohibits  the  exposure  for 
sale  of  any  animal  affected  with  disease.  The 
_ iverpool  market  is  a Chartered  market ; there 
an  Act  of  Parliament  for  it,  and  there  is  abye- 
nf  directly  prohibits  the  offering  for  sale 

770 as  a store  311  ™al- 
„J,,+  i ®ut  assuming  that  I have  an  animal 
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would  not  prevent  me  from  exhibiting  it  on  the 
Liverpool  market  ?— Unless  it  came  under  the  - 
knowledge  of  the  manager  of  the  fat  cattle  market 
at  Liverpool  it  would  not.  You  can  evade  any 
law. 

7708.  Supposing  I call  it  a fat  animal?— You 
can  evade  any  law. 

7709.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  any  fat  ani- 
mal being  taken  out  of  the  market  as  a store  ani- 
mal ? — Except  the  bye-law.  The  bye-law  says 
you  shall  not  take  out  and  exhibit  for  sale  in  the 
market  any  animal  for  store  purposes. 

7710.  But  I am  talking  about  the  man  who 
buys?— I say  that  _ it  would  be  breaking  the 
regulations.  What  is  laid  down  for  sellers  must, 
by  implication,  be  laid  down  for  buyers  also. 

_ 7711.  There  could  be  no  penalty  inflicted  upon 
a”person  buying  half  a dozen  cattle  in  the  Liver- 
pool fat  cattle  market,  and  taking  them  to  his 
farm  and  keeping  them  for  three  months? — I 
apprehend  not. 

7712.  It  would  be  advantageous,  leaving  out 
of  account  the  risk  of  disease,  for  a man  occasion- 
ally to  buy  such  cattle  and  keep  them  for  a 
month  ? — 1 do  not  think  that  the  question  is  di- 
rectly applicable  to  Liverpool,  for  this  reason : 
Liverpool  is  not  anywhere  near  a grazing  district, 
and  it  is  not  frequented  by  any  people,  as  a rule, 
except  people  who  come  to  purchase  fat  cattle  for 
immediate  slaughter. 

7713.  I understand,  as  a rule,  it  is  a store 
cattle  market,  but  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
exceptional  cases  from  taking  place? — Nothing 
that  I can  tell  you,  except  that  bye-law. 

7714.  And  there  is  nothing  to.  prevent  the 
farmers  from  doing  so,  leaving  out  of  account  the 
risk  that  they  run"? — Nothing  that  I know  of. 

_ 7115,  Now,  referring  to  the  case  of  your  posi- 
tion in  Ireland,  speaking  of  store  cattle,  you  ex- 
pressed the  opinion,  I think,  the  other  day,  that 
there  should  be  no  restriction  upon  animals 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  even 
although  they  were  store  animals,  do  you  think 
it  would  be  fair  or  right,  or  a proper  arrange- 
ment in  the  public  interest,  to  allow  a man  whose 
cattle  are  labouring  under  or  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  to  take  them  and  expose  them 
in  the  market  ? — I am  not  aware  of  any  one  in 
Ireland  who  would  do  such  an  act,  because  I look 
upon  the  fact  of  his  doing  so  as  being  one  which 
would  tend  directly  to  injure  himself. 

7716.  Supposing  a case  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  appears  on  a farm  say  to-day,  and  the 
farm  is  w ithin  three  miles  of  the  market,  do  you 
think  the  farmer  would  or  would  not  try  to  ex- 
pose the  remainder  of  the  cattle  in  the  market 
the  next  morning  ? — I do  not  think  any  farmer 
in  Ireland  or  any  store  feeder  that  I am  acquainted 
with  would. 

7717.  Why? — Speakiug  for  myself,  if  I 
bought  cattle  from  any  person,  and  those  cattle 
went  wrong,  and  I ascertained,  as  I would  do 
certainly,  if  there  had  been  anything  upon  his 
land  before  in  the  shape  of  disease,  I should 
never  buy  from  him  again,  and  as  far  as  I am 
personally  concerned,  and  as  far  as  large  cattle 
graziers  and  large  cattle  feeders  in  Ireland  are 
concerned,  I do  not  think  that  any  man  who  was 
in  the  habit  of  dealing  with  them  would  ever 
attempt  to  sell  cattle  which  were  in  any  way 
affected  with  disease  knowingly. 

7718.  You  think  that  people  in  Ireland  have  a 
strong  feeling  that  honesty  is  the  best  policy  ? — 

I am  quite  sure  of  it. 

E e 4 7719.  Supposing 
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7719.  Supposing  that  such  were  not  the  case, 
the  question  with  which  I started  is  this:  do 
you  think  it  is  right  that  the  farmer,  if  he  was 
foolish  enough  to  do  it,  should  be  allowed  to  ex- 
pose cattle  labouring  under  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  the  public  market  ? — I do  not  think 
that  any  man  who  had  any  interest  in  his  cattle 
would  do  so. 

7720.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question  ; 

I say  if  he  were  foolish  enough  to  do  it,  it  appears 
to  he  a proceeding  not  altogether  inconceivable, 
that  some  farmers  should  be  foolish  enough  to 
wish  to  get  clear  of  their  beasts  it  they  were 
affected  with  disease  ? — No  honest  man  would 
do  it ; that  is  my  opinion. 

7721.  Were  you  at  Balliuasloe  Fair  last  year? 
— I was. 

7722.  Did  you  see  foot  and  mouth  disease 
there? — Yes,  I did. 

7723.  Where  did  that  come  from  ? — I believe 
I am  borne  out  in  my  opinion  by  the  largest 
stock  owners  in  Ireland,  that  every  owner  who 
did  send  cattle  to  Ballinasloe  believed  that  when 
they  left  home  they  were  perfectly  healthy,  and 
unfortunately  some  of  them  on  the  road  to  Bal- 
linasloe did  contract  the  disease ; that  was  their 
misfortune  not  their  fault.  I do  not  think  that 
the  people  who  had  the  misfortune  to  bring  those 
cattle,  and  whose  misfortune  it  was  to  have  their 
cattle  affected  with  the  distemper,  could  have 
done  anything  except  what  they  did  do,  and  that 
was  to  bring  them  to  the  fair  and  show  them 
there  and  try  to  dispose  of  them. 

7724.  How  far  had  they  to  bring  them  to  the 
Ballinasloe  Fair  ? — The  cattle  which  supply  Bal- 
linasloe Fair  are  fed  principally  in  the  province 
of  Connaught,  which  is  a very  large  district,  and 
seme  of  them  would  come  60  miles,  some  of  them 
15,  and  some  of  them  10,  just  as  it  might  happen. 

7725.  Were  they  brought  up  on  the  morning 
of  the  fair? — No;  those  cattle  that  came  from  a 
long  distance  would  be  driven  along  the  road  at 
the  rate  of  about  eight,  or  nine  miles  per  day. 

7726.  No  more? — No  ; there  are  no  people  in 
the  world  so  careful  of  their  cattle  as  the  stock 
masters  in  the  west  of  Ireland  in  bringing  them 
into  the  fairs,  in  order  that  they  may  look  to  the 
best  possible  advantage  when  they  arrive  there. 

7727.  Those  are  the  large  people? — Those  are 
the  lar^e  people,  who  mostly  frequent  Balli- 
nasloe Fair. 

7728.  Then  your  theory  is  that  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  broke  out  on  the  road  to  Balli- 
nasloe Fair? — My  belief  is  that  no  one  sent 
cattle  to  the  fair  knowing  that  they  were  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  distemper. 

7729.  Then  I infer  that  you  would  not  allow 
a person  to  take  cattle  or  any  part  of  his  stock 
amongst  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  existed, 
and  exhibit  them  in  a fair  or  market  ? — I would 
not  allow  him  to  do  it  if  I could  reasonably  pre- 
vent it,  certainly. 

7730.  Would  you  fine  a man  if  the  disease  ap- 
peared amongst  his  cattle,  and  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  he  had  diseased  animals  at  home  ? — I 
think  any  man  doing  so  is  liable  to  an  action  at 
law.  I believe  the  common  law  gives  you  a 
very  effectual  remedy  at  present  without  any 
further  legislation. 

7731.  Do  you  find  it  an  easy  thing  to  recover 
damages  and  prove  your  case? — I never  had  occa- 
sion to  prove  a case,  but  there  was  evidence  given 
before  a Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  as 
to  a case  of  a similar  nature ; the  case  was  that  of 


Malcolmson  versus  Macdonogh,  and  in  the  Blue 
Book  you  will  find  everything  connected  with  that 
particular  case  which  bears  upon  the  question  you 
ask  me. 

7732.  I did  not  mean  to  dispute  what  is  the 
law  of  the  case,  but  I was  asking  you,  as  a prac- 
tical man,  whether  you  think  it  at  all  easy  to 
bring  home  a conviction  against  your  seller  in  a 
case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I think  I could. 

7733.  After  you  had  brought  the  cattle 
through  the  market  ? — If  I thought  it  necessary 
or  desirable  if  I bought  cattle  from  any  one 
which  I believed  were  not  healthy  at  the  time 
he  sold  them  to  me,  I do  not  think  I could  have 
much  difficulty  in  establishing  a case,  and  in  re- 
covering compensation  if  I suffered  loss. 

7734.  Take  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease; 
the  cattle  are  brought  possibly  to  the  market  in 
railway  trucks,  and  then  travelled  along  the  road 
and  appear  in  the  market  without  any  evident 
appearance  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon 
them;  you  take  them  home,  and  the  next  day 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  makes  its  appearance; 
do  you  think  it  would  be  easy  to  prove  where 
the  animals  contracted  the  disease,  or  whether 
they  did  not  contract  the  disease  after  they  left 
the  seller’s  premises  ? — I think  it  would  be  most 
difficult  to  prove,  and  therefore  if  I could  not 
prove  it  clearly  I would  have  no  action. 

7735.  That  ‘was  what  I was  coming  to; 
whether  it  was  an  easy  matter?  — No;  that 
applies  to  all  mercantile  concerns ; there  are  a 
great  many  tilings  which  it  is  very  difficult  to 
prove,  which  if  you  could  prove,  would  put  you 
in  a very  different  position. 

7736.  Then  this  remedy  is  a very  problema- 
tical one?— Precisely  so,  just  the  same  in  all  law 
cases. 

7737.  And  you  would  apply  a penalty  against 
all  persons  who  exhibit  animals  from  an  infected 
herd  in  the  market  ? — As  regards  hoof  and  mouth 
disease,  I take  that  to  be  so  trivial  that  I would 
never  think  of  looking  for  a remedy  or  for  com- 
pensation from  a man  who  sold  me  cattle  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease.  If  I knew  a man 
to  sell  me  cattle  knowingly  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia, or  that  I could  trace  that  he  knew 
to  be  infected,  I would  go  any  lengths  to  take 
proceedings  against  him,  and  I would.be  quite 
certain  to  recover  compensation  from  him. 

7738.  That  is  supposing  you  could  prove  your 
case? — I would  have  no  difficulty  respecting 
pleuro-pneumonia ; I could  find  out  from 
general  local  knowledge  and  from  the  mans 
neighbours,  whether  there  was  such  a thing  ex- 
isting in  the  neighbourhood,  as  Mr.  Malcolmson 
did  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Macdonogh. 

7739.  Take  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia : sup- 
posing a farmer  suspects  that  pleuro-pneumonia 
exists  in  three  animals  in  a herd,  and  sends 
them  to  market,  and  so  gets  rid  of  them,  the 
pleuro-pneumonia  remaining  latent  probably  tor 
a fortnight.,  how  would  you  prove  such  a case  as 

that  against  the  seller? — If  a man  was  not  sure 

of  it,  I do  not  see  how  he  could  prove  it,  but 
you  could  prove  that  he  lost  any  cattle,  or  prove 
that  he  had  any  knowledge  of  it  in  any  way,  you 
could  recover  ; but  if  you  could  not  prove  t a 
lie  had  any  knowledge  of  it,  it  might  he  very 
difficult  to  proceed  against  him.  . . 

7740.  Why  would  not  a farmer  expose  animals 
labouring  under  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  » 
market?— Any  one  who  knows  anything  “ho 
foot  and  mouth  disease  knows  that  if  the  dise 
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is  left  to  take  its  course  in  store  stock  or  fat  stock 
it  subsides  very  quickly,  and  the  only  loss  that  is 
occasioned  is  by  the  removal  of  cattle  when  they 
are  so  affected.  The  movement  of  cattle  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  the  greatest  evil ; 
it  is  in  this  way,  the  feet  become  very  sore,  it  is 
as  if  you  have  a small  hurt  upon  your  shin ; if 
you  stayed  quiet  for  a few  days  it  would  go,  and 
no  evil  results  would  follow,  but  if  you  walked 
about  and  took  exercise  the  great  probability  is 
that  erysipelas  or  inflammation  of  some  kind 
might  set  in,  and  you  would  suffer  very  consider- 
ably : it  is  precisely  the  same  with  cattle  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease 

7741.  You  do  not  think  that  the  disease  is  at 
all  serious,  provided  that  the  cattle  are  allowed  to 
remain  upon  the  farm  ? — I do  not. 

7742.  The  results  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
vary  very  considerably,  do  they  not?— Generally 
they  do 

7743.  So  that  one  animal  may  suffer  very 
little,  and  another  animal  may  suffer  very  se- 
verely?— I have  seen  cases  where  you  could 
scarcely  perceive  it. 

7744.  And  you  have  seen  other  cases  in  which 
it  was  considerable? — I have  seen  other  cases 
in  which  the  disease  was  severe. 

7745.  Where  the  animal  would  be  considerably 
affected  ? — I have  seen  cases  wheVe  an  animal 
would  be  considerably  affected  with  it,  but  not 
very  seriously. 

7746.  How  much  would  the  price  be  affected 
in  a severe  case? — If  an  animal  was  a store 
animal,  in  my  judgment  I would  not  attach  any 
importance  to  its  being  affected  with  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease.  If  it  was  a fat  animal  it  would 
put  back  the  animal  from  three  weeks  to  a month, 
and  there  would  be  a loss  by  that  of  feeding, 
which  a grazier,  as  a rule,  does  not  value  very 
highly. 

7477.  Y ou  say  that  you  would  not  reckon  even 
a severe  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon  a 
store  animal  of  much  importance  ? — No ; I would 
not  reckon  it  of  much  importance. 

7748.  How  much  would  you  put  down  as  the 
loss  upon  that  animal? — About  10a. 

7749.  A good  manv  cattle  change  hands  upon 
less  profit  than  that,  do  they  not,  in  Ireland  ?— 

I dare  say  they  do. 

7750.  Perhaps  half  a crown  ? — I never  buy 
any  cattle  from  a dealer,  and  I have  very  little 
knowledge  of  the  profit  they  realise,  nor  the  loss 
they  suffer. 


7751.  You  think  that  dealers  would  consider 
lUs.  not  a very  large  profit?— I have  no  doubf 
they  have  sometimes  10  s.  profit. 

7752.  And  they  have  sometimes  10s.  loss? — 
1 suppose  so. 

7753.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  What  is  the  differ- 
ence between  the  regulations  in  force  in  the 

iverpool  Market,  and  those  in  the  Metropolitan 
rarJiet 1 am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  very 
specral  difference  in  the  law  as  applied  to  Liver- 
and  London.  I do  not  know  of  my  own 
w edge  that  there  are  any  special  regulations 
regard  to  the  Metropolitan  Market.  I 
tilanpq6  law  aPPlies  equally  to  both 

P . 5 -u  ^*e  kead  Ike  Veterinary  Depart- 
77*1  t DSTer  that  question  better  than  I can. 
ouencp"  ■fu^Ierstood  70“  to  say,  that  in  conse- 
MaiS  "J116  restrictions  in  the  Liverpool 
numhers  ^ !i.do  >ot  come  there  in  such  great 
suTnlv  rn"3  ^ formerly  did>  aad  that  the 
qP58  COmes  m larger  numbers  to  London  ? — I 


wrll  endeavour  to  explain  the  difference  between 
the  law  as  applied  in  Liverpool  and  in  the 
Metropolitan  Markets.  The  law,  as  applied  in 
Liverpool  until  a recent  period,  was  this:  If 
cattle  were  detected  in  the  Liverpool  Market 
(this  is  until  a recent  period)  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  no  matter  how  valuable  the 
beasts  might  be,  they  were  placed  in  quarantine 
and  detained  until  the  veterinary  surgeon  who 
had  charge  of  them  pronounced  them  to  be 
cured.  During  that  time  many  of  these  cattle 
that  were  fed  on  grass,  and  fed  on  very  good 
land,  in  consequence  of  being  confined  in  very 
close  sheds,  lost  a great  deal  of  their  condition, 
and  when  they  were  given  up  to  the  owner  they 
were  of  considerably  less  value  than  when  they 
were  put  into  quarantine. 

7755.  So  that  in  this  case  they  really  did 
suffer  something  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
although  as  a rule  they  do  not  ? — I am  giving 
you  the  circumstances ; they  were  cattle  which 
had  been  fed  upon  the  very  richest  land  in  Ire- 
land, and  were  then  put  into  nasty  sheds  and 
fed  upon  hay  and  water,  as  they  could  not  get 
anything  else,  so  that  I think  it  is  a very  reason- 
able conclusion  to  draw  that  they  did  suffer  a 
great  deal. 

7756.  How  often  was  that  done,  and  for  how 
long  a period  ? — It  was  done  from  the  first  time, 
the  law  was  put  in  force,  which  was  on  14th  of 
August  1871,  until  a regulation  was  made  at  the 
request  of  a number  of  people  largely  interested 
m the  trade  by  the  Privy  Council. 

7757.  Upon  the  20th  of  June  1872,  there  is  an 
Order  which  applies  to  Liverpool,  which  allows 
cattle  to  be  taken  while  suffering  under  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  under  certain  restrictions,  to 
slaughter  houses  in  the  borough  of  Liverpool,  so 
this  Order  has  been  in  force  just  1 1 months  ? — 
This  late  Order  has  been  in  force  just  11  months, 
but  the  other  Order  was  in  force  from  August 
until  that  Order  was  issued. 

7758.  Consequently  your  grievance,  that  you 
talk  about  has  not  existed  during  the  last  11 
months  ? — It  has  not  existed  during  the  last  1 1 
months. 

7759.  And  notwithstanding  all  that,  the  Liver- 
pool market  does  not  recover  its  numbers  ? — Any 
one  who  has  had  mercantile  experience  knows 
that  a trade  once  diverted  from  a fixed  channel  is 
very  difficult  to  be  restored  to  it,  and  that  is  our 
case  in  Liverpool. 

7760.  How  did  it  come  to  pass  that  during  the 
cattle  plague  regulations  the  Metropolitan  Mar- 
ket was  closed  against  all  stock  except  foreigners, 
and  that  for  a considerable  period  it  was  virtually 
shut  up  against  English  cattle? — I apprehend 
that  if  you  took  the  returns  of  cattle  (I  cannot 
speak  to  it  as  a fact,  but  it  is  my  belief)  exhibited 
in  the  Metropolitan  Market  previous  to  the 
rinderpest  and  since,  you  will  find  that  the  re- 
turns of  cattle  exhibited  in  the  Metropolitan 
Market  at  present  are  considerably  less  than 
they  were  before. 

7761.  What  becomes  of  the  cattle;  there  are 
more  cattle  now  than  there  were  then ; is  it  not 
this,  that  instead  of  going  to  those  large  markets 
they  go  direct  to  the  consumer  ? — I apprehend 
that  that  is  so. 

7762.  Eor  instance,  we  in  Norfolk  send  our 
cattle  straight  away  to  Manchester,  and  your 
district,  instead  of  sending  them  to  London,  and 
thus  the  cattle  are  dispersed  all  over  the  country? 
— I take  it  that  that  is  so. 

Ss 


Mr. 

T.  Verdon. 
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Mr.  7763.  Is  there  any  diminution  in  the  number 

T.  Verdon.  of  fat  cattle  exported  from  Ireland  ? — I should 
aay  not. 

19  May  7764.  Do  not  you  think  that  they  are  increas- 
1®73-  ing? — Yes,  I do. 

7765.  Are  they  not  sent  somewhere  to  this 
country? — They  are  sent  somewhere  in  this 
country  generally. 

7766.  Have  you  any  decrease  in  the  number 
of  fat  cattle  that  you  sell? — Personally  we  have 
not,  because  our  case  and  tire  case  of  large  cattle 
salesmen  is  rather  exceptional ; there  are  busi- 
ness arrangements  connected  with  it  which  I do 
not  presume  the  ’Committee  would  care  to  hear 
about,  but  there  are  business  arrangements  con- 
nected with  the  sale  of  fat  cattle,  and  with  the 
consignments  which  we  receive,  which  would  not 
affect  people  in  a large  way  as  cattle  salesmen. . 

7767.  Do  not  a great  number  of  salesmen  in 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  go  to  Dublin  and  buy 
their  cattle  there,  and  sell  them  to  butchers, 
instead  of  bringing  them  into  the  Liverpool 
market? — A great  many  butchers  from  Man- 
chester go  direct  to  Dublin,  and  a great  many 
people  in  Liverpool  also  go  to  Dublin  for  cattle. 

7768.  Therefore  that  may  be  one  reason  why 
there  are  not  so  many  cattle  in  the  Liverpool 
market  as  formerly  ? — That  may  be  one  reason. 

7769.  The  butchers  go  across  frequently  and 
buy  them  direct  ? — The  butchers  go  across  fre- 
quently and  buy  them. 

7770.  What  is  the  charge  for  selling  cattle  in 
Liverpool? — In  Liverpool  and  Dublin  it  is  2£ 
per  cent,  upon  the  gross  sale. 

7771.  Whereas  in  London  it  is  about  4 s.  ahead? 
— Yes ; but  I may  observe  that  2^  per  cent,  covers 
a guarantee.  We  pay  cash  the  day  of  the  sale, 
and  we  frequently  sell  nine-tenths  of  the  cattle 
which  are  given  us  to  sell,  on  credit. 

7772.  Do  you  not  know  that  these  terms  apply 
precisely  to  the  London  salesman ; that  if  I send 
a lot  of  cattle  up  here  they  charge  me  4 s.,  even 
if  the  animals  fetch  33  Z.  or  34/.,  and  they  take 
all  the  risk  ? — I know  no  London  salesman  who 
would  let  any  beast  go  from  its  stall  without 
being  first  paid  for  it. 

7773.  What  would  the  2J  per  cent,  amount  to? 
— Upon  20/.  it  would  be  10 s. 

7774.  I believe  the  average  price  of  a good 
bullock  would  not  be  less  than  25  Z.  ? — Yes,  that 
would  be  12  s.  6d. 

7775.  Would  that  beast  be  sold  at  the  London 
market  upon  a commission  of  4 s,  ? — It  would. 

7776.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Does  the  2 £ per  cent,  in- 
clude any  other  charges  ? — Nothing  beyond  com- 
mission and  guarantee. 

7777.  Mr.  Clare  Read.^  I suppose  you  have 
often  diseased  cattle  left  in  the  parks  at  Liver- 
pool; that  is  to  say,  cattle  which  take  the  disease 
in  the  parka  and  cannot  be  removed  ? — No,  we  do 
not. 

7778.  Have  you  never  had  a case  in  the  Liver- 
pool lairs  of  cattle  falling  down  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — The  lairs  in  Liverpool  are  used 
only  by  the  small  cattle  dealers.  The  large 
salesmen  have  very  extensive  parks. 

7779.  In  these  parks  have  you  never  had  a case 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  where,  as  I under- 
stand, you  congregate  them  there  sometimes  two 
or  three  days  before  the  market? — Yes,  occasion- 
ally, but  not  often. 

7780.  What  do  you  do  with  them? — They  are 
removed  according  to  the  Order  in  Council. 
We  (and  all  the  large  Liverpool  salesmen  do  the 


same)  employ  a veterinary  surgeon  to  come  round 
and  inspect  the  cattle,  and  any  cattle  which  the 
veterinary  surgeon  certifies  to  be  affected  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease  arc  removed  in  floats  ac- 
cording to  the  Order  which  you  have  just  read* 
to  be  slaughtered. 

7781.  So  that  you  clear  the  parks  from  Satur- 
day until  about  Thursday? — Yes. 

7782.  Do  you  think  that  if  there  was  any 
diseased  stock  in  those  parks  there  would  be  suffi- 
cient time  for  them  to  be  cleansed  and  purified? 
— Yes,  I think  there  would.  There  are  a great 
number  of  parks,  and  the  whole  of  them  are  not 
occupied  each  week;  the  grass  is  always  kept 
very  good  in  them. 

7783.  I see  that  in  the  memorial  which  you 
signed  and  sent  to  the  Night  Honourable  Chair- 
man you  say  that  scab  is  a transient  disease  ?— 
Yes,  it  is. 

7784.  Why  is  it  a transient  disease?— Because 
I would  consider  that  any  shepherd  who  would 
allow  his  flock  to  be  infected  with  scab,  and  to 
remain  so  was  a worthless  servant.  Any  sheep 
that  I ever  met  with  in  the  course  of  my  life  I 
could  always  cure  in  about  a month.  I never 
had  a case  of  scab  which  lasted  more  than  a 
month. 

7785.  That  does  not  make  the  disease  transient, 
although  the  cure  may  be  quick.  Foot  andmoutli 
disease  you  say  is  transient  because  it  is  soon 
over  without  your  doing  anything,  but  surely 
scab,  unless  cured  by  proper  dressing,  will  not 
die  out  ? — But  any  man  who  cares  anything 
about  his  property  would  at  once  direct  that 
his  sheep  be  dressed,  and  if  his  shepherd  could 
not  cure  the  scab  in  a fortnight  or  three  weeks  or 
a month,  at  furthest,  the  first  thing  he  would  do 
would  be  to  discharge  him ; it  can  be  cured  at  an 
expense  of  about  3 d.  per  sheep. 

7786.  I can  perfectly  understand  that  the 
animal  can  be  easily  cured,  but  is  that  any  reason 
why  it  should  be  shown  in  a market  ? — I do  not 
think  any  one  with  sense  would  let  his  sheep 
come  into  the  market  with  scab. 

7787.  Are  you  not  aware  that  Bcabby  sheep 
come  into  the  markets  in  Ireland  in  great  num- 
bers ? — I am  aware  that  they  come  into  the 
markets  in  the  west  of  Ireland;  I have  seen 
scabby  sheep  frequently  in  Ballinasloe  Fair;  I 
have  purchased  them  myself;  I might  add  that 
I got  them  for  a little  less. 

7788.  Such  an  animal  might  be  the  means  of 
infecting  thousands  of  other  animals? — It  might 
possibly,  not  probably. 

7789.  That  would  be  no  harm,  I suppose?— I 
do  not  say  so. 

7790.  Then  why  do  you  wish  scab  disease  to 
be  taken  out  of  the  Act? — Because  the  punish- 
ment which  is  inflicted  is,  I think,  a great  deal 
more  than  is  commensurate  with  the  crime,  u 
you  may  call  it  so. 

7791.  We  hear  that  the  infliction  is  a penny  a 
head  ? — I say  that  the  cure  of  the  disease  woul 
cost  you  a penny  or  twopence  a head,  and  if  you 
have  scabby  sheep  in  the  Liverpool  market,  they 
have  a law  to  confine  them  and  keep  them  tor 
three  or  four  weeks  until  they  are  cured. 

7792.  Still  I cannot  see  that  you  have  yet 

proved  to  us  that  the  farmers  should  be  permit 
to  take  these  scabby  sheep  into  fairs  and  maxKe  > 
and  infect  hundreds  of  others  ? — I do  not  t 
any  sensible  man  would  do  so.  . 

7793.  There  may  be  stupid  men,  foolish  men, 
and  dishonest  ones  ? — I do  not  know  that  to  ^ 
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is  any  <n-eat  harm  if  a man  has  scabby  sheep  in 
bringing  them  into  a market. 

7794.  You  do  not  think  there  is  ? — No. 

7795.  Do  you  think  there  is  no  harm  in  infect- 
incr  other  people’s  sound  sheep  ? — I would  not 
like  that  to  be  done  to  myself. 

7796.  But  you  have  no  objection  to  have  some- 
body else  do  it,  if  it  were  not  done  to  you  ? — 
But  I would  not  object  to  buy  them  if  I saw 
them  in  a fair. 

7797.  That  is  because  you  might  get  them 
cheaper,  but  your  neighbour  who  bought  the 
next  lot  might  pay  the  full  price,  and  infect  his 
own  flock  as  well  ? — The  first  thing  anybody 
ought  to  do  when  he  gets  home  after  buying 
sheep  should  be  to  dress  them. 

7798.  "Why  is  that  ? — Because  if  there  is  scab 
latent  in  the  system  it  will  be  prevented,  and  for 
a very  small  expense,  and  the  prudent  farmer 
should  always  insure  his  flock  from  being  in- 
fected. 

7799.  You  mean  that  scab  is  so  common  a 
disease  in  Ireland  that  it  is  worth  any  man’s 
while  to  go  to  the  expense  of  dressing  his  sheep? 
—I  mean  to  say,  that  any  sheep  which  I buy  I 
always  dress  when  I get  them  home. 

7800.  To  prevent  the  disease  ? — To  prevent 
the  scab.  I say  as  a preventive  measure ; you 
do  not  take  preventive  measures  unless  you  have 
good  reason  for  doing  so. 

7801 . I think  you  stated  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  always  originated  in  the  east,  and  went 
westward,  in  Ireland  ? — I did. 

7802.  Is  not  the  cattle  trade  in  Ireland  almost 
all  from  the  west  to  the  east? — The  cattle  trade 
to  England,  of  course,  comes  from  the  west. 

7803.  So,  of  coarse,  it  is  in  the  wake  of  the 
cattle  trade ; the  disease  never  gets  into  the  ex- 
treme west  district ; we  have  heard  here  to-day 
that  neither  foot  and  mouth  disease,  nor  pleuro- 
pneumonia, has  ever  been  in  Kerry  ; I suppose 
there  has  been  no  stock  that  goes  into  Kerry,  or 
passes  through  it? — Kerry  is  in  the  west. 

7804.  And  I say  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
has  never  reached  the  wilds  of  Kerry  ? — I do  not 
know  much  about  the  wilds  of  Kerry. 

7805.  The  transit  of  stock  being  principally  in 
Ireland,  from  tbe  west  to  the  east,  that  is,  towards 
•England,  the  greatest  number  of  cattle  are  con- 
gregated in  the  east,  at  the  ports,  and  there  you 
find  foot  and  mouth  disease  more  prevalent  ? — 
The  cattle  are  brought  from  the  west  towards  the 
east,  and  are  shipped  to  England. 

7806.  And  as  there  are  hardly  any  cattle  that 
go  from  the  east  into  the  extreme  distracts  of  the 
west,  you  do  not  find  either  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease or  pleuro-pneumonia  are  carried  into  the  ex- 
treme west? — The  largest  congregations  found  of 
cattle  at  any  one  place  in  Ireland  are  to  be  found 
m the  fairs  in  the  west  of  Ireland. 

7807.  They  all  come  to  the  east  from  the  west, 
no*  ^ — -N° ! for  instance,  the  gentlemen 

"who  feed  store  cattle,  and  sell  them  at  Ballinasloe, 
attend  very  large  fairs,  which  are  held  atBallagh 
u*  0 . r P*aces  in  the  County  of  Mayo,  so 
that  there  is  a congregation  of  cattle  there. 

/808.  But  when  they  are  congregated  in  the 
We_?t>  they  are  kept  in  the  west  for  a short  time, 
and  then  they  come  to  the  east  ? — And  then  they 
come  to  the  east. 

7809.  That  is  the  case  in  England,  that  where 

ere  is  no  thoroughfare  traffic  or  no  importation 
o cattle,  you  escape  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
p euro-pneumonia  to  a great  extent  ? — There  are 
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plenty  of  places  that  I think  are  not  great 
thoroughfares  of  cattle  in  England  where  you 
have  plenty  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  scab,  and  everything  else. 

7810.  'lake,  for  example,  the  extreme  west  of 
Wales  and  the  north  of  Scotland,  where  there  are 
no  cattle  passing  to  and  fro,  you  do  not  hear  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
those  districts  ! — No,  that  may  be  so. 

7811.  You  would  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
we  in  Norfolk  get  a great  deal  of  the  disease  in 
consequence  of  cattle  coming  into  our  county 
from  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom? — My  im- 
pression all  through  is  that  we  get  the  disease 
from  England ; it  is  the  dealers  coming  over 
from  England  who  bring  the  infection  with  them ; 
and  it  was  from  the  exportation  of  calves  from 
England  to  Ireland  that  the  disease  was  intro- 
duced there  at  first. 

7812.  But  you  have  the  disease  there  now, 
have  you  not? — Yes,  we  have  the  disease  there 
now. 

7813.  If  cattle  were  to  go  from  England  to 
Ireland,  or  from  Ireland  to  England,  they  would 
in  all  probability  have  it  in  both  places  all  alike  'i 
— Yes. 

7814.  Mr.  Dent.']  You  have  not  had  so  much 
experience  in  the  store  trade,  have  you? — Yes, 
as  lai-ge  as  any  man  in  Ireland. 

7815.  You  do  not  import  store  cattle  into 
England,  do  you?— We  buy  a great  number  of 
store  sheep  in  England,  which  are  fed  upon  vari- 
ous properties  in  Ireland. 

7816.  Have  you  any  experience  of  the  impor- 
tation of  store  cattle  from  Ireland? — I never 
imported  any. 

7817.  Can  you  tell  us  where  those  poor  animals 
which  1 see  exhibited  in  Yorkshire  come  from, 
because  none  of  the  Irish  witnesses  will  acknow- 
ledge them  ?• — I believe  they  come  from  Tyrone 
and  Donegal. 

7818.  Will  you  give  us  your  idea  of  legisla- 
tion with  respect  to  the  cattle  diseases;  first, 
with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I would 
have  no  legislation  with  regard  to  that. 

7819.  You  would  allow  animals  to  be  exposed 
in  the  market  and  moved  upon  roads ; and  leave 
the  farmers  to  deal  with  it  themselves  ? — I would. 

7820.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  what 
legislation  would  you  suggest  with  regard  to  that 
disease  ? — I would  make  very  strict  regulations 
with  regard  to  that. 

7821.  What  regulations  would  you  make  ? — I 
would  inflict  a penalty  of  a considerable  amount 
which  would  be  a deterrent  penalty  upon  any 
farmer  who  knowingly  brought  any  animal  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia  into  a fair.  I would 
make  it  a rule  that  he  was  bound  to  declare  it  as 
soon  as  that  disease  manifested  itself  in  his  herd. 

I would  order  the  herd  to  be  slaughtered,  but  I 
would  also  give  him  full  and  perfect  compensa- 
tion for  any  animal  slaughtered. 

7822.  Would  you  slaughter  the  whole  herd  or 
only  the  animals  affected? — I would  slaughter 
the  animals  immediately  in  contact  that  were 
likely  to  disseminate  the  infection. 

7823.  Supposing  a man  had  50  animals  in  a 
field,  and  they  were  attacked  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, would  you  slaughter  all  the  50  ? — The 
first  thing  I would  do  would  be  to  slaughter  the 
one  that  showed  the  disease,  and  I would  place 
the  others  under  strict  surveillance,  and  if  a 
number  of  them  manifested  the  disease  I would 
have  the  whole  of  them  slaughtered  and  give 
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the  owner  full  compensation,  because  no  one 
will  admit  that  his  cattle  have  the  disease,  if 
the  disease  is  to  be  a personal  loss. 

7824.  Probably  you  think,  like  the  witness 
before  you,  that  giving  compensation  would  be 
no  inducement  to  persons  to  be  careless  about 
the  disease  ? — I am  sure  it  would  not. 

7825.  You  would  take  most  stringent  measures 
with  regard  to  rinderpest? — Yes,  I would. 

7826.  How  would  you  deal  with  the  foreign 
trade ; would  you  allow  animals  coming  from  a 
foreign  country,  either  Spanish  or  Portuguese 
cattle,  for  instance,  if  they  were  affected  with  foot 
andmouth  disease,  to  be  moved  all  over  the  country 
without  any  hindrance  ? — Spain  and  P ortugal 
are  unscheduled  countries,  and  cattle  coming 
from  those  countries,  when  they  come  here,  are 
allowed  to  be  treated  as  English  or  Irish  animals 
are,  and  I would  continue  that  regulation.  I 
would  allow  them  to  be  treated  just  as  if  they 
were  English  or  Irish  cattle. 

7827.  But  if  they  had  pleuro-pneumonia,  you 
would  slaughter  diem? — I would  slaughter  the 
whole  cargo  if  they  were  affected  when  shipped. 

7828.  And  you  would  deal  with  all  unscheduled 
countries  in  the  same  way  ? — All  unscheduled 
countries  where  necessary  precautions  are  taken 
to  protect  their  own  animals. 

7829.  The  scheduled  countries  are  those  from 
which  we  fear  that  rinderpest  may  come? — 
Scheduled  countries  are  those  where  rinderpest 
or  diseases  that  are  fatal  are  known  to  prevail ; 
for  instance,  Russia,  no  cattie  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  come  into  the  country  from  Russia,  since  they 
are  liable  to  bring  in  rinderpest. 

7830.  Mr.  Dodson .]  But  supposing  a cargo  of 
cattle  arrives  from  a scheduled  country,  and  they 
were  found  to  have  foot  and  mouth  disease,  what 
would  you  do? — A cargo  arriving  from  a sche- 
duled country,  must  of  necessity  be  slaughtered 
at  the  port;  if  they  are  sent  to  London  they  are 
landed  at  Deptford,  and  they  are  then  slaughtered 
within  a certain  number  of  days. 


7831.  Would  you  continue  that  legislation  ?- 
I would  keep  certain  countries  scheduled  to  n« 
vent  the  importation  of  fatal  diseases.  ^ 

7832.  Mr.  Clare  Read.l  Do  you  consider 
pleuro-pneumonia  a fatal  disease  ?— Very  muc£ 


7833.  Are  there  not  a certain  number  of  coun 
tries  from  which  we  import  cattle,  in  which 
there  is  a great  loss  from  pleuro-pneumonia?— 
I am  not  aware  of  that.  We  import  cattle  from 
Spain  and  Portugal,  and  I never  heard  of  anv 
case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  occurring  amonget 
those.  We  sent  out  and  inquired,  and  we  could 
not  find  an  instance  in  which  disease  existed 
there. 

7834.  Are  you  not  aware  that  in  the  Nether- 
lands, which  is  an  unscheduled  country,  there  is 
an  immense  amount  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ?-I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Netherlands;  Ido 
not  know  about  it. 

7835.  But  we  will  suppose  that  you  do  know 
that  pleuro-pneumonia  was  very  rife  in  the 
Netherlands,  what  would  you  do  there  ?— I would 
place  that  country  in  the  schedule.  I would  not 
import  any  cattle  from  those  countries  in  which 
disease  was  known  to  exist. 

7836.  Chairman.']  Did  I understand  you  that 
if  there  were  some  affected  cattle  coming  from 
scheduled  countries,  you  would  have  them 
slaughtered  ?— The  law  at  present,  with  regard 
to  cattle  coming  from  a scheduled  country,  is  that 
they  must  be  slaughtered,  whether  they  have  the 
disease  or  not,  within  a certain  number  of  days, 
and  I would  keep  it  so. 

7837.  Mr.  Clare  Dead.]  And  you  would  ex- 
tend the  schedule  to  those  countries  where 
pleuro-pneumonia  existed? — I would  extend  the 
schedule  to  countries  where  fatal  diseases  ex- 
isted, and  I call  rinderpest  one,  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia another. 

7838.  Chairman.]  You  would  not  extend  itto 
countries  where  foot  and  mouth  disease  existed? 
— I would  not. 
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Thursday,  '22nd  May  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 


Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Monsell. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Ridley. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  MONSELL,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Thomas  Verdon.  re-called : and  further  Examined. 


7839.  Mr.  Kavanaghd]  In  your  examination 
on  the  last  day  you  stated  that  a higher  range  of 
prices  prevailed  in  Liverpool,  and  the  neighbour- 
ing markets,  than  in  London  ; can  you  give  the 
Committee  any  instances  of  that  ? — I can.  I can 
show  you  the  reports  which  appear  in  the  recog- 
nised organ  of  the  agricultural  community,  the 
“ Mark  Lane  Express.”  I begin  with  Monday, 
28th  April,  and  the  reports  are  published  in  that 
journal  each  evening,  and  the  highest  price  quoted 
for  prime  Scots  and  shorthorns  is  6 s.  per  8 lbs., 
that  is  9 d.  per  lb.,  and  the  same  thing  prevailed 
with  regard  to  sheep.  These  are  London  quo- 
tations for  live  stock. 

7840.  Will  you  just  show  the  difference  be- 
tween the  prices  charged  in  the  different 
markets? — Upon  the  same  day  a report  of  the 
Liverpool  Market  does  not  appear  here,  but  Sal- 
ford Market  is  quoted,  and  the  quotation  is  given 
for  best  cattle  9£  d.,  that  is  $d.  difference.  The 
week  following,  5th  May,  the  London  quotations 
are  for  prime  Scots  and  shorthorns  6 s.  per  8 lbs., 
that  is  9d.  per  lb.,  and  the  same  day  in  Liver- 
pool the  quotation  is  9§d.  ; all  through  the 
northern  country  the  same  high  range  of  prices 
prevailed.  At  Salford,  upon  that  day,  the  quo- 
tation is,  for  best  beasts  9£  d.,  again  making  the 
same  difference  as  between  Liverpool  and  Lon- 
don of  |d.  a pound.  Then,  upon  12th  May,  the 
highest  quotation  in  London  for  prime  Scots  and 
shorthorns  is  6s.  2d.  per  8 lbs.,  that  is  9£d.  per 
lb. ; and  upon  the  same  day  in  Liverpool,  the 
quotation  for  the  primest  cattle  is  9|  d.  to  10  d.  per 
lb.,  making  a difference  of  f d.  per  lb.  between  Lon- 
don and  Liverpool.  On  19th  May,  the  London 
quotation,  given  in  the  same  newspaper,  for  the 
primest  Scots  and  shorthorns,  is  6 s.  4 d.,  that  is 
Hd.  per  lb. ; in  Liverpool  the  quotation  is  9$  d. 
tolOd.  per  lb.,  and  in  Salford  the  quotations  for 
the  same  day  is  10  d.  I think  that  clearly  shows 
that  a higher  range  of  prices  has  prevailed  in 
Liverpool  than  in  London,  and  in  other  markets 
which  are  quoted. 

7841.  Chairman .]  And  now  prevails  ? — Yes, 
mid  has  for  some  time  back ; I could  give  that 
for  a long  period. 

7842.  Mr.  Kavanagh.']  If  you  referred  to  the 
prices  in  last  Monday’s  “ Times,”  that  would  be 
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further  corroborated  ? — Yes,  but  the  prices  are 
rapidly  rising  in  London,  and  I have  no  doubt 
that  before  the  autumn  they  will  be  as  high  in 
London,  in  consequence  of  the  provincial  buyers 
coming  here  from  elsewhere. 

7843.  In  reference  to  this  rise  in  price,  is  it 
not  the  fact  that  one  farthing  per  pound  upon  an 
average  ox  weighing  nine  score  pounds  per 
quarter,  or  720  lbs.  gross,  equal  to  90  stones 
London  weight,  is  equal  to  15  s.  ? — Yes. 

7844.  And  £ d.  per  lb.  is  equal  to  30s.? — Yes, 
it  is. 

7815.  Aud  | i-Z.  per  lb.  is  equal  to  45  s.?— Yes, 
it  is.  * 

7846.  And  Id.  per  lb.  is  equal  to  3 1.  per  head? 
— Yes. 

7847.  Therefore  a beast  weighing  720  lbs.  at 
9 cl.  per  lb.,  would  realize  27  l.  ? — Yes. 

7848.  And  at  10  d.  per  lb.  would  realize  30  l.  ? 
—Yes. 

7849.  With  regard  to  that  difference  in  the 
price  obtained  in  Liverpool  or  Salford,  or  even 
in  Birmingham,  where  there  are  no  cattle  sales- 
men, would  not  the  difference  more  than  pay  the 
24  per  cent,  commission  ? —It  would  leave  a very 
handsome  profit  to  the  owner  of  the  cattle. 

7850.  The  charge  of  cattle  for  railway  carnage 
from  Liverpool  to  London  is  11s.  per  head,  is  it 
not  ? — Yes,  it  costs  11  s.  to  bring  an  animal  either 
from  London  to  Liverpool,  or  from  Liverpool  to 
London. 

7851.  And  the  companies  charge  1 s.  a waggon, 
do  they  not,  for  disinfecting  and  cleansing  in 
addition? — The  railway  companies  always  charge 
1 s.  for  disinfecting  each  cattle  truck  eacb  lime  it 
is  used. 

7852.  Is  2 s.  10  d.  about  the  cost _ of  transit  be- 
tween Liverpool  and  Salford  ?— It  is  for  cattle.^ 

7853.  Have  you  not  for  many  years,  at  certain 
seasons,  sent  cattle  to  London  by  desire  of  your 
customers  upon  their  own  account? — Yes,  for 
many  years  we  were  in  the  custom  of  doing  so. 

7854.  That  is  about  10  years  ago,  is  it  not  ? — 
Yes,  we  have  not  sent  any  for  the  last  seven 
years  to  London  for  sale. 

7855.  In  fact,  as  you  stated  in  your  evidence, 
all  the  trade  is  from  London  towards  the  north  ? 

S s 3 — ■ AH 
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Mr,  — All  the  trade  now  is  from  London  towards  the  not  been  for  the  market  restrictions  in  Liverpool 

T.  Verdon.  north.  there  would  have  been  there  now  as  larae  1 

7856.  Are  there  many  troops  or  men-of-war  market  as  there  is  in  London? — I believe'fiiat 

2a  May  ships  in  or  about  Liverpool  ? — There  are  a con-  we  were  progressing  at  such  a rate  that  had  wo 

1®73*  eiderable  number.  not  been  trammelled  by  restrictions  we  would 

7857.  How  are  they  supplied  with  meat?  have  had  nearly  as  large  a market  in  Liverpool  as 

— The  ships  are  supplied  from  London  by  the  Metropolitan  Market.  1 

a contractor,  and  the  troops  are  at  present  sup-  7869.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  anv 
plied  by  a contractor  who  has  the  contract  statements  or  statistics  with  reference  to  the  in- 

until  the  first  day  of  June.  This  contractor  crease  of  the  market  since  the  year  1831  ?— Yes' 

at  present  supplying  the  troops  resides  in  I can ; I have  a vouched  return  which  is  signed 
Liverpool,  but  the  contract  has  recently  been  by  the  chairman  of  the  Cattle  Market  Company, 
taken  at  a very  much  reduced  price  from  that  7870.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  the  state- 
whicli  it  was  being  served  at  by  a London  con-  rnent? — In  1831  the  number  of  cattle  and  sheep 
tractor.  exhibited  in  the  Liverpool  market  was  42,000 

7858.  Who  is  now  supplying  this  meat? — A cattle,  and  219,000  sheep.  In  the  year  1841* the 

man  of  the  name  of  Frazer  is  at  present  supply-  number  was  58,000  cattle  and  277,000  sheep.  In 
ing  the  contract  in  Liverpool,  and  a firm  of  the  the  year  1851  the  number  of  cattle  exhibited  in 
name  of  Henry  Ash,  Israel  & Sons  have  taken  the  Liverpool  market  was  1 1 5,000  cattle,  and 
the  contract  to  supply  the  troops  in  the  northern  347,000  sheep.  In  the  year  1861  the  number 
district.  of  cattle  exhibited  in  the  Liverpool  market  was 

7859.  Chairman.!  Did  Mr.  Frazer  tender,  do  146,000  cattle,  and  452,000  sheep  and  lambs.  In 

you  know? — He  did,  and  he  told  me  himself  that  the  year  1871  (in  this  decade  the  cattle  plague 
the  tender  he  made  was  at  a very  reasonable  appeared,  and  restrictions  were  imposed)  the  num- 
figure  ; it  was  about  10  5.  per  cvvt.  over  the  price  her  of  cattle  exhibited  for  sale  was  106,000,  and 
that  Israel  & Sons  took  the  contract  at.  453,000  sheep  and  lambs.  I have  also  prepared 

7860.  Mr.  Kavanagh. ] Where  do  these  cattle  an  accurate  return,  vouched  from  the  Cattle 
come  from;  are  they  delivered  dead  or  alive?—  Market  Company’s  books  of  the  number  of  cattle 
The  custom  with  Mr.  Frazer  was  either  to  buy  exhibited  in  the  Liverpool  Cattle  Market  from  the 
the  cattle  in  Liverpool  or  in  Manchester,  and  he  year  1869  down  to  the  31st  March  in  the  present 
was  obliged  to  deliver  those  that  were  for  the  year,  each  year  compared,  and  for  the  sake  of 
troops  alive  at  certain  places ; for  instance,  the  contrast  there  arc  the  same  number  of  weeks  in 
Manchester  contractor  was  obliged  to  drive  in  each  year.  ( The  same  vms  handed  in.  Vide 
the  cattle  each  morning  alive,  and  they  were  in-  Appendix ). 

spected  each  morning  by  the  commissary,  and  a 7871.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  a state- 
soldier  is  placed  over  them  to  prevent  them  being  ment  of  that  return  ? — In  the  year  1869  the 
removed  or  changed,  and  they  are  slaughtered  by  number  of  cattle  exhibited  was  128,608,  and 
the  soldiers  at  the  expense  of  the  contractor.  in  the  year  1870  the  number  was  pretty  much 

7861.  How  is  it  that  no  local  man  has  under-  the  same;  126,000  in  round  numbers.  In 

taken  this  contract  ? — Because  the  prices  that  the  the  year  1871,  which  was  the  first  year  in 
local  men  could  afford  to  supply  the  meat  at  were  which  the  Act  of  1869  was  applied  to  Liver- 
considerably  more  than  the  men  residing  in  Lon-  pool,  the  number  was  106,000,  and  in  the 
don  has  taken  it  at;  a man  residing  in  London  year  1872,  the  number  had  fallen  off  to  99,000. 
has  taken  the  contract  at  a price  that  the  local  The  returns  for  the  1st  June  in  the  years  1870 
man  could  not  possibly  take  it  at  and  save  himself  and  1871  are  very  similar  in  the  numbers  shown 
from  loss,  without  speaking  of  profit.  each  week.  Upon  the  15th  August,  in  the  year 

7862.  Is  it  fair  to  ask  whether  the  London  1870,  the  number  of  cattle  was  2,400,  anil  upon 

contractor  has  not  since  asked  to  he  relieved  of  the  14th  August  1871  it  was  2,270.  The  14th 
his  contract? — He  has  endeavoured  to  sell  it,  and  August  1871  was  the  day  that  the  restrictions 
has  offered  a considerable  sum  of  money,  I am  were  put  in  force  in  the  Stanley  Market  for  the 
informed  by  some  of  the  people  in  Liverpool,  to  first  time.  Upon  the  21st  August  the  number 
whom  he  made  the  offer,  to  take  the  contracts  off  had  fallen  to  1,586.  Upon  the  28th  August, 
his  hands.  which  was  the  second  week  of  the  restrictions, 

7863.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  60  long  as  you  the  number  had  fallen  to  993,  and  on  the  14th 

recollect,  in  fact  during  all  your  term  of  busi-  September  the  number  was  1,306,  and  so  on, 
ness,  the  charge  for  commission  in  Liverpool  for  showing  a decreased  number  to  the  extent  of 
selling  stock  has  been  the  same? — It  is.  20,000  cattle  for  the  year  1871,  compared  with 

7864.  And  that  the  charge  in  London  has  been  1870. 

the  same  ? — It  has  been  the  same  as  long  as  I can  7872.  Are  there  any  other  returns  that  you 
recollect,  and  as  long  as  I have  been  in  business,  wish  to  hand  in  ?— There  is  another  return  of  the 
. '''865.  Therefore  it  would  be  an  unfair  deduc-  number  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  lambs  slaughtered 
tion  to  make  from  your  evidence,  that  the  fact  and  consumed  within  nine  miles  of  the  Liverpool 
of  the  supply  of  meat  having  decreased  in  Liver-  Exchange,  in  the  year  1872.  The  number 
pool  Market  was  due  to  the  high  commission,  as  amounted  to  91,497  cattle,  and  345,676  sheep, so 
compared  with  London? — That  would  he  a very  that  there  is  n very  small  proportion  more  than 
unreasonable  deduction.  the  actual  requirements  exhibited  for  sale  m the 

7866.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  under  your  system  Liverpool  Stanley  Market,  which  used  tobetne 

the  purchaser  pays  no  commission  ? — The  pur-  great  exposition  market  for  all  the  north  of  hog- 
chaser  never  pays  any  commission.  land.  { The  same  was  handed  in.  Vide  -V 

7867.  Is  it  not  also  the  fact  that  the  market  pendix .) 

charges  in  Liverpool  are  less  than  elsewhere  ?—  7873.  There  is  little  more  exhibited  for  sale  ™ 

They  are  less  than  in  any  market  in  the  United  that  market  than  Liverpool  consumes  itseit  f— 
Kingdom,  and  the  accommodation  is  better.  Scarcely  any  at  all.  , ^ 

7868.  And  you  are  still  of  opinion  that  had  it  7874.  Consequently  other  towns  have  tc < W 
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elsewhere  ? — Other  towns  have  to  look  elsewhere. 
I have  here  a return  of  the  gross  number  of  every 
kind  and  description  of  cattle  imported  into  Liver- 
pool, which  I was  asked  to  supply.  ( The  same 
was  handed  in.  Vide  Appendix.) 

7875.  Some  question  was  asked  you  with  re- 
ference to  the  authenticity  of  this  requisition 
which  was  presented  to  the  mayor  of  the  borough 
of  Liverpool,  signed  by  a great  many  gentle- 
men?— Mr.  Dent  asked  me  what  was  the  date 
of  it;  he  said  there  was  no  date  to  the  document, 
and  the  date  is  supplied  now  by  the  town  clerk 
and  vouched. 

7876.  Will  you  hand  that  in  ? — I will.  ( The 
same  was  handed  in.  Vide  Appendix .) 

7877.  Have  you  any  more  statistics  with 
regard  to  the  market  at  Liverpool,  which  you  wish 
to  put  in  ? — I have  put  in  all  those  papers. 

7878.  As  far  as  your  firm  are  concerned  in 
Liverpool,  you  are  not  at  all  desirous  of  obtain- 
ing a monopoly  of  the  cattle  trade  there,  are 
you? — Certainly  not. 

7879.  It  is  your  direct  interest  to  make  the 
market  as  large  as  possible  ? — It  is,  decidedly. 

7880.  In  met,  the  larger  the  market  is,  the 
greater  your  chances  are  of  permanent  and  con- 
tinued prosperity? — The  larger  the  number  of 
people  attending  the  market,  and  competing  with 
us,  the  greater  our  chance  of  success. 

7881.  You  think  that  where  there  is  a fan- 
field  of  competition,  a man  who  has  industry, 
ability,  and  capital,  will  always  be  more  pros- 
perous than  a man  possessing  the  same  advan- 
tages would  be  without  competition  ? — I am  quite 
sure  of  it. 

7882.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  your  business  and 
the  business  of  most  of  the  leading  salesmen  has 
increased  since  the  restrictions  were  put  in 
force? — The  business  of  the  firm  with  which  I 
am  connected  has  very  considerably  increased, 
and  my  impression  is  that  the  business  of  all  the 
large  salesmen  has  considerably  increased. 

7883.  Therefore  it  can  be  no  interested  object 
which  actuates  you  in  recommending  that  these 
restrictions  should  be  removed  ? — Certainly  not. 

7884.  You  think  that  the  tendency  of  these 
very  high  prices  has  been  to  cause  mere  or  less 
of  a monopoly,  and  to  prevent  men  of  small  or 
moderate  means  continuing  in  the  butchering 
trade?— I do. 

7885.  What  is  your  idea  with  reference  to  the 
prospect  of  the  prices  of  meat;  do  you  think 
that  we  are  likely  to  have  a higher  range  of 
prices  ? — I think,  from  every  information  which  I 
can  collect,  and  from  every  information  which 
has  come  into  my  possession,  we  are  likely  to 
have  a higher  range  of  prices,  for  a considerable 
period,  than  we  have  had  for  very  many  years. 

7886.  And  you  think  that  from  this  high  range 
of  prices,  and  the  distress  which  it  occasions,  it 
will  he  very  likely  that  we  may  expect  disagree- 
ble  manifestations  in  several  of  the  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire  towns  ?— From  the  feeling  which 
-‘■know  exists  in  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  towns,  I 
quite  expect  to  see  very  disagreeable  demonstra- 
uons  against  people  who  are  selling  cattles 
butchers,  and  people  of  that  kind ; we  have  had 
such  demonstrations  there  already. 

7887.  In  fact,  upon  the  whole,  it  is  your 
opinion  that  those  restrictions  have  had  very 
^beli t0  ^ Wanting  the  price  of  meat? — 

7888.  Now  I should  -like  to  ask  you  some 
~ ^th  regard  to  Mr.  Jenkins’s  report, 


which  has  been  very  widely  circulated  in  the 
country,  and  which  I think  has  not  been,  upon 
the  whole,  very  favourable  to  Ireland  any  more 
than  his  evidence ; I will  refer  you  to  the  dif- 
ferent paragraphs  in  the  book,  and  ask  your 
opinion  upon  them ; with  reference  to  his  state- 
ment at  page  191,  in  1872,  he  speaks  as  to  the 
severity  of  the  disease,  does  he  not  ? — Yes,  he 
does. 

.7b89.  In  your  opinion,  is  the  statement  there 
correct? — The  statement  that  he  makes  is,  “I 
refer  to  the  increased  liability  of  stock  to  recur- 
rent attacks.  This  fact  is  quite  patent  to  those 
who  go  about  the  country  and  ascertain  the  ex- 
perience of  the  agricultural  community.  Veteri- 
nary surgeons  are  doubtless  right  when  they 
state  that  this  recurrence  was  well  known  in 
1839  and  1840;  but  the  difference  is  this,  that 
whereas  in  those  days  an  animal  which  had  had 
the  disease  two  or  three  times  might  have  been 
considered  worthy  of  a place  in  the  British 
Museum  or  the  Royal  Veterinary  College,  now 
such  instances  are  probably  well  known  to  the 
majority  of  English  farmers.” 

7890.  You  do  not  agree  with  that  statement  ? 
— Not  at  all. 

7891.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  Mr.  0.  C.  L. 
Murphy,  of  Breemont,  Laracor,  county  Meath, 
who  feeds  more  than  1,000  cattle  each  year,  and 
stall-feeds  160  cattle,  has  assured  you  that  he 
never  saw  a case  of  a beast  being  attacked  twice? 
— He  told  me  that  he  never  saw  it,  and  could 
not  find  out  an  instance  of  it  within  his  know- 
ledge, although  he  had  taken  very  great  trouble 
to  do  so. 

7892.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  When  did  Mr.  Mur- 
phy say  so  ? — Within  the  last  10  days;  1 quite 
admit  that  I have  seen  it  myself.  I have  seen 
it  twice  myself  in  the  same  animal,  but  I am 
only  giving  you  the  experience  of  a very  large 
feeder  who  never  has  seen  its  recurrence,  but  I 
do  not  dispute  the  fact  tliat  it  may  occasionally 
affect  an  animal  twice. 

7893.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  You  do  not  understand 
that  Mr.  M urphy  states  that  it  is  impossible  for 
a beast  to  get  the  disease  twice  ? — No,  he  only 
states  it  as  his  experience,  that  he  never  knew 
a case  or  could  find  a case,  although  he  took 
great  pains  to  ascertain  it,  where  an  animal  had 
had  the  disease  twice.  His  opinion  was  that  so 
far  as  his  experience  went  it  could  not  happen. 

7894.  I merely  put  that  to  show  that  Mr. 
J enkins  is  in  error  when  he  states  that  the  fact 
that  animals  have  had  the  disease  two  or  three 
times  is  very  commonly  known  ? — It  is  my  ex- 
perience, and  I have  had  a very  large  experi- 
ence, very  much  larger  than  most  men  have  had, 
that  I have  met  very  few  instances  where  a case 
has  occurred  twice. 

7895.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  Mr.  Jenkins,  I think, 
says  that  a recurrence  of  the  disease  in  the  same 
animals  has  only  occurred  very  recently  indeed  ? 
— No,  he  does  not  say  that ; he  says  that  “ ve- 
terinary surgeons  are  doubtless  right  when  they 
say  that  this  recurrence  was  well  known  in  1839 
and  1840.”  Those  are  Mr.  Jenkins’s  words. 

7896.  Mr.  Kavanngh.]  Mr.  Jenkins  says  that 
it  is  a common  thing? — Yes,  he  says  that  it  is  a 
well-known  thing. 

7897.  Now  with  regard  to  page  199,  in  the 
second  paragraph,  Mr.  Jenkins  there  advocates 
the  right  of  entry  .;  are  you  of  opinion  that  the 
right  of  entry  into  premises  for  the  purpose  of 
discovering  foot  and  mouth  disease  would  be  ob- 

g s 4 jectionable? 
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jeetionable  ? — I think  it  would  he  most  objection- 
able, and  a very  likely  means  to  propagate 
disease. 

7898.  Do  you  consider  that  the  mode  of  exa- 
mination conducted  by  the  police  is  objectionable  ? 
— Highly  so. 

7899.  And  you  are  of  opinion  that  more  harm 
than  good  is  done  by  this  sort  of  examination  ? — 
I am,  decidedly  of  that  opinion. 

7900.  Are  you  aware  that  the  right  of  entry 
does  exist  in  Ireland? — Yes,  I am,  and  I am 
also  aware  that  it  is  very  seldom  exercised;  it 
does  not  exist  in  England. 

7901.  Chairman.']  Does  the  right  of  entry  do 
harm  in  Ireland? — It  is  very  seldom  exercised; 
but  if  it  were  generally  exercised,  and  policemen 
went  about  from  farm  to  farm,  they  would  be  the 
means  of  carrying  infection  with  them,  and 
thereby  propagating  disease. 

7902.  Mr.  Katanagli.]  You  are  of  opinion  that 
this  sort  of  examination  which  is  carried  on  by  the 
police  tends  rather  to  spread  the  disease  than 
otherwise  ? — Yes,  because  you  cannot  by  any 
means  get  policemen,  or  ordinary  people  of  that 
kind,  to  take  the  proper  precautions  to  disinfect 
themselves. 

7903.  How  is  inspection  canned  on  in  the 
Liverpool  market  ? — The  inspection  which  is  car- 
ried on  in  the  Liverpool  market,  is  conducted  in 
this  way : two  veterinary  surgeons  enter  the 
market,  they  are  accompanied  by  five  or  six 
policeman,  they  go  round  from  lot  to  lot  through 
the  market,  and  open  the  mouths  of  any  cattle 
that  they  suspect,  and  very  frequently  they  open 
the  mouths  of  cattle  which  are  not  at  all  affected. 
Occasionally  they  do  examine  cattle  which  are  in- 
fected; the  means  which  they  have  of  disinfecting 
themselves  I do  not  consider  at  all  sufficient;  if 
those  animals  which  were  healthy  before  their 
examination,  were  to  be  kept  alive  and  moved 
about,  there  is  no  doubt  that  these  animals  which 
they  examined  would  be  very  materially  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

7904.  Now  with  regard  to  Ireland, Mr.  Jenkins, 
in  page  201,  states  that  “ the  disease  prevails  near 
all  the  ports,  more  particularly  Dublin,  Drogheda, 
and  Waterford do  you  agree  with  him  in  that? 
—I  do. 

7905.  You  believe  that  the  reason  that  disease 
prevails  there  is  because  it  is  brought  there  from 
En  gland  ? — Y es,  I d 0. 

7906.  Have  you  not  seen  English  calves  in 
some  of  the  fairs;  Mullingar,  for  instance? — I 
was  in  Mullingar  at  the  fair  upon  two  occasions 
this  year,  and  I took  the  trouble  to  count  the 
number  of  calves  each  time  that  I was  there,  and 
to  ask  the  people  where  they  brought  them  from, 
and  they  all  told  me  that  they  were  English 
calves.  In  one  fair  there  were  60  odd,  and  in 
another  fair  there  were  40  odd. 

7907.  And  that,  you  think,  accounts  sufficiently 

for  the  fact  that  the  disease  prevails,  in  the  east 
first,  and  that  it  then  goes  to  the  west,  according 
as  the  cattle  come  from  a diseased  country  ? — Yes, 
precisely. 

7908.  Now  to  go  on  to  page  202,  in  the  second 
paragraph ; do  you  agree  with  what  Mr.  Jenkins 
says  with  reference  to  the  disregard  of  the  law  by 
railway  companies  in  disinfecting  their  trucks  ?— 
I quite  agree  with  him  there.  I believe  that  the 
railway  companies  in  Ireland  do  not  disinfect 
their  trucks  as  they  ought  to  do. 

7909.  In  your  judgment,  would  washing  with 
water  be  a sufficient  disinfecting  for  railway 


trucks?— If  you  could  insure  that  the  railway 


trucks  were  thoroughly'  washed  with  water"? 
would  be  a very  good  disinfectant,  particularly  if 
there  was  a little  carbolic  acid  mixed  with 
water.  Lne 

7910  You  think  that  that  would  be  a more 
reasonable  way  of  disinfecting  than  to  oblige  fh! 
railway  companies  to  whitewash  the  trucks? 
Yes,  I believe  it  would.  The  reason  that  white 
wash  is  used  is  that  it  can  be  proved  whether  thev 
are  disinfected  or  not  by  any  casual  observer 
I believe  that  that  is  the  only  object  of  request' 
ing  whitewash  to  be  used.  ^ " 

7911.  Now  with  regard  to  the  fairs  in  Ireland 
you  have  attended  Mullingar  Fair,  have  you  not’ 
two  or  three  times  a year  for  the  last  15  years?— 
I have  a great  many  times ; I have  attended  that 
fair  twice  this  year,  and  for  a great  many  years 
before  I have  attended  that  fair. 

7912.  Have  you  seen  any  unhealthy  beasts 
offered  for  sale  there  ? — I never  saw  one. 

7913.  With  regard  to  Ballinasloe  Fair,  Mr, 
J enkins  refers  to  it  on  page  205  of  his  book ; do 
you  consider  that  that  is  a very  fine  fair  green? 
— It  is  perhaps  the  finest  in  the  world. 

7914.  Do  you  think  that  it  could  be  improved 
by  the  erection  of  a whole  lot  of  pens  through  it? 
— Not  at  all. 

7915.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
put  pens  there  ? — It  would  be  quite  impossible. 

7916.  Through  the  whole  of  Garbally  Park? 
— Garbally  Park  is  one  of  the  finest  demesnes  in 
Ireland,  and  the  sheep  fair  is  held  within  that 
park,  and  I should  think  that  it  would  be  very 
detrimental  to  the  appearance  of  Garbally  Park, 
and  that  it  would  be  useless  to  erect  a number  of 
sheep  pens  there. 

7917.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  Irish  cattle  being 
sent  to  fairs  are  taken  very  good  care  of,  and  are 
very  carefully  driven  by  experienced  men  from 
their  homes  ? — It  is  the  fact. 

7918.  Have  you  known  instances  of  gentle- 
men, owners  of  cattle,  walking  with  their  cattle 
themselves? — You  could  hardly  imagine  the 
great  attention  and  care  that  the  stockowners 
in  the  West  of  Ireland  pay  to  their  cattle  in 
moving  them  to  a fair.  I have  seen  a gentle- 
man possessed  of  a very  large  property,  I may 
mention  his  name,  Mr.  Shaw  Taylor,  he  was  the 
high  sheriff  of  one  of  the  western  counties,  and 
I met  him  once  upon  the  road,  and  he  told  me 
that  he  had  been  three  days  walking  along  with 
his  cattle,  going  to  Ballinasloe ; I should  think 
that  his  property  was  worth  from  10,000/.  to 
15,000 1,  a year. 

7919.  Cattle  are  seldom  driven  more  than 

eight  or  10  miles  a day,  I believe? — Barely,  mar® 
than  eight  or  nine  miles.  , 

7920.  And  are  very  well  taken  care  of  at  the 
end  of  the  journey,  are  they  not  ? — As  well  as  it 
is  possible  to  take  care  of  cattle. 

7921.  I do  not  think  your  experience  agrees 
with  that  of  Mr.  Jenkins  ? — It  is  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  Mr.  Jenkins’s  statement. 

7922.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  What  was  Mr.  J®- 
kins’s  statement  ? — He  assumes  that  cattle  are 
not  fed  and  watered  before  they  are  brought 
Ballinasloe. 


jiujiiiiisxue.  . , 

7923.  The  cattle  are  always  lodged  wp®  » 
are  they  not? — They  are  lodged  in  the  very  W 


parks  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Ballinasloe,  where 

there  is  plenty  of  grass  and  water  given  to  t • 
7924.  Mr.  Barclay:]  How  are  the  animals 
while  walking  to  the  fair  ? — Fields  are  taken  ^ 


each 
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ch  side  of  the  road,  and  I have  seen  as  many 
as  12  carts  following  100  cattle,  all  laden  with 
i,av  for  their  consumption  during  the  journey. 

7925.  Mr.  KavanaghC]  You  have  of  course 

attended  a good  many  English  fairs  as  well  ?— 
Yes,  I have  very  often.  _ 

7926.  Would  Ballinasloe  Fair  contrast  favour- 
ably with  the  English  fairs  ? — The  English  fairs 
would  contrast  very  unfavourably  with  Ballina- 


7927.  After  cattle  are  purchased,  is  not  the 
same  great  care  taken  of  them  for  the  owner’s 
sake,  that  they  are  re-parked  and  watered,  and 
.ret  plenty  of  hay  ?— Of  course ; I never  went  to 
Ballinasloe  Fair  to  purchase  cattle  that  I had 
not  made  arrangements  long  beforehand  to  have 
parks  taken,  and  to  have  all  the  means  of 
attending  to  the  cattle  on  the  road  home.  This 
is  the  general  custom. 

7928.  Therefore  you  do  not  agree  with  Mr. 
Jenkins’s  statement  about  the  treatment  of 
cattle  ?— Certainly  not. 

7929.  Now  let  me  refer  you  to  a case  of  disease 
reported  in  his  book  among  Mr.  Raftery’s  cattle ; 

I believe  it  is  referred  to  by  the  Honourable  Mr. 
Mostyn,  who  was  the  inspector ; do  you  know 
the  gentleman  who  sold  those  cattle  and  the 
gentleman  who  bought  them? — I know  Mr. 
llaftery  very  well,  and  I know  Mr.  Samuel 
Garnett,  a relative  of  the  gentleman  you 
examined  here ; it  was  he  who  purchased  the 
cattle. 

7930.  Did  you  see  the  same  cattle  in  Ballina- 
sloe  Fair  in  January  ? — Yes. 

7931.  Were  they  not  purchased  by  Mr.  Con- 
canen,  who  sold  them  in  January  at  1 l. 17  s,  6 d. 
over  the  October  prices? — Mr.  Concancn  pur- 
chased those  cattle  a few  days  after  the  October 
Ballinasloe  Fair  from  Mr.  llaftery,  and  he  kept 
them  until  January,  and  then  resold  them  in 
January  at  1 l.  17  s.  6 d.  increase  to  Mr.  Gar- 
nett again. 

7932.  Mr.  Barclay .]  What  was  the  price  of 
them  ?— £.  16  was  the  price  of  them  in  Ballina- 
sloc  in  the  first  October  fair,  1 think. 

7933.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  £.  1.  17.  6.  profit  for 
three  months’  keep? — Yes,  hut  three  months’ 
keep  is  not  of  so  much  value  as  you  would 
imagine,  because  the  land  of  these  people  is 
lying  idle  after  the  Ballinasloe  Fair,  and  a man 
loses  nothing  much  by  keeping  the  cattle  three 
months. 

7934.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Do  you  know  Mr. 
Burton  Perse  ? — Yes  I do,  very  well. 

7935.  Had  he  270  beasts  in  the  last  Ballina- 
sloe Fair? — I believe  so. 

7936.  With  70  men  in  charge  of  them  ? — He 
had  70  men  in  charge  of  them;  I know  that, 
as  a fact,  there  were  70  men  in  charge  of  the  270 
cattle. 

7937.  I was  asking  you  about  the  difference 
between  English  and  Irish  fairs,  and  how  they 
contrast  with  each  other  ; you  have  been  at 
Masham  Fair,  have  you  not  ? — I have  been  there 
very  often. 

7938.  I believe  you  bought  600  lambs  there? 
—I  bought  600  lambs  last  September  in  Masham 
Fair. 

7939.  Did  you  see  any  inspection  there? — Not 
there. 

•7940.  Do  you  recollect  of  whom  you  bought 
the  lambs? — I do  not  perfectly.  I bought  one 
lot  from  a gentleman  of  the  name  of  Chapman, 
and  I bought  the  others  of  a gentleman  of  the 

0.58. 


name  of  Robinson;  both  of  them  were  gentle- 
men, who  live  upon  their  own  property  in  York- 
shire. 

7941.  You  say  there  was  no  inspection  there  ? 
— I say  no;  there  were  plenty  of  lambs  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  exhibited  for  sale  in 
the  fair. 

7942.  Mr.  Bell.]  Masham  is  one  of  the  largest 
sheep  and  lamb  fairs  in  Great  Britain,  is  it  not? 
— It  is  one  of  the  largest  in  England,  but  not  in 
Great  Britain ; there  are  larger  fairs  in  Scotland. 
Falkirk,  Inverness,  and  Lanark,  for  instance. 

7943.  Mr.  Ridley.']  Was  there  foot  and  mouth 
disease  among  the  lambs  you  bought? — About 
half  of  them  had  it  when  they  arrived  in  Liver- 
pool. 

7944.  Where  did  you  move  them  to?  — I 
moved  them  to  places  that  I took  to  keep  them 
on,  and  I have  never  sent  them  over  to  Ireland 
yet,  in  consequence  of  the  infection,  and  they 
are  in  the  parks  now. 

7945.  Whereabouts  ? — Twelve  miles  off  from 
me,  on  grass,  for  which  I pay  myself^  although  I 
have  plenty  of  grass  at  Liverpool.  1 put  them 
into  those  places  so  that  it  might  not  be  said  that 
I was  the  means  of  bringing  foot  and  mouth 
disease  into  Ireland. 

7946.  Was  that  your  own  doing? — It  was 
quite  my  own  doing.  They  got  well  of  the  disease 
very  shortly,  but  1 would  not  remove  them. 

7947.  Chairman.]  You  imposed  a restriction 
upon  yourself  ? — Certainly,  it  was  for  self  pre- 
servation. 

7948.  Therefore  you  rather  approve  of  re- 
strictions ? — But  I would  impose  the  restric- 
tions myself  if  there  was  in  my  judgment  auy 
occasion  to  do  so. 

7949.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Were  those  sheep 
diseased  when  you  bought  them  ? — About  one- 
half  were  when  they  got  home. 

7950.  When  you  bought  them  were  they  suf- 
fering from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I observed 
about  30  of  them,  when  I bought  them,  had  it ; 
and  the  day  after,  on  inspecting  them  when  they 
arrived  home,  I said  to  my  man,  “ I think  more 
than  half  of  them  have  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease,*’  and  he  said,  “ The  whole  of  them  will 
have  it  before  a week,  sir.” 

7951.  I suppose  you  gave  something  less  for 
them  in  consequence  of  their  being  diseased  ? — 
Not  a penny. 

7952.  Mi\  Kavanagh.]  At  page  20S  of  Mi-. 
Jenkins’s  evidence,  he  refers  to  a blackfaced  ewe 
that  was  diseased  in  the  fair  of  Ballinasloe  ; is  it 
not  the  fact  that  most  of  those  blackfaced  ewes 
are  exported  from  Scotland  ? — It  is ; there  are  a 
great  number  of  blackfaced  ewes  imported  and 
sold  in  Ballinasloe  which  come  from  Scotland. 
We  do  not  encourage  the  blackfaced  breed,  and 
it  is  not  extensively  bred  in  Ireland. 

7953.  So  that  it  is  as  likely  as  not,  or  more 
likely,  that  the  disease  which  appeared  in  the 
sheep  at  Ballinasloe  came  from  Scotland  ? — It  is 
a great  deal  more  than  probable. 

7954.  Now  I must  refer  you  to  the  last  para- 
graph, about  a statement  in  respect  to  Mr. 
Russell’s  cattle;  do  you  consider  that. a gross 
fabrication? — It  is  perfectly  inaccurate;  there  is 
not  one  word  of  truth  in  the  whole  of  it. 

7955.  You  have  some  letters  which  accom- 
panied that  statement,  which  I asked  Mr.  Jenkins 
to  read,  from  the  sub-constable? — I have. 

7956.  Mr.  Jenkins  stated  that  that  document 
was  a very  vague  one ; perhaps  you  could  read 

Tt  t0 
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to  the  Committee  the  letters  -which  accompanied  7963.  Now,  with  regard  to  Liver  1 
it;  I had  not  them  at  the  time  ? — I may  mention  Jenkins  makes  a good  many  statement-?  , ^r' 

that  I went  to  Mullingar  Fair,  and  I there  met  217.  I think  he  states  that  amour?  P°nP*§e 
Mr.  Russell,  a gentleman  who  owns  the  land,  and  things,  there  are  no  water  troughs  ° u 
I saw  four  or  five  of  the  magistrates  who  reside  landing  quays  of  Liverpool.  You°nust 
in  that  immediate  locality.  Amongst  others,  I well  acquainted  with  the  Liverpool  Marl- 
saw  Mr.  Richard  Steele  Featherstonhaugh,  of  am.  ‘ e *~~l 

Rock  View,  Ivillucan,  and  I brought  Mr.  79G4.  Could  you  show  the  Committee  the 

Russell  to  him  and,  in  his  presence,  I asked  him,  of  things  which  existed  ? — This  is  a man  V i 
“Have  you  ever  lost  any  cattle,  or  have  any  you  will  sec  is  vouched  and  authenticated 
cattle,  during  your  occupation  of  these  lands,  being  prepared  by  the  Liverpool  Borough  F 
died  ?”  he  told  me  that  he  had  lost  none  gincer,  and  all  those  that  are  marked  them*1' 

during  the  last  11  years,  not  one  animal  having  cattle  troughs.  {The  Map  was  handed  in  1 ^ 
died  on  his  farm.  He  told  me  also  that  I10  had  7905.  Mr.  Pell.']  Is  there  a competent  su  1 
had  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon  that  farm,  but  of  water  in  those  troughs,  or  is  it  only  atro  nf 
that  the  cattle  were  attacked  with  a very  mild  without  water  ? — There  is  a ball-tap  to  them  anl 

form  of  the  disease,  and  that  at  the  expiration  of  I never  yet  saw  a trough  without  water  inLiv 
14  days  he  did  not  think  the  animals  had  received  pool. 

any  considerable  injury.  7966.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  When  were  they  nut 

7957-  You  have  got  the  letter  which  accorn-  up? — About  15  or  20  years  ago.  There  is  nut 
panied  this  statement,  I believe  ? — I have.  I one  trough  which  has  been  erected  within  th 
asked  Mr.  Russell,  “ Would  you  have  any  ob-  last  10  years,  and  there  are  at  least  20  of  them  6 
jection  to  write  a letter  to  Mr.  Featherstonhaugh  7967.  What  is  the  length  of  that  portion  of  the 
and  state  the  case  ?”  and  he  said,  “ Not  the  docks  at  Liverpool  which  is  used  for  landing 
least;”  and  I have  here  a letter  from  Mr.  cattle? — The  Irish  steam  trade  is  concentrated 
Featherstonhaugh.  The  letter  is  as  follows.  It  from  here  to  here ; an  occasional  steamboat  lands  ■ 
is  dated  6th  May  1873,  “ In  consequence  of  the  there,  and  consequently  there  is  a water  trough 
conversation  we  had  in  the  late  fair  of  Mullin-  there,  and  occasionally  a steamboat  lands  there 
gar,  I think  it  right  to  state  that  1 had  not  as  {pointing  to  the  Plan).  Wherever  a steamboat 
much  as  one  death  for  the  last  12  months  in  the  has  discharged  cattle,  or  has  been  in  the  habit  of 
cattle  put  on  my  farm  in  the  county  Longford,  discharging  cattle,  the  Corporation  has  erected 
and  that  the  report  which  appeared  in  the  papers  water  troughs,  and  you  will  sec  that  the  conceu- 
last  October  was  quite  untrue.— Yours  faithfully,  tration  is  about  the  docks  where  the  Irish  cattle 
Thomas  Russell.”  are  landed. 


7958.  That  corroborates  the  statement  of  the 
sub- constable,  which  Mr.  Jenkins  declared  was 
so  vague  ? — I asked  five  justices  of  the  peace 
who  reside  in  that  locality,  and  they  each  of  them 
Btated  that  there  was  no  possible  foundation  for 
such  a fabrication  as  that  circulated  by  Mr. 
Jenkins  in  the  “Journal  of  the  Royal  Agricul- 
tural Society.” 

7959.  Now  if  you  refer  to  page  209,  I think 
Mr.  J enkins  says  there  that  Ballinasloe  Fair  may 
be  taken  as  a good  starting  point  from  which  to 
trace  disease  to  England,  and  so  on ; is  it  not  the 
fact  that  not  more  than  1,500  cattle  sold  in  Ballin- 
asloe Fair  went  to  England?— My  belief  is  that 
that  is  the  case. 

7960.  Is  it  not  also  the  fact  that  moi'e  than  half 
that  number  were  fat  cattle,  that  is  to  say,  cattle 
which  went  for  immediate  slaughter? — They 
were. 

7961.  You  could  show  that  from  the  returns 
for  Liverpool  ?— One  of  the  Papers  which  I have 
handed  in  will  show  that  at  that  particular  time 
there  was  no  material  increase. 

/962.  You  do  not  agree  with  a statement  upon 
page  210,  I believe? — The  paragraph  is  this, 

Arriving  in  Dublin  upon  the  Friday  evening, 
I ascertained  that  cattle  from  Ballinasloe  would 
probably  reach  North  Wall  in  a more  or  less  con- 
tinuous stream  during  the  night  and  the  next 
day,  and  as  many  as  possible  would  be  put  on 
board  the  steamboats  timed  to  leave  for  the  various 
English  ports  by  the  morning  and  evening  tides 
on  Saturday.  The  probability  of  their  being  fed 
and  watered  in  the  receiving  yards  belonging  to 
the  various  railway  and  steamboat  companies  is, 
as  will  presently  be  seen,  very  small  indeed,  ex- 
cept in  the  yard  belonging  to  an  English  railway 
company ; ” you  do  not  agree  with  the  general 
sense  of  that  paragraph  ?— No,  I know  it  is  not 
correct. 


7968.  There  is  a pretty  good  supply  of  water 
troughs  in  that  place  where  the  cattle  are  usually 
landed  ? — 1 es,  there  are  a great  deal  more  than 
are  used,  and  more  than  is  required. 

7969.  Mr.  Knvanngh.]  You  consider  that  the 
arrangements  for  landing  foreign  cattle  in  Liver- 
pool arc  satisfactory  ? — As  perfect  as  anything  in 
the  world  can  be,  I think. 

7970.  Therefore  you  do  not  agree  with  Mr. 
J en kins’s.  statement  upon  that  head,  upon  page 
218  ? — His  statement  is  exceedingly  inaccurate; 
it  is  perfectly  inaccurate. 

7971.  You  know  from  your  own  personal 
knowledge  that  every  statement  in  that  para- 
graph is  inaccurate  ? — I know  it  from  my  own 
personal  knowledge. 

797 2.  Mr.  Jenkins,  at  page  233,  states  that  he 
was  told,  I believe,  that  cattle  carried  upon  deck 
ou  a steamer  were  worth  1 /.  a head  more  at  the 
oud  of  the  voyage  than  cattle  carried  in  the  hold ; 
do  you  agree  with  him  there  ? — If  I had  valuable 
cattle  going  by  sea ; for  instance,  if  I had  show 
cattle,  1 would  write  specially  desiring  that  they 
should  not  be  placed  upon  deck.  I have  shown 
this  paragraph  to  a great  number  of  the  largest 
cattle  feeders  in  Ireland  who  ship  cattle  to  Eng- 
land, and  they  say  that  they  never  heard  such  a 
statement  made  by  a sane  man. 

7973.  You  do  not  agree  with  his  further  state- 
ment about  the  crowded  state  of  the  hold  and  the 
bad  ventilation,  and  a lot  of  chemical  terms  which 
he  uses  ? — All  his  statements . are  very  inaccu- 
rate respecting  the  steamers. 

7974.  In  page  241,  he  refers  to  the  general 
question  of  fairs  in  Ireland ; you  would  be  of 
opinion  that  fewer  fairs  might  be  an  advantage? 
— I agree  with  Mr.  Jenkins  in  this,  that  a less 
number  of  fairs  would  be  desirable. 

. 7975.  But  you  think  that  it  would,  be  a 
ridiculous  rule  to  make,  that  all  cattle  fairs  and 
markets 
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morlcpts  in  Ireland  should  be  subdivided  by  pens 
3 different  sizes?— It  would  be  perfectly  1m- 

^7976^Mr.  Jenkins  goes  on,  in  page  242,  with 
a number  of  recommendations  which  I do  not 
think  I need  trouble  the  Committee  with 
In  some  of  them,  I may  say,  I agree  with  lum 
perfectly,  but  some  of  those  recommendations  1 
entirely  dissent  from. 

7977.  Do  you  agree  with  lnm  with  relerence 
to  recommendation  No.  1 ? I do  not.  _ 

7978.  I must  refer  once  more  to  Cheshire ; do 
you  know  anything  about  the  _ Hundred  of 
Win-all ; is  that  in  Cheshire  ?— It  is. 

7979.  Have  you  seen  any  report  from  the 
Agricultural  Society  there  ?— I have  seen  a re- 
port which  was  written  by  a Mr.  Burnham,  who 
was  secretary  of  the  Win-all  Agricultural  Asso- 
ciation, and  in  that  report  he  gives  a very 
lamentable  account  of  the  farming  condition, 
and  the  general  agricultural  economy  of  the 
hundred. 

7980.  In  Mr.  Burnham’s  report  upon  the  Hun- 
dred of  Wirrall,  he  bears  out  your  general 
evidence  with  reference  to  the  county  of  Chester? 
—He  does,  and  he  refers  to  an  article  which  ap- 
peared in  the  J ournal  of  the  Royal  Agricultural 
Society  of  England  to  corroborate  bis  own  state- 
ment. I cannot  give  you  the  dates,  but  I can 
get  the  book  and  show  it  to  the  Committee,  if  it 


7981.  You  have  read  Professor  Baldwin’s 
evidence,  have  you  not? — Yes,  I have. 

7982.  Will  you  state  to  the  Committee  what 
is  your  general  opinion  with  regard  to  the  re- 
commendations and  statements  which  lie  makes  ? 
—I  entirely  disagree  with  the  majority  of  liis 
recommendations. 

7983.  There  are  one  or  two  points  in  Pro- 
fessor Ferguson’s  evidence  which  I think  you 
have  something  to  say  about,  and  the  first  one,  I 
think,  is  No.  4861  in  the  evidence  of  the  1st  of 
May  ?— Professor  Ferguson  is  asked,  “ Are  there 
no  veterinary  inspectors  in  the  provinces  of  Ire- 
land?” And  his  answer  to  that  is,  “ There  are 
only  60  veterinary  surgeons  regularly  graduated 
(meaning  by  that  members  of  the  lloyal  Veteri- 
nary College)  in  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  the 
majority  of  those  are  in  the  large  towns,  particu- 
larly those  towns  which  are  thickly  inhabited, 
and  which  are  seaport  towns ; of  those  there  are 
10  or  12  in  Dublin,  and  there  are  a number 
more  in  Belfast,  but  speaking  from  my  know- 
ledge, according  to  the  last  Veterinary  College 
list,  I do  not  believe  that  there  is  a single 
graduated  veterinary  surgeon  in  the  whole  pro- 
vince of  Connaught.” 

7984.  Have  you  any  remark  to  make  with 
reference  to  that  statement  ? — I believe  that  in 
the  province  of  Connaught  the  cattle  are  singu- 
larly healthy,  and  that  they  can  get  on  very  well 
without  any  veterinary  surgeons. 

7985.  Mr.  Dent.]  That  accoiints  for  their 
being  no  necessity  for  veterinary  surgeons? — 
No  doubt. 

7986. . Mr.  Kavanagh.]  One  of  the  witnesses, 
a Mr.  Fisher,  in  answer  to  Question  5190,  refers 
to  the  length  of  time  after  which  he  believes  that 
traces  of  the  disease  could  be  discovered  ? — Mr. 
bisher  is  asked, t(  Could  you,  or  any  other  farmer, 
tell  whether  a beast  had  had  the  disease  by  the 
touch,  after  it  has  recovered  ? ” And  his  answer 
was,  "I  could  tell  myself  for  some  weeks  after- 
wards, having  been  a very  close  observer  of  it 
0.58.  3 


for  so  many  years.”  If  by  that  lie  means  to  im- 
ply that  lie  could  tell  the  disease  within  a fort-  ; 
night  or  21  days,  it  would  agree  with  my  experi- 
ence, but  if  the  animal  has  recovered  at  the  end 
of  a month,  I do  not  think,  particularly  in  store 
cattle,  you  could  know  that  the  animal  had  had 
the  disease,  except  in  exceptional  cases. 

7987.  Mr.  Pell.]  Are  you  talking  of  horned 
cattle  ? — I am  talking  of  horned  cattle. 

7 988.  Not  of  sheep  ? — The  same  thing,  I think, 
applies  to  sheep ; it  depends  generally  upon  cir- 
cumstances; some  of  them  have  it  worse  than 
others. 

7989.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  I think  at  Question 
No.  6000,  in  Mr.  Jenkins’s  evidence,  he  is  re- 
ferring to  the  recommendation  that  lie  makes 
about  how  Irish  fairs  should  be  carried  on,  and 
lie  quotes  Holland  as  an  example;  you  know 
something  about  Holland,  do  you  not? — I have 
been  there. 

7990.  Do  you  consider  that  there  is  any 
analogy  between  Holland  and  Ireland  ? — No, 
none  whatever.  The  question  is  this : “ Then  in 
the  case  of  a place  where  there  is  no  green, 
there  would  bo  a difficulty  ? ” And  his  answer 
was,  “ In  the  case  of  a place  where  there  is  no 
green,  where  the  fair  is  held  in  the  street,, 
you  might  adopt  the  Dutch  plan,  which  is  simply 
having  posts  and  rails  with  a series  of  rings  at 
proper  distances ; that  would  have  the  same 
effect ; it  would  prevent  a diseased  animal  rush- 
ing all  round  tlie  fair  and  infecting  a large  num- 
ber of  others.”  You  could  not  possibly  apply 
that  in  Ireland ; tlie  cattle  would  pull  up  any  of 
those  temporary  posts. 

7991.  You  do  not  think  it  would  be  possible 
to  tie  up  a quantity  of  wild  store  cattle? — No,  it 
would  be  quite  impossible. 

7992.  I will  merely  ask  you,  are  you  not  now, 
in  tlie  evidence  which  you  have  given,  expressing 
the  views  of  nine-tenths  of  the  leading  members 
of  tlie  grazing  community  ? — I believe  that  I am 
expressing  the  opinions  of  nine-tenths  of  the  gen- 
tlemen engaged  in  feeding  cattle  in  Ireland. 

7993.  Mr.  Clare  React]  When  do  you  say  the 
restrictions  were  put  in  force  in  the  Liverpool 
market  ? — The  first  application  is  marked  upon 
the  Return  with  double  lines. 

7994.  There  was  another  Order  issued  which 
came  into  force  upon  the  1st  of  July  1872,  by 
which  cattle  might  be  removed? — Yes,  you  will 
see  that  marked ; it  has  rather  improved  since 
then. 

7995.  Since  August  1871,  when  you  say  there 
were  some  beasts  stopped,  were  there  any  sheep 
stopped?— There  were  sheep  stopped ; they  ex- 
amined all  the  sheep  very  carefully ; a gentle- 
man from  Scotland,  a Mr.  Gibbons,  had  10.  or 
12  sheep  taken  upon  that  particular  day,  as  being 
affected  with  scab. 

7996.  But  not  stopped  on  account  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — No,  they  were  stopped  as  being 
affected  with  scab. 

7997.  Can  you  in  any  way  account  for  the 

wonderful  reduction  in  the  number  of  sheep ; I 
think  we  have  not  had  that  put  in  evidence  ? — 
Mr.  Dent,  I think,  has  very  satisfactorily  ac- 
counted for  it  himself  in  some  of  his  letters, 
which  he  lias  written  upon  that  special  subject, 
and  I think  that  clearly  proves  the  correctness  of 
his  argument.  . 

7998.  Where  do  the  Bheep  come  from  ?— The 
breeding  of  sheep  has  been  discontinued. 

7999.  Where?  — In  Ireland,  and  1 think  in 

xi  2 Scotland. 


Mr. 

7.  Verdon. 

22  May 
1873. 
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Mr.  Scotland.  You  will  see  that  the  number  of  sheep 
T.  V erdou.  has  been  gradually  decreasing, 
ea  Mav  8000.  Mr.  Dent.']  I am  not  aware  of  having 
”, 873.  written  more  than  one  letter  upon  the  subject? 

— I saw  one  letter  of  yours  in  the  “ Times,”  in 
which  you  called  attention  to  the  farmers  not 
continuing  to  breed  sheep. 

8001.  I think  my  letter  was  specially  about 
cattle  rather  than  sheep  ? — Then  I was  under  a 
misapprehension. 

8002.  Chairman.]  What  is  the  reason  given  by 
Mr.  Dent,  as  you  suppose? — Mr.  Dent  says  that 
people  have  given  up  breeding  sheep,  and  he 
calls  the  attention  of  the  public  to  the  fact,  and 
he  says  that  the  farmers  are  injuring  themselves 
greatly  by  that  course,  and  I quite  agree  with 
him. 

8003.  Mi1.  Clare  Read.]  You  perhaps  did  not 
see  my  reply  to  Mr.  Dent’s  letter,  in  which  I 
contradicted  Mr.  Dent  ? — I did  not. 


8012.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  What  is  tWKff 
between  the  restrictions  which  now  exiS^f 
Metropolitan  Market  and  in  Liverpool  » l ^ 
just  tins,  that  you  are  allowed  to  take  you“  " £ 
away  to  private  slaughter-houses  in  LivemS 
wlule  li  they  arc  diseased  in  the  Metropolis 
market  you  eannot?_At  present  it  is  se, 
a year  it  was  not  so  and  that  year  has  aim  h,® 
parable  injury  to  Liverpool  market 

S°13.  I see  from  your  Return  there  is  stm  , 
sort  of  gradual  diminution  in  the  amount  of  cattle 
and  sheep  which  have  been  shown  in  Live rZl 
during  tins  last  four  years  ?-I  endeavoured 
explain  to  the  Committee,  as  well  as  I could  tW 
trade  once  diverted  from  a particular  channel  i 
is  very  difficult  to  restore  it.  The  restriction 
as  these  Returns  clearly  show,  did  divert  tic 
trade,  and  it  takes  some  time  before  it  returns 
When  the  restrictions  are  removed  our  trade  will 
return.  1 


8004.  You  do  not  support  my  view  of  the  8014.  You  do  not  think  that  the  extra  ex 

story  ? — I did  not  see  it.  _ penses  in  Liverpool  had  anythin^  to  do  with  the 

8005.  There  is  a very  remarkable  reduction  increase? — In  the  early  part  of  °ny  examinatio 
m the  number  of  sheep;  you  have  directed  our  Mr.  ICavanagh  went  very  fully  into  the  matter1 
attention  to  the  reduction  in  the  number  of  and  you  will  see  that  there  is  a complete  answer 
beasts,  but  the  numbers  of  sheep  are  these:  In  to  that. 

1869  the  number  is  606,000,  in  1870  it  is  503,000,  8015.  Is  there  any  more  dead  meat  imported 

in  1871  it  is  453,000,  and  in  1872,  during  the  into  Liverpool  now  than  there  was  ? No. 

chief  part  of  which  year  the  restrictions  of  which  8016.  You  know  that  there  is  considerably 
you  complain  had  been  in  a great  measure  re-  move  imported  into  London  ? — 1 know  that  but 
moved,  the  number  was  only  359,000  ? — I be-  I think  that  the  importation  of  dead  raeat’into 
lieve  that  less  people  in  Ireland,  and  it  is  from  Liverpool  is  nil  almost  There  is  a Return  of 
Ireland  that  that  supply  chiefly  comes,  are  en-  the  animals  which  arc  slaughtered  in  Liverpool 
gaged  in  breeding  sheep,  and  I think  if  you  look  which  I have  put  in,  and  there  is  also  a lieturn 
at  the  Return  of  the  number  of  sheep  imported,  of  the  unwholesome  meat  that  was  exhibited  for 
j-ou  will  find  that  there  is  a considerable  diminii-  sale  in  Liverpool  which  has  been  seized.  There 
t‘on‘  . . is a very  specific  Return  in  this  report  compiled 

8006.  But  it  is  rather  important  that  although  by  the  sanitary  officers  of  the  borough  of  Liver- 

you  show  a reduction  in  the  number  of  cattle  pool  {producing  the  same),  and  if  the  Committee 
exhibited  in  the  Liverpool  market,  yet  there  has  wisli  to  ask  me  any  questions  with  regard  to  that 
been  a considerable  increase  in  the  number  of  I should  be  happy  to  answer  them.  ° There  is  a 
cattle  exported  from  Ireland  into  Liverpool  ?—  considerable  quantity  of  meat  which  has  been 
That  is  what  we  complain  of,  that  owing  to  re-  seized.  I made  inquiries  where  that  came  from, 
strictions  we  cannot  offer  them  for  sale  in  Liver-  and  I was  told  that  it  was  principally  Cheshire 
P°°l-  meat;  over  100,000  lbs.  weight  in  1872. 

800/.  Whey  do  they  go? — They  used  to  stay  8017.  Mr.  Barclay.]  I think  you  insinuated, 
in  Liverpool,  and  until  these  restrictions  were  put  in  the  course  of  your  examination,  that  the 
in  force  Liverpool  was  the  great  exposition  market  black-faced  ewe  which  was  exhibited  at  Ballin- 
of  the  north  of  Lngland,  and  those  cattle  arc  asloe  came  from  Scotland;  how  do  you  know 
diverted  to  other  places  where  the  restrictions  arc  that  it  came  from  Scotland?— It  is  quite  as 
not  so  strictly  enforced  as  they  arc  in  Liverpool,  likely  that  it  did  come  from  Scotland  as  that  it 

8008.  Then  the  English  people  have  the  benefit  did  not. 

of  this  larger  supply,  notwithstanding  the  limited  8018.  What  would  be  the  length  of  the  jour- 
number  that  come  into  Liverpool  ? — They  have  ney  from  Scotland  to  Bullinasloe  E air  ? — I should 
the  benefit  of  a large  supply  of  store  cattle.  I say  four  days. 

do  not  think  that  the  number  of  fat  cattle  exported  8019.  Do  you  think  that  that  animal  came  in 
from  Ireland  has  at  all  increased  in  proportion  to  four  days  ? — It  would  only  take  20  hours  to  come 
6 Rumber  of  stove  cattle  exported  from  Ire-  to  Dublin,  and  then  allowing  considerable  time 
™". . T , for  delay,  it  could  come  in  less  time  than  four 

8009.  1 suppose  the  Irish  farmers  find  it  is  days. 

more  profitable  to  sell  store  than  fat  cattle  ?— If  8020.  What  is  the  length  of  the  period  of  in- 

they  were  allowed  to  sell  fat  cattle  without  any  cubation  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — About  20 
restriction  they  would  not,  but  they  are  allowed  or  24,  or  26  hours,  as  the  case  may  be. 
to  sell  store  cattle  without  any  restriction.  This  8023.  Is  not  that  pretty  conclusive  evidence 
18  cm  n 8 £ 8 ,°uld  , . that,  if  that  black-faced  ewe  had  foot  and  mouth 

8010.  Have  not  the  English  fanners  exactly  the  disease,  it  had  not  foot  and  mouth  disease  when 
same  restrictions  m the  Liverpool  market  as  the  it  left  Scotland  ?— No,  because  Mr.  Jenkins  said 
Irish  larmers  ?— There  are  no  English  farmers  that  it  was  so  well  developed  that  it  was  worthy 
there.  Ido  not  believe  that  111  the  many  years  to  be  photographed,  so  that  it  was  not  of  recent 
I have  attended  the  Liverpool  market  I ever  saw  occurrence. 

a hundred  cattle  that  were  fed  in  England  sold  in  8022.  But  I thought  you  did  not  accept  Mr. 

n 7.  -1  TT  Jenkins  as  an  authority? — Very  likely  he^  was 

— N0U'  L Cl  ' WaVG  7°U  BeCn  “°  fat  C0WS?  ™i3ta]£on;  he  probably  did  not  know  much  about 

8023.  Therefore, 
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8023.  Therefore,  after  all,  your  insinuation 
about  the  black -faced  ewe  coining  from  Scotland 
was  rather  gratuitous  ? — I only  take  it  as  it  was 
stated. 

8024.  Mr.  Ridley. Do  you  know  if  there  are 
any  store  cattle  coming  from  the  Liverpool 
market  which  go  into  Northumberland? — We 
have  a bye-law  which  we  endeavour  to  enforce  as 
rigidly  as  possible,  which  prevents  any  store  cattle 
being  offered  for  sale  in  the  Liverpool  market. 

8025.  Is  there  no  separate  store  cattle  market 
in  Liverpool  ? — None  at  all ; I never  knew  of 
auy  store  cattle  within  my  knowledge  being  sold 
in  the  Liverpool  cattle  market. 

8026.  Are  there  many  store  cattle  which  come 
through  Liverpool? — An  enormous  number. 

8027.  Do  you  happen  to  know  where  most  of 
them  go?— They  go  to  Market  Harborough  and 
Leicester,  and  to  places  in  that  direction,  along 
the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire,  and 
Great  Northern  Railways  ; those  are  the  princi- 
pal places  which  they  go  to. 

S028.  You  think  that  there  are  not  many  of 
them  find  their  way  to  the  Newcastle  market, 
for  instance  ? — I do  not  think  that  any  person 
bringing  cattle  to  Newcastle  would  ever  bring 
them  to  Liverpool. 

8029.  Mr.  Pc//.]  With  regard  to  the  effect  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  is  your  experience  such 
as  to  lead  you  to  believe  that  the  effect  of  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  sheep  will  pass  away  in 
the  course  of  a few  weeks? — My  own  expe- 
rience is  this,  that  if  you  drive  sheep  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  along  the  road  for 
any  distance,  you  may  retard  the  recovery  of 
those  sheep  for  almost  any  period ; but  if  you 
take  them  upon  your  own  park  and  they  arc  not 
meddled  with  and  not  disturbed,  they  may  re- 
cover in  two  or  three  weeks. 

8030.  Have  you  made  any  observation  about 
sheep  which  have  never  been  moved  off  a farm, 
and  have  you  observed  how  long  they  have  been 
before  they  have  shaken  oft' the  effects  of  the  dis- 
ease?—I can  give  you  a practical  instance  of 
that.  I bought  ewes  iu  Bannghcr  Fair,  in  the 
month  of  September  last  year,  and  after  they 
arrived  home  they  all  became  affected  with  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease.  They  were  quite  well, 
and  took  the  ram  about  the  20th  of  October. 

^8031.  Should  you  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
'i i very  contrary  to  my  experience  as  a 


that  i 


sheep  breeder,  and  who  never  buy  any  sheep 
except  the  tups  ? — I am  only  giving  you  my 
experience.  & J J 

8032.  You  stated  that  you  bought  some  lambs 
at  Masham  Fair,  and  that  some  30  of  them  were 
anected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  when  vou 
bought  them?— Certainly. 

8033.  Are  there  no  inspectors  there  ? — I did 
not  see  one;  there  may  have  been  plenty  of  inspec- 
xors,  but  I am  giving  you  mv  experience,  and  I 

there° C 866  °ne*  and  1 did  n0t  hear  of  oue  beinS 

■ Were  D0t  Iour  drovers  more  concerned 
presence  of  the  police  than  of  the  in- 
speotors;  I suppose  you  had  to  take  those  sheep 
driven  aT1  “d,°',ro  a railroad  ?_They  Tore 
Rico.  in  t ie  railway  station,  which  is  at 
taken  Put  iQt0  a railway  truck,  and 

Sod  t{  an<1  ta'oi'g1*  *»  Liverpool. 

J ,at  was  done  in  open  violation  of  the 

lotsi™dit.‘  it?-TIu“'”s  O'™  » ever7- 

8°o5s Y°U  were  more  fortunate  in  the  absence 


of  policemen  than  in  the  absence  of  inspectors  ? 
— i^am  telling  you  of  my  experience  of  English 

8P17..  And  this  evidence  goes  to  show  that  the 
disease  is  imported  into  Ireland  to  a larger  extent 
than  it  is  exported  from  Ireland  into  England  ?— 
Decidedly.  I blow  that  cattle  after  their  arrival 
in  this  country  frequently  contract  the  disease, 
and  then  it  is  said  that  they  have  brought  it  with 
them.  ° 

8038.  Is  it  not  a fair  deduction  to  say  that 
those  who  purchase  cattle  for  Irish  people,  and 
buy  them  diseased  in  this  very  inconsiderate 
manner,  are  likely  to  introduce  the  disease  into 
Ireland  ? — I do  not  understand  the  question. 

8039.  If  you  bought  cattle  for  Ireland,  having 
the  disease  in  England  when  you  bought  then”, 
and  then  move  them  into  Ireland,  is  it  nut  natural 
to  suppose  tli at  the  result  of  such  a reckless 
course  would  be  to  introduce  the  disease  into  Ire- 
land ?— I have  not  sent  any  of  those  animals  into 
Ireland.  I bought  them  with  the  disease,  but  I 
thought  that  it  would  be  highly  imprudent  to 
move  them,  and  at  very  great  expense  to  myself 
I took  a number  of  parks  and  kept  them  there, 
and  they  are  there  yet. 

8040.  So  they  have  not  gone  to  Ireland?— I 
have  not  moved  them ; not  one  of  them  has  yet 
been  sent  to  Ireland. 

t Calland]  With  regard  to  Mr. 

Jenkins’s  assertions,  yon  have  frequently  crossed 
the  Channel  and  seen  the  cattle  conveyed  in  the 
Drogheda,  Dundalk,  and  Dublin  steamers? — 
very  frequently ; 30  or  40  times  each  year. 

8042.  Have  you  seen  the  assertions  in  this 
pamphlet  of  Mr.  Jenkins,  circulated  at  the  ex- 
pense and  by  the  authority,  I believe,  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  England  (pro- 
diictug  the  Report ) ? — I have  seen  the  pamphlet, 
but  at  whose  expense  it  is  circulated  I do  not 
know. 

8043.  It  is  circulated  in  the  Journal  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society? — It  was  there  that 
I saw  it. 

8044.  That  pamphlet  contains  grave  charges 
with  regard  to  the  steamers  engaged  in  the  Irish 
cattle  trade? — Yes. 

8045.  It  is  circulated  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society,  and  published  by 
them? — It  states  that  it  is  the  Journal  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society. 

8046.  With  respect  to  all  the  assertions  in 
Mr.  Jenkins’s  book  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
steamers,  is  there  one  single  particle  of  found- 
ation lor  them  ? — There  is  one  which  there  is 
some  slight  foundation  for,  and  only  one,  and 
that  one  is,  that  I think  it  is  possible  they  might 
exercise  a little  more  care  in  cleansing  and  dis- 
infecting the  steamers  than  they  do.  I have  put 
that  in  as  one  of  the  answers  to  the  queries  which 
I had  given  from  the  Royal  Dublin  Society. 

8047 . But  not  with  regard  to  whitewashing  ? 
— No,  I think  there  is  no  necesssitv  for  white- 
washing. I do  not  think  that  the.  whitewashing 
does  any  harm  to  the  ships,  but  that  is  a matter 
for  their  opinion,  nut  mine. 

8048.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  You  do  not  disprove 
or  contradict  Mr.  Jenkins’s  statements  with  re- 
gard to  the  state  of  the  railway  trucks  ? — No,  I 
said  distinctly  in  evidence  that  he  was  perfectly 
correct  about  the  railway  trucks. 

8049.  Mr.  Callan.’]  And  equally  incorrect 
with  regard  to  the  steamers  ? — And  generally  in- 
correct with  regard  to  the  steamers. 

T T 3 8050.  Mr. 
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8050.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Will  you  tell  the  Com- 
mittee how  the  disinfection  of  steamers  might  be 
improved? — If  they  took  very  great  care  to  wash 
the  holds  with  water  in  which  there  was  a fair 
amount  of  carbolic  acid,  and  if  they  took  care  to 
rub  the  stanchions  and  other  parts  with  dry  cloths, 
I think  you  could  not  possibly  have  a more  per- 
fect disinfection. 

8051.  Was  that  done  before,  or  were  the  steam- 
ers at  all  cleaned  out  sufficiently  before  the  Order 
in  Council  came  into  force? — They  were  cleaned 
out  tolerably  well,  but  not  quite  so  well  as  it.  was 
desirable  they  should  be.  I have  known  instances 
of  them  in  a hurry  taking  cattle  in  without  taking 
the  trouble  of  cleansing  and  disinfecting  the 
vessels,  but  not  often  ; in  fact,  I might  say  that 
that  occurred  very  rarely. 

8052.  Mr.  Callan.]  So  rarely  that  it  attracted 
your  attention  ? — So  rarely  that  it  attracted  my 
attention,  and  I may  say  that  I am  in  the  habit 
of  seeing  the  cattle  discharged  from  the  steamers; 
I inspect  them  myself  very  carefully,  and  if  I 
saw  cattle  coming  out  in  a dirty  state  from 
the  steamers,  I would  write  to  complain  of  it, 
and  I have  taken  the  trouble  to  find  out  how 
many  times  I have  complained  in  the  last  two 
years,  and  I think  I have  done  so  only  two  or 
three  times. 

8053.  Mr.  Barclay  J Do  you  speak  of  the  load- 
ing of  cattle  again  at  Liverpool  into  the  steamers 
without  cleaning  them  out? — No;  Isay  thatlhave 
seen  a steamboat  arrive  at  Liverpool  from  Ire- 
land, discharge  her  cattle,  and  sail  away  out  of  the 
port  of  Liverpool  without  disinfecting  or  cleans- 
ing ; it  is  possible  that  they  may  have  done  it 
upon  the  voyage;  I could  not  say  that,  but 

generally,  in  fact  I may  say  always,  as  soon  as 
ley  discharge  the  cattle,  they  wash  the  steamer, 


clean  out  the  manure,  and  prepare  the  vessel  to 
receive  a cargo  of  goods;  but  I have  seen  a 
vessel  come  in,  discharge  her  cattle,  and  sail 
away  without  any  delay. 

8054.  Did  she  load  goods?  — No,  she  went 
back  to  Ireland  for  another  cargo  of  cattle  and 
sheep. 

8055.  There  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  steam 
company  from  cleaning  out  the  vessel  upon  the 
return  voyage,  or  upon  the  arrival  at  the  Irish 
port  ? — Nothing  whatever  if  they  wished  to  do 
so. 

8056.  They  may  have  done  so  ? — They  may 
have  done  so. 

8057.  Mr.  Callan .]  Are  you  aware  that  they 
did  not  do  so? — No,  I do  not  say  so.  I think  it 
is  likely  they  did  do  so. 

8058.  You  have  only  complained  twice  in 
three  years  that  the  steamers  were  not  properly 
cleansed?  — I wrote  two  official  letters  to  the 
directors  of  some  steam  packet  companies,  com- 
plaining of  the  way  in  which  the  cattle  were 
delivered. 

8059.  Are  you  aware  that  the  yearly  dispatch 
of  steamers  from  the  ports  of  Waterford,  Dun- 
dalk, and  Drogheda,  is  2,000  or  3,000  ? — I be- 
lieve so. 

8060.  So  that  out  of  that  large  number  of 
voyages,  you  have  only  had  two  cases  in  which 
you  complained  ? — That  is  my  experience  ; but 
I had  not  cattle  each  voyage. 

8061.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  did  not  send 
cattle  all  those  2,000  or  3,000  times,  did  you? — 
I did  not,  of  course.  I give  it  as  my  experience 
’that  I have  only  complained  twice  out  of  all  the 
cattle  I have  received,  and  I have  received  a 
very  large  number  consigned  to  our  firm  for  sale. 


Me.  DENT  took  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Richard  Walsh,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


8062.  Chairman]  You  are  a Cattle  Salesman 
in  Dublin,  I believe? — I am  a cattle  salesman 
and  a large  landowner,  and  grazier  and  occupier 
besides. 

8063.  In  what  county  in  Ireland  do  yon  own 
land? — 111  the  county  of  Dublin  and  in  the 
county  of  Meath. 

S064.  Your  trade  is  principally  in  fat  cattle  in 
Dublin,  I believe  ? — It  is. 

8065.  Do  you  send  fat  cattle  over  to  England? 
— Very  rarely ; not  on  my  own  account. 

8066.  Do  you  on  anybody’s  account  ? — If  my 
clients  were  not  satisfied  -with  the  price  I could 
get  for  them  in  Dublin,  I would  send  them  over 
to  England. 

8067.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  the  present  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  law  upon  the  trade  in 
cattle  should  be  maintained  ? — I would  rather  see 
foot  aud  mouth  disease  out  of  the  Act. 

8068.  Altogether? — Yes,  as  far  as  the  interior 
of  Ireland  is  concerned. 

8069.  What  alteration  or  amendment  would 
you  recommend  should  be  made  in  the  law  ? — I 
would  recommend  that  we  should  he  left  free  in 
Ireland  to  do  as  we  liked  with  regard  to  our  own 
animals,  as  far  as  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
scab  in  sheep  went ; we  would  be  best  pleased 
with  that. 

8070.  You  would  put  no  restriction  upon  the 


movement  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  or  scab  ? — I would  not. 

807.1.  You  would  leave  it  entirely  to  the  agri- 
culturist himself  to  take  steps  to  prevent  such 
diseases  ? — I would. 

8072.  Would  you  allow  such  animals  to  be  driven 
into  a fair,  or  driven  along  a public  road  ? — I do 
not  think  that  any  stockowner  in  Ireland  who 
knew  his  business,  or  was  of  any  respectability, 
would  attempt  to  drive  his  cattle  when  they  were 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

8073.  Are  there  not  many  stockowners  in 

Ireland,  just  as  there  are  in  England,  who  are 
perfectly  reckless  about  taking  diseased  animals 
into  a fair  or  market,  if  they  can  get  a price  for 
them  ? — I do  not  think  that  they  could  get  a 
price  for  them,  because  we  do  not  think  any 
animal  is  fit  to  be  moved  when  suffering  from 
foot  and  mouth  disease.  . 

8074.  You  do  not  think  scab  of  much  im- 
portance, do  you  ? — No ; I make  it  a rule,  tba 

if  there  is  a speck  of  scab  to  be  found  amongst 

my  sheep,  there  is  instant  dismissal  for  the  shep 
herd.  , . 

8075.  You  would  not  object  to  sheep  beme 

exposed  in  a market  affected  with  scab. 
think  not.  . , ^ 

8076.  Why  not?— Because  I think  scab  01 
very  trivial  consequence.  I make  it  a rule  upo^ 
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all  my  farms,  and  for  all  my  friends  who  do 
business  with  me,  that  all  sheep  when  they 
arrive  upon  the  farm  must  be  dressed. 

8077.  That  shows  that  there  is  a great  preva- 
lence of  scab,  when  you  find  it  necessary  to  dress 
all  sheep  when  you  buy  them,  does  it  not? — 
No ; there  is  a great  deal  of  tick  in  sheep,  and 
this  kills  them,  and  leaves  the  sheep  in  a much 
more  comfortable  state. 

8078.  But  we,  in  England,  dress  our  sheep 
about  weaning  time,  and  then  again  in  the 
autumn  ? — That  is  the  reason  that  I would  dress 
every  sheep  when  it  comes  into  my  possession, 
because  I am  not  quite  sure  that  they  have  got 
that  dressing  before  or  not. 

8079.  Will  the  dressing  that  will  kill  the  tick 
cure  the  scab  ? — A dressing  that  will  cure  the 
scab  will  kill  the  tick. 

8080.  I asked  you  the  other  way  ; but  what  I 
understand  you  to  say  is,  that  you  would  leave 
foot  and  mouth  disease  and  scab  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  farmers,  and  not  to  be  meddled  with 
or  interfered  with  by  Government  authority  ? — 
I would. 

8081.  What  measures  would  you  recommend 
should  be  adopted  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia ? — I would  recommend  the  affected 
cattle  to  be  slaughtered. 

8082.  Would  you  recommend  that  with  regard 
to  animals  in  contact  ?—  I would  not  recommend 
that. 

8083.  I suppose  you  would  declare  a farm  or 
field  an  infected  district  where  there  had  been  a 
case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  not  allow  an 
animal  to  be  moved  out  of  it,  except  for  imme- 
diate slaughter  ? — I would  not. 

8084.  No  doubt  you  would  carry  out  the  most 
stringent  measures  with  regard  to  rinderpest  ? — 

I would. 

8085.  Of  course,  any  legislation  which  takes 
place  must  be  legislation  for  Great  Britain  as 
well  as  for  Ireland,  I imagine  ? — Yes,  it 
should  be. 

8086.  Therefore,  how  would  you  deal  with 
cases  of  foreign  importation ; first  of  all,  with 
respect  to  scabby  sheep,  and  animals  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  coming  from  foreign 
countries  ? — W e have  no  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  into  Ireland,  except  fat  Spanish  cattle,  so 
that  we  are  altogether  an  exporting  country, 
with  that  exception. 

8087.  How  would  you  deal  with  a cargo  of 
Spanish  beasts  which  arrived  with  one  or  two 
animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease ; 
would  you  allow  them  to  be  taken  into  the 
market  and  dealt  with  in  the  same  way  as  Irish 
or  English  cattle  ? — I would,  if  it  were  only  foot 
and  mouth  disease. 

8088.  And  the  same  if  it  were  scabby  sheep  ? 


8089.  And  in  the  case  of  a cargo  of  foreign 
animals,  with  one  or  two  animals  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia,  how  would  you  deal  with 
slarurkt  W0U^  kave  the  whole  cargo  sold  for 

y 090,  Whether  they  were  store  or  fat  beasts  ? 

i cannot  give  any  information  with  respect  to 
store  cattle. 

lJT-  aa  •*-  understand,  you  consider  the 
+v.ni,ef!S  n 011  ^iere  *s  upon  these  milder  diseases 
thouX  .V-;1  d0,  You  aBked  me  just  now  if  1 

x>  • Sht  the  farmers  would  drive  their  cattle  to 
a and  markets  if  they  were  affected  with  foot 
0.58°Uth  dl8ea6e’  and  1 said  that  1 thought 


they  would  not.  I can  give  you  two  instances 
which  occurred  in  last  October.  One  case  was 
that  of  Mr.  Flanagan,  of  Roscommon,  who  is  very 
well  known  to  have  the  very  best  cattle  that  there 
are  in  Ireland,  and  he  came  to  speak  to  me  the  day 
before  the  last  fair  of  Balliuasloe.  I have  been  in 
the  habit  of  buying  his  cattle,  I think,  for  at  least 
18  years  out  of  the  last  20.  Once  Mr.  Read  got 
a lot  from  him,  and  Mr.  Garnett  also,  but  I think 
I have  had  his  cattle  for  18  years  out  of  the  last 
20,  except  upon  those  two  occasions.  Mr. 
Flanagan  told  me  that  he  had  observed  one  beast 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  the  day  he 
was  leaving  home,  and  he  then  determined  not  to 
send  any  cattle  or  sheep  to  Balliuasloe  Fair;  and 
he  told  me  that  he  would  take  it  as  a favour  if  1 
would  leave  myself  open  to  buy  his  stock,  which 
numbered  110  heifers  and  300  sheep,  when  they 
recovered,  if  I would  go  to  his  farm ; and  I said 
I would  do  so;  and  I said,  I supposed  there 
was  very  little  fear  of  our  not  agreeing,  as  we 
had  so  often  bargained  together,  and  be  said,  “ I 
will  promise  you  it  shall  not  be  my  fault  if  you 
come  to  me.” 

8092.  A man  dealing  in  first  class  animals  like 
that  would  not  think  of  sending  them  to  fairs  ? 
— But  those  are  store  animals. 

8093.  There  may  be  first  class  store  as  well  as 
first  class  fat  animals ; we  look  upon  it  in  Eng- 
land that  the  best  6tore  animals  we  get  are  Irish 
animals,  but  when  we  constantly  see  animals  un- 
doubtedly affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
brought  into  the  markets  in  England,  we  cannot 
but  think  that  the  farmers  would  do  the  same  in 
Ireland? — There  is  this  difference,  that  you 
seldom  get  cattle  from  the  breeders ; they  are 
bought  in  Ireland  by  the  dealers  for  you,  gene- 
rally speaking. 

8094.  Are  _ you  speaking  of  the  Irish  cattle 
which  come  into  England  ? — I am  speaking  of 
Irish  cattle  which  come  into  England.  ° 

8095.  And  then  getting  into  the  hands  of  these 
Irish  dealers,  they  are  not  so  careful  about  send- 
ing them  diseased  into  the  markets  as  the  farmers 
would  be  ?- — No,  they  are  not,  because  they  are 
in  fact  obliged  to  get  the  cattle  off  their  hands 
as  quickly  as  they  can. 

8096.  And  they  do  not  care  to  whom  they  pass 
the  disease  so  long  as  they  can  get  the  cattle  off 
their  hands? — I think  that  their  object  is  to  dis- 
pose of  their  cattle  as  soon  as  possible. 

8097.  Could  you  offer  any  recommendation  for 
the  improvement  of  the  cattle  trade  as  between 
England  and  Ireland,  to  make  us  feel  more  cer- 
tain of  getting  sound  animals  from  Ireland,  see- 
ing that  the  English  grazier  is  most  anxious  now, 
and  considers  it  of  the  greatest  value  to  get  good 
animals  from  Ireland  ? — I think  that  any  man  of 
standing  would  be  very  glad  to  see  you  English 
gentlemen  come  over  to  Irish  fairs  and  buy 
direct,  as  we£Irish  graziers  do. 

8098.  Without  the  intervention  of  middlemen?' 
— Quite  so. 

8099.  The  trade  lias  gone  very  much  into  the 
hands  of  middlemen,  has  it  not? — The  trade 
was  always  in  the  hands  of  middlemen ; it  re- 
quite legitimate,  I think,  for  fat  cattle  dealers  to 
come  to  the  Irish  markets  and  bring  those  animals 
here. 

8100.  I have  asked  all  the  Irish  witnesses 
from  what  part  of  Ireland  do  the  wretched  cattle 
which  we  see  in  Yorkshire  come,  and  they  will 
none  of  them  acknowledge  them? — Numbers  of 
them  come  from  Kerry,  and  some  come  from 
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Cork,  and  a great  many  of  them  come  from  the 
north  of  Ireland,  and  the  northern  part  of  Mayo  ; 
those  are  the  counties  which  they  come  from 
principally. 

8101.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  You  are  aware  that 
very  frequently  cattle  start  from  Ireland,  we  will 
say  from  Ballinasloe  fair,  in  a perfectly  healthy 
condition,  and  that  by  the  time  they  arrive  at  the 
east  of  England  they  are  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease? — I am  quite  aware  that  cattle 
have  left  Ireland  in  a perfectly  healthy  state ; and 
I have  known  them  to  be  affected,  or  at  least  some 
friends  of  mine  have  told  me  that  they  were 
affected,  upon  their  arrival  in  England  the  next 
morning ; and  I can  strengthen  that  by  saying 
that  I have  frequently  bought  cattle  in  a per- 
fectly sound  state  one  day,  and  found  them  affected 
with  the  disease  the  day  afterwards. 

8102.  The  animals  catch  the  disease  in  the 
transit  somehow  or  other,  do  they  not? — They  do. 

8103.  You  would  not  buy  either  sheep  or  cattle 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  fairs, 
would  you  ? — If  I had  to  take  them  any  distance 
to  walk  them  I would  not. 

8104.  If  you  had  to  walk  them  10  miles? — If 
I had  a farm  close  by  the  train  I would  not  object 
to  it  so  much ; it  is  the  walking  that  increases 
the  fever. 

8105.  Would  you  object  to  walking  the  animals 
10  miles? — Yes,  very  much,  or  to  the  half  of 
that  distance. 

8106.  You  would  not  agree  with  Mr.  Verdon, 
who  spoke  of  some  sheep,  30  of  which  were 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  when  he 
bought  them,  and  he  drove  them  10  miles  to  a 
railway  station  ? — But  lambs  are  very  light,  and 
they  can  travel  better  when  they  are  affected  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease  than  cattle  can. 

8107  Do  not  lambs  suffer  very  much  more 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  than  older  sheep  ? — 
No,  I do  not  think  they  do. 

8108.  Do  not  lambs  have  the  disease  in  their 
mouth,  which  older  sheep  do  not  ? — No,  the  older 
sheep  have  a sore  mouth  as  well. 

8109.  My  experience  is  that  lambs  of  late 
years  have  had  the  disease  developed  in  their 
mouth,  whereas  I never  saw  that  in  old  sheep  ? — 
I have  seen  it  in  old  sheep ; I have  seen  the 
blisters  in  their  mouths. 

8110. *  Now,  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia, 
if  wc  took  stringent  means  to  eradicate  that 
disease  by  compulsory  slaughter,  you  would  have 
compensation  paid  to  the  farmers  ? — Of  course  I 
would. 

8111.  Supposing  we  should  get  rid  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia what  precautions  would  you  take 
against  its  re-importation ; would  yon  have  all 
those  countries  in  which  pleuro-pneumonia  existed 
(take  for  instance  Holland)  put  into  the  Schedule, 
and  have  the  cattle  coming  from  those  countries 
killed  at  the  water  side  ? — If  we  were  thoroughly 
rid  of  the  disease  I think  it  would  be  very  de- 
sirable to  do  so. 

8112.  And  that  if  we  do  once  get  rid  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, we  ought  to  take  some  more  stringent 
precautions  to  keep  it  out? — I think  we  should 
be  perfectly  justified  in  preventing  its  recurrence. 

8113.  The  time  of  the  incubation  is  so  long 
in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  that  detention 
for  12  hours  at  the  port  of  landing  is  a mere 
farce,  is  it  not? — I think  that  inspection  has 
totally  failed  in  my  own  country. 

8114.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to 
the  state  of  the  cattle  steamers  between  England 


and  Ireland  ? — I went  about  half  a dozen  times 
to  look  over  the  steamers,  and  I thought  they 
were  in  a very  good  condition.  ' 

8115.  What  have  you  to  say  with  regard  to 
the  lairs  and  landing  places? — I do  not  know 
anything  about  the  landing  places  in  Liverpool. 

8116.  And  with  regard  to  the  wharfs  where 
they  are  embarked  at  Dublin ; what  have  vou  to 
say  to  them? — I think  they  are  very  deficient 
indeed. 

8117.  You  think  that  the  lairage  is  deficient? 
— There  arc  some  very  good  fields  and  lairs  near 
the  North  Wall,  but  1 think  the  yards  were  in  a 
very  filthy  state  as  far  as  I saw  them. 

8118.  Mr.  Monscll.]  Is  not  the  North  Wall 
itself  in  a very  filthy  state  ? — Yes,  part  of  it. 

8119.  And  the  lairage  round  about  the  North 
Wall,  where  you  see  cattle  herded  in  great  num- 
bers before  they  are  embarked  in  Ireland,  are 
hardly  lairs  at  all  ? — If  you  mean  the  yards  and 
the  sheds  around  the  yards,  I think  they  are  in  a 
very  wretched  state ; but  there  are  some  little 
parks  and  sheds  which  are  not  connected  with 
any  railway  company,  but  belong  to  individuals, 
and  I think  those  are  very  well  kept. 

8120.  Mr.  Clare  Raid.  1 Do  you  not  think  it 
probable  that  if  infected  cattle  were  put  into 
those  yards,  and  no  precaution  taken  to  disinfect 
them,  they  would  be  very  likely  to  infect  the  next 
lot  that  came  there? — If  you  ask  me  what  causes 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  I can  give  no  reason  for 
it ; I have  had  it  come  in  a most  mysterious  way, 
and  I have  had  it  stop  in  a most  mysterious  way. 

8121.  B lit  j'ou  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  a highly 
infectious  and  contagious  disease  ? — I suppose  it 
is  contagious,  but  I have  had  so  many  instances 
of  cattle  being  put  into  the  same  railway  truck, 
and  one  lot  taken  out  five  miles  away  from  an- 
other lot,  and  one  lot  not  taking  the  disease  at  all, 
and  the  other  lot  having  it  the  next  morning,  so 
that  it  has  puzzled  me  completely. 

8122.  But  you  never  traced  the  cattle  which 
escaped  sufficiently  long  to  know  whether  they 
had  the  disease  or  not? — Yes,  often;  they  are 
cattle  of  my  own  breeding. 

8123.  But  not  cattle  of  your  own  rearing  ?— I 
have  known  cattle  of  my  own  rearing,  on  my 
own  farm,  which  have  never  had  the  disease, 
although  the  disease  was  there,  and  they  were  in 
contact  with  the  cattle  which  had  it. 

8124.  Do  you  mean  individual  cattle  or  whole 
lots  of  cattle  ? — Individual  cattle.  I do  not  call 
20  a lot ; that  is  the  most  I rear. 

8125.  There  are  some  animals  which  escape 
the  disease,  just  as  there  are  some  human  beings 
who  escape  scarlet  fever  or  other  epidemics .— 


flicrc  are. 

8126.  What  state  are  the  railway  trucks  in,  as 

a rule  ?— The  trucks  are  not  well  cleansed  at  all; 
but  I think  the  worst  thing  we  have  to  complain 
of  is  the  very  great  delay  that  there  is  m e 
transit  of  cattle  when  once  the  railway  com- 
panies get  them  into  their  possession.  1 1 m> 
that  is  a very  great  hardship  for  the  ca 
owners.  , 

8127.  Is  there  not  sometimes  very  great  cum- 
culty  in  getting  cattle  away  from  Ballinasloe. -- 
Naturally  it  would  be  very  hard  to  guard  again. r 
that.  I do  not  blame  the  company  for  that,  du 
I blame  the  company  for  not  sending  forw 
train  when  it  is  loaded,  and  there  isavas 

of  time  wasted  upon  the  road,  which  1 
should  not  be  the  case  at  all.  gl2gi  j3 
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8128.  Is  there  much  delay  in  the  junctions  ? — 
We  have  not  so  many  junctions  in  Ireland  as  you 
have  here,  but  there  is  a great  deal  of  unneces- 
sary delay  at  the  stations.  I do  not  see  why  they 
should  keep  cattle  waiting  at  them  four  or  five 
hours. 

8129.  I suppose  Mr.  Flanagan’s  instance  was 
not  the  only  instance  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
breaking  out  just  before  a fair  ?— I do  not  know 
that,  but  a Mr.  Brown,  of  Galway,  of  whom  I 
buy  cattle,  said,  the  week  before  Ballinasloe  Fair, 
that  he  had  not  got  foot  and  mouth  disease,  hut 
that  it  was  coming  into  the  cattle  ; he  is  rather  a 
nervous  man ; he  was  rather  frightened  lest  his 
cattle  should  take  the  disease  in  the  Fair  of  Bal- 
linasloe, and  he  asked  me  if  I would  go  down  and 
buy  them  upon  the  land,  and  I fixed  a day  and 
went  down,  and  he  told  me  that  the  disease  had 
appeared  upon  one  farm,  and  he  said,  “ There 
are  700  sheep  upon  my  farm,  which  I am  quite 
prepared  to  sell  you  ; they  are  quite  safe ; ” and 
I bought  those  sheep.  The  fair  was  10  days 
afterwards  at  that  time  ; it  was,  as  well  as  I re- 
member, the  25th  of  September.  He  said  he 
would  run  the  risk,  and  see  whether  those  cattle 
took  the  disease  or  not,  and  if  they  did,  to  ask 
me  after  the  fair  to  go  and  buy  them  when  they 
were  well.  The  disease  did  not  come  until  after 
the  fair,  and  he  sent  80  bullocks,  and  90  heifers 
which  I bought,  to  the  fair,  and  Mr.  Gerrard 
bought  the  80  bullocks  in  the  Fair  of  Ballina- 
sloe. The  heifers  had  not  apparently  any  dis- 
ease when  I bought  them. 

8130.  But  they  had  afterwards? — Yes. 

8131.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  Ballinasloe  Fair 
should  not  be  held  in  consequence  of  the  preva- 
lence of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  neighbour- 
hood? — I think  it  would  have  been  desirable  to 
postpone  the  fair  last  October,  ns  the  disease  was 
so  prevalent  in  the  country,  till  the  disease  got 
over. 

8132.  Notwithstanding  that,  you  would  have 
no  precaution  taken  against  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease ? — No,  I would  not. 

8133.  And  no  sort  of  resti’ictions  ? — I would 
leave  it  to  the  good  sense  of  people  to  do  what 
they  thought  was  best  for  them;  but  if  my 
private  individual  opinion  was  given,  I should 
say  it  would  have  been  best  to  have  postponed 
the  (air  when  the  disease  was  so  prevalent  last 
year. 

8134.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Scab  in  sheep  is  caused 
by  carelessness  upon  the  part  of  the  owner  of  the 
sheep,  is  it  not?— I think  that  the  removal  of  the 
sheep  in  September  and  October,  driving  the 
sheep  to  the  fairs,  and  cooling  and  swe  iting  again, 
day  after  day,  will  produce  scab,  although  they 
are  perfectly  healthy  and  free  when  they  leave 
the  farm. 

8135.  Will  that  produce  it  suddenly? — No,  it 
will  break  out  in  about  a week  or  10  days. 

8136.  Scabby  sheep  are  occasionally  shown  in 
the  market,  are  they  not? — Yes. 

8137.  Those  sheep  must  have  the  scab  before 
leaving  home? — Yes,  and  some  of  them  very 
badly. 

8138.  Nevertheless,  the  owners  do  exhibit 
them?-- Yes. 

8139.  I suppose  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
breaks  out  sometimes  amongst  dealers’  stock  after 
j market?— It  must,  and  I am  quite  sure  it 
does. 

8140.  They  drive  those  animals  along  the  high 
ways,  and  exhibit  them  in  other  fairs  ? -—Dealers 

0.58. 


drive  cattle  very  little  in  Ireland  now,  as  a 
rule. 

8141.  What  do  they  do  with  them? — They 
put  them  in  the  train  from  place  to  place. 

8142.  But  you  have  to  move  them  from  the 
trains  to  the  fairs  and  max’kets,  and  to  the  ship- 
ping places  of  the  steamers? — Yes,  of  course 
you  have. 

8143.  Do  the  dealers  sometimes  exhibit  them 
in  the  fail's  ? — Not  the  lai'ge  dealers. 

8144.  I am  speaking  of  the  small  dealers? — 
The  small  dealers  may  buy  cattle  at  one  fair 
and  bi’ing  them  to  anothei'. 

8145.  Do  you  think  it  quite  right  and  proper 
that  those  small  dealei's  should  be  allowed  to 
exhibit  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  at  small  fairs  ? — I have  never  seen  cattle 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  except  at 
the  two  last  fail's  of  Ballinasloe. 

8146.  What  do  the  dealei's  do  with  the  foot 
and  mouth  diseased  cattle  that  they  have  ? — The 
principal  dealers  bring  the  cattle  to  both  Eng- 
land and  Scotland. 

8147.  That  is  the  small  dealei's  ? — The  small 
dealers  bring  them,  as  I say,  from  fair  to  fair, 
but  I have  never  seen  nor  known  it  of  my  own 
knowledge  that  a dealer  having  a lot  of  cattle 
affected  with  foo  tand  mouth  disease  exhibited  them, 
nor  do  I know  a case  in  which  a dealer  got  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  into  his  small  lot  oi  cattle. 

8148.  Take  the  statement  to  be  this,  that  Irish 
dealers  do  bring  those  cattle  across  to  Scotland, 
and  bring  them  about  from  fair  to  fair  until  they 
contract  foot  and  mouth  disease ; would  you  think 
it  desirable  to  allow  them  to  exhibit  them  in  fairs 
and  markets  ? — T am  not  giving  my  opinion  as  to 
what  I would  do  in  your  country,  but  as  to  what 
I would  do  in  my  own  country.  I would  say, 
let  the  interior  of  the  country  be  left  entirely  to 
the  farmers  and  owners  of  the  land ; do  what  you 
like  at  the  ports. 

8149.  Do  you  think  it  a question  of  justice  or 
fairness  that  those  dealers  should  be  allowed  in 
this  country  to  exhibit  cattle  in  a market  which 
they  know  to  be  labouring  under  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — If  the  English  or  Scotch  people  object 
to  it,  I would  not  allow  it. 

8150.  Do  you  think  the  English  or  Scotch 
people  ought  to  have  an  objection  to  it?— T have 
heard  that  it  is  not  so  much  the  English  or  Scotch 
farmers  who  are  opposed  to  it,  but  that  it  is  the 
veterinary  surgeons  who  are  in  favour  of  re- 
strictions in  England. 

8151.  You  are  assuming  that  the  English  far- 
mers are  very  much  of  your  own  opinion,  and 
have  very  little  objection  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — I have  been  told  so,  but  I do  not  know 
it  of  my  own  knowledge. 

8152.  Mr.  Callun.]  Is  not  Connaught  the 
principal  rearing  place  for  stock  in  Ireland  ? — 
x es,  it  is. 

8153.  Are  you  acquainted  with  all  the  large 
breeders  in  the  province  ? — I am. 

8154.  Leinster  is  a great  province  for  fatten- 
ing, is  it  not  ? — Y es,  it  i6. 

8155.  And  you  are  acquainted  with  all  the 
principal  stockmasters  in  Leinster? — Yes. 

8156.  You  have  spoken  with  them  upon  the 
subject? — I have. 

8157.  Do  they  agree  with  you  in  the  evidence 
you  have  given? — Generally  I think  they  do. 

8158.  You  are  in  favour  of  the  removing  of 
cattle,  and  in  favour  of  non-restriction,  with  re- 
gard to  foot  and  mouth  diseased  cattle  in  Ireland, 
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and  of  leaving  them  to  be  dealt  with  according 
to  the  wishes  of  those  interested  in  the  trade  of 
Ireland  ? — Yes. 

81/59.  Are  you  in  favour  of  leaving  it  to  Eng- 
land to  legislate  for  itself? — Yes,  I am. 

8160.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  sufficient,  if 
there  is  to  be  inspection,  to  have  that  inspection 
at  the  port  of  embarkation  ? — Yes,  I do. 

8161.  Do  you  think  that  a fully  qualified  per- 
son at  the  port  of  embarkation  could  prevent 
those  cattle,  in  which  disease  has  become  de- 
veloped, from  being  shipped  ? — I think  he 
could. 

8162.  The  inspection  lying  in  a narrow  com- 
pass would  be  more  effectual  than  the  inspection 
by  the  police,  which  has  been  spoken  of,  in 
country  districts? — I do  not  know  what  the 
police  could  do  with  cattle  removed  to  the  ports 
of  embarkation  at  all. 

8163.  Do  you  think  that  inspection  would  be 
a sufficient  safeguard  to  prevent  the  exportation 
of  disease,  where  it  had  become  developed? — 
Where  it  had  become  developed,  but  I have  not 
much  faith  in  inspection. 

8161.  I am  referring  to  cases  where  it  had  de- 
veloped in  transit  from  the  interior  ? — Yes. 

8165.  Chairman.']  Would  you  have  different 
legislation  for  cattle  diseases  in  England  and  in 
Ireland? — If  I were  asked  my  own  opinion  T 
would  not. 

8166.  I rather  understood  from  your  answer 
to  the  last  honourable  Member  that  you  would 
rather  wish  to  deal  with  certain  diseases,  as  the 
Irish  farmers  wished,  irrespective  of  the  wishes 
of  the  English  or  Scotch  agriculturists  ? — What 
I meant  was  that  it  would  be  only  justice  to  con- 
sult their  wishes ; if  they  wish  for  restrictions  in 
England  I do  not  see  why  they  should  not  have 
them. 

8167.  But  supposing  that  in  England  the  agri- 
culturists wished  to  have  restrictions  put  upon  the 
movement  of  stock  affected  with  disease  in  Eng- 
land, and  that  similar  restrictions  were  not 
carried  out  in  Ireland,  the  English  farmers  might 
possibly  say,  We  must  treat  Irish  animals  as 
foreign  animals,  and  slaughter  all  animals  affected 
at  the  port  of  debarkation  as  we  do  with  foreign 
animals? — Certainly,  that  might  be  so. 

8168.  I suppose  you  would  prefer  a uniform 
system  of  legislation  for  the  two  countries  to  any 
other  system? — Yes,  I should. 

8.169.  Mr.  Callan .]  You  do  not  apprehend  the 
difficulty  which  the  honourable  Chairman  has 
raised? — No,  1 do  not. 

8170.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Would  it  not  be  pos- 
sible if  you  had  free  trade  in  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  Ireland,  that  we  should  insist  upon 
the  quarantine  with  regard  to  Irish  cattle  coming 
here  ? — I think  quarantine  would  min  the  Irish 
trade  altogether. 

8171.  Then  it  would  be  much  better  and 
cheaper  to  have  a uniform  legislation,  and  treat 


Ireland  as  a portion  of  the  United  Kin crdom 
rather  than  as  separate  from  it  ? — I have  eiVP 
you  my  answer  that  I do  not  think  that  restn? 
tions  can  m any  way  stop  the  progress  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease ; I think  they  have  not  dono 
so  hitherto. 


8172.  Does  the  cattle  market  in  Dublin  in 

crease  or  diminish  in  its  numbers  ? — The  numbe' 
has  very  much  increased  of  late  years.  r 

8173.  How  much  has  it  increased  within  the 
last  two  or  three  years?— It  has  increased  one 
quarter  in  the  last  three  years  and  very  closp  f-n 
double  in  the  last  15  years. 

8174.  Is  that  for  consumption  in  Ireland  or 
for  exportation  to  England  ?— It  has  increased  in 
both  respects  very  much. 

8175  Is  that  market  for  fat  or  for  store  cattle9 
— For  fat  cattle. 

8176.  Chairman.  ] The  export  of  fat  cattle 
from  Ireland  into  England  is  an  increasing  trade 
is  it  not  ? — Yes,  it  is. 

8177.  And  if  the  cattle  have  not  gone  to 
Liverpool,  they  have  gone  somewhere  else?— 
Yes. 


8178.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Do  dealers  from  the 

interior  of  England  come  over  to  Dublin  ? Yes 

in  great  numbers  ; the  principal  places  that 
cattle  are  sent  to  from  Dublin  are  Manchester 
Liverpool,  Sheffield,  Wakefield,  Newcastle’ 
Birmingham,  Leeds,  and  the  Pottery  country. 

8179.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Do  not  the  butchers, 
or  the  dealers  from  the  different  towns  you  have 
mentioned,  come  over  to  Dublin  and  take  the 
cattle  straight  away  to  their  own  places  ? — Not 
the  butchers ; but  the  dealers  do. 

8180.  Instead  of  going  to  Liverpool,  as  they 
formerly  did  ? — No,  a large  number  of  cattle  go 
by  Liverpool  to  the  dealers. 

8181.  Is  it  not  an  increasing  trade  for  dealers 
to  come  from  M anehestcr,  Salford,  Sheffield,  and 
all  the  towns  in  the  Pottery  districts,  direct  to 
you,  to  buy  cattle  from  you,  and  take  them  straight 
to  those  markets  ? — It  is. 

8182.  Rather  than  to  buy  them  at  the  Liver- 
pool market,  as  they  used  to  do  ? — They  are 
more  numerous  now  than  they  were. 

8183.  So  that  the  Liverpool  loss  may  possibly 
be  your  gain  ? — I think  it  has  something  to  do 
with  the  Holyhead  trade ; they  have  a very  direct 
route  to  go  by  Holyhead  by  the  north  of  Eng- 
land. 

8184.  Mr.  Barclay.]  The  dealers  prefer  the 
cattle  going  round  by  Holyhead  as  compared 
with  going  by  Liverpool,  and  standing  in  the 
Liverpool  market  ? — Y es. 

8185.  Are  those  cattle  in  the  Dublin  market 
consigned  to  salesmen  in  the  Dublin  market, 
or  do  the  farmers  come  with  them  ? — They  are 
all  consigned. 

8186.  Chairman.]  Is  there  any  other  point 
which  you  wish  to  bring  before  the  Committee  ? 
— No,  1 think  not. 
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Monday , 9 th  June  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  William  Edward  F orster. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 


Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Bead. 
Mr.  Bidley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Bight  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWABD  FOBSTEB,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  John  Algernon  Clarke,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


8187.  Mr.  Clare  Read.'}  You  are  a Farmer  in 
Lincolnshire,  I believe  ? — Yes,  I am. 

8188.  And  Secretary  to  the  Central  Chamber 
of  Agriculture  ? — I am. 

8189.  You  were  present,  were  you  not,  when 
the  Beport  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Committee  was  adopted  and  amended  by  the 
Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture? — Yes,  on 
February  the  4tli,  of  the  present  year. 

8190.  Those  resolutions  have  been  handed  in, 
and  are  before  this  Committee,  and  I will  put  a 
few  questions  upon  them.  Can  you  give  the 
Committee  any  idea  with  reference  to  the  number 
or  importance  of  the  representatives  who  were  pre- 
sent on  that  occasion?— I think  about  30  of  the 
chambers  were  represented  upon  that  occasion 
out  of  56. 

8191.  What  is  the  whole  constituency  of  the 
chambers  ? — There  are  about  17,000  members  at 
the  present  time. 

8192.  Are  they  distributed  almost  all  over 
England  ? — There  are  four  or  five  counties  which 
have  no  chambers. 

8193.  Generally  speaking,  there  is  one  in  each 
county,  is  there  not? — Generally  speaking,  there 
is  one  in  each  county,  and  in  several  counties  there 
are  two  or  three. 

8194.  Were  those  resolutions  adopted  mostly 
unanimously,  or  were  there  divisions  upon  some 
of  the  minor  ones  ? — There  were  divisions  upon 
one  or  two  minor  points,  particularly  the  clause 
referring  to  sheep-pox.  which  was  afterwards 
agreed  to. 

8195.  First  of  all  the  Council  consider  that  the 
Act  has  failed  to  accomplish  its  object,  and  then 
■they  go  on  to  suggest  certain  remedies.  With 
regard  to  the  first  remedy,  “ The  Council  are  of 
opinion,  that  in  dealing  with  cattle  diseases,  a 
uniform  action  in  counties  and  boroughs  should 
as  far  as  possible  be  enforced  throughout  Great 

main.  What  is  the  precise  meaning  of  that 
statement?  — Would  you  allow  me  to  observe, 
nat  the  whole  of  these  recommendations  follow 

e ™P°rtant  declaration  in  the  first  paragraph, 
namely,  slaughter  or  quarantine,  so  that  they  are 
intact  subsidiary  considerations  which  are  num- 
bered in  the  Beport. 

« you  read  that  first  paragraph  ? — 
fa;i  °Uncil  consi(1er  that  the  Act  has  signally 

6 j accomplish  its  objects,  and  that  no  mea- 

-^q-tc  to  deal  with  contagious  or  infec- 


tious diseases  can  be  adopted,  until  the  fresh 
importation  of  disease  is  prevented  by  the  slaughter 
or  quarantine  of  all  foreign  animals  at  the  ports 
of  debarkation.” 

8197.  And  then,  provided  that  is  done,  the 
Council  suggests  these  following  recommenda- 
tions, which  are  numbered  in  the  Beport?  — Yes. 

8198.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  your  ideas 
upon  that  point  of  slaughter  or  quarantine  ? — 
The  feeling  of  the  meeting  which  passed  this 
resolution  was  that  slaughter  or  quarantine  by 
legislative  enactment  was  necessary  oil  several 
grounds.  One  was  that  inspection  is  unsafe; 
animals,  for  instance,  may  leave  a farm  in  Hol- 
land upon  Monday,  morning,  may  be  shipped  from 
a Dutch  port  on  that  Monday  night,  and  may 
arrive  in  an  English  port  on  Tuesday  morning, 
and  be  sold  in  London  on  Wednesday.  As  the 
natural  period  of  incubation  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  often  considerably  longer  than  that 
time,  a mere  detention  of  12  hours  at  the  port  of 
landing  is  not  sufficient  to  arrest  the  entrance  of 
the  disease. 

8199.  Of  course,  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  detention  is  perfectly  useless  ? — It  is  per- 
fectly useless  in  the  case  of  pleuvo-pneumonia. 
We  think  that  measures  ought  to  be  enforced  by 
law,  because  the  agriculturists  represented  at 
that  meeting  are  not  satisfied  that  the  discretion 
to  slaughter  or  to  admit  animals  should  be  left 
to  the  Privy  Council. 

8200.  You  mean  with  regard  to  scheduling 
countries? — Scheduling  countries,  or  admitting 
animals  which  have  been  in  the  same  vessels  with 
diseased  ones.  The  agriculturists  have  not  suffi- 
cient confidence  in  the  provisions  which  might 
from  time  to  time  be  made.  If  I may  give  an 
instance  of  the  ground  of  that  want  of  confidence, 
I would  adduce  what  occurred  at  the  Smitlifield 
Club  Show  in  1871 ; about  70  animals  in  that  show 
were  found  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; 
all  those  animals  were  detained  and  slaughtered 
in  London,  but  all  the  rest  of  the  animals  in  the 
show,  some  standing  side  by  side  with  those 
diseased  animals,  were  allowed  to  go  down  to  all 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  just  as  the  owners  might 
choose. 

8201.  By  whose  authority  ? — By  Order  of  the 
Privy  Council. 

8202.  Was  auything  said  about  its  being  im- 
possible to  stamp  out  disease  by  internal  sanitary 

u u 2 measures. 
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Mr.  measures,  so  long  as  fresli  contagion  is  imported 
J.  A.  Clarke,  from  abroad  ? — Yes ; the  speakers  at  the  meeting 

represented  that  it  was  impossible  to  stamp  out 

9 June  1873.  or  repress  such  a disease  as  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  if  the  seeds  of  it  were  continually  re- 
admitted by  importations  from  abroad ; and  that 
is  my  own  conviction  upon  the  subject. 

8203.  I suppose  you  have  had  a considerable 
amount  of  experience,  as  a farmer,  amongst 
cattle  ? — l have  had  a great  many  losses  by  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  and  also  from  pleuro-pneu- 
monia. 

8204.  Have  you  any  further  observation  to 
make  upon  these  two  first  sentences  of  the  Re- 
port?— -No,  except  that  I am  not  satisfied  that 
the  option  of  slaughtering  or  quarantine,  or  the 
admission  of  annuals  herded  in  the  same  vessel 
with  diseased  animals,  should  be  left  to  the  Privy 
Council,  on  the  ground  that  the  arrangements  at 
present  existing  are  perfectly  unsafe,  as,  for  in- 
stance, the  position  of  the  Hull  foreign  cattle 
market,  which  has  been  allowed  to  remain  quite 
unsafe  for  its  purpose  several  years  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  for  the  prevention  of  the  in- 
troduction of  contagious  diseases. 

8205.  Was  there  any  difference  of  opinion  at 

. this  large  meeting  of  the  Central  Chamber  of 

Agriculture,  upon  the  desirability  of  foreign 
cattle  being  killed  at  waterside  markets,  or  kept 
in  quarantine  there? — There  was  no  difference 
of  opinion  whatever  upon  the  subject. 

8206.  Provided  that  was  done,  then  followed 
these  ten  recommendations  ? — Yes. 

8207.  And  the  first  is  with  regal'd  to  more  uni- 
form action  in  counties  and  boroughs? — I under- 
stand that  recommendation  to  mean  that  counties 
and  boroughs  should  be  obliged  to  follow  out  the 

{provisions  passed  by  a central  authority,  and  not 
eft  entirely  to  their  own  discretion,  or  left  as 
much  as  they  are  to  their  own  discretion. 

8208.  That  there  should  be  greater  striugency 
applied  to  the  whole  country  ? — Yes. 

8209.  And  not  so  much  option  left  to  the 
small  local  authorities? — That  was  what  was 
intended. 

8210.  Was  anything  said  about  diminishing 
the  number  of  local  authorities  ? — I do  not  re- 
member that  there  was. 

8211.  Then  with  regard  to  Ireland,  I suppose 
that  paragraph  which  relates  to  Ireland  means 
that  the  same  regulations  which  are  in  force  in 
Great  Britain  ought  to  be  extended  to  Ireland  ? 
— I understand  paragraph  2 to  recommend  that 
whatever  means  are  adopted  in  Great  Britain  for 
the  repression  of  disease,  should  also  be  followed 
out  in  Ireland,  and  that  then  the  two  countries 
should  he  treated  as  one  and  the  same.  If  that 
is  not  done,  then  restrictions  similar  to  those  on 
foreign  importations  would  be  necessary  in  the 
case  of  Irish  importations. 

8212.  Now  with  regard  to  the  recommendation 
as  to  cattle  plague  and  sheep-pox,  I think  you 
stated  that  there  was  a considerable  amount  of 
difference  of  opinion  with  reference  to  the  recom- 
mendation in  regard  to  sheep-pox ; was  there  any 
difference  of  opinion  with  regard  to  this  recom- 
mendation as  to  cattle  plague  ? — The  representa- 
tives at  the  Central  Chamber  were  quite  unani- 
mous with  regard  to  cattle  plague,  and  two 
chambers  (I  think  not  more  than  two)  thought 
the  measure  unnecessary  in  the  case  of  sheep-pox, 
but  at  a subsequent  meeting  it  was  carried  by  a 
very  large  majority  that  sheep-pox  should  be  in- 
cluded in  the  same  treatment  as  cattle  plague. 


8213.  The  third  recommendation,  I see,  wishes 
to  extend  the  slaughtering  power  of  the  inspectors 
to  animals  which  are  not  actually  in  contact  with 
diseased  animals?  — The  recommendation  savs 
" adjacent  places  ” ; we  did  not  define  the  term 
"adjacent  places,”  we  thought  it  was  under- 
stood. 

8214.  That  it  should  be  left  to  the  inspectors  of 
the  Privy  Council,  and  not  to  the  local  inspec- 
tors?— To  the  inspectors  of  the.  Privy  Council. 

8215.  Isuppose  it  was  considered  to  be  necessary 
to  take  more  stringent  measures  for  the  immediate 
stamping  out  of  any  fresh  outbreak  of  disease?— 
That  paragraph  does  not  contemplate  a condition 
of  affairs  when  the  disease  is  already  covering 
half  the  country,  but  it  is  applicable  to  the  first 
outbreaks. 

8216.  Have  you  any  observation  to  make  upon 
the  fourth  recommendation? — No,  except  that  it 
is  intended  to  apply  more  stringent  and  effectual 
treatment  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  sheep-scab, 
and  glanders.  The  fourth  recommendation  also 
has  reference  to  early  outbreaks,  and  does  not 
contemplate  a condition  of  affairs  when  the 
country  is  full  of  those  diseases. 

821 7.  Then  with  regard  to  Clause  5,  which  is 
principally  with  regard  to  disinfection,  what  ob- 
servation have  you  to  make  upon  that  ? — That  the 
present  regulations  for  the  disinfection  of  public 
conveyances  are  utterly  ineffectual ; we  wish  for 
something  more  effectual  to  be  enacted. 

8218.  By  whose  authority? — By  the  authority 
of  the  Privy  Council  obliging  the  local  autho- 
rities to  carry  them  out,  I suppose. 

82 1 9.  It  is  stated  here  that  “ Any  vehicle  used 
for  the  conveyance  of  any  animal  which  may, 
within  forty-eight  hours  of  its  removal  from  any 
such  vessel,  lair,  truck,  or  other  vehicle,  be  found 
infected  with  any  contagious  or  infectious  disease, 
should  be  treated  as  infected  places;”  how  would 
the  inspector  be  able  to  trace  the  animal  after  a 
lapse  of  48  hours?  — Forty-eight  hours  were 
named,  but  I do  not  know  that  there  is  any  par- 
ticular reason  why  that  exact  interval  should  be 
fixed ; of  course  it  means  a couple  of  clays.  I do 
not  know  how  the  inspector  would  trace  the 
animal. 

8220.  Mr.  Dent.']  But  in  a case  of  that  kind 
you  propose  that  those  lairs,  trucks,  and  vessels 
should  be.  treated  as  infected  places,  and  that 
they  should  he  twice  disinfected  instead  of  once; 
therefore  it  is  a very  important  provision.  Sup- 
posing animals  to  come  to  a market  and  be  re- 
moved away  again,  probably  by  railway,  and 
then  it  is  found  out  within  48  hours  that  they 
are  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  how  are 
you  to  trace  that  to  the  truck  or  vessel  in  which 
they  are  brought? — That  was  intended  as  the 
very  longest  period,  but  it  says,  “ within  forty- 
eight  hours ;”  it  need  not  necessarily  be  the  whole 
of  that  time  before  a case  is  discovered,  but  that 
a vessel  or  truck  shall  be  liable  to  that  treatment 
if  the  thing  were  detected ; probably  it  would  be 
very  much  earlier  than  48  hours. 

8221.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  The  disease  might  be 
detected  in  the  course  of  one  hour,  I suppose . 

It  might  be,  in  the  course  of  one  hour. 

8222.  Then  comes  Resolution  No.  6,  whicii 
suggests  the  stoppage  of  fairs  and  markets  tor 
store  stock,  during  the  months  of  J une  and  July, 
in  counties  where  foot  and  mouth  disease  eiis •' , 
is  there  much  difference  of  opinion  upon  t a 
point? — There  is  not  the  slightest  difference  0 
opinion  upon  that  point  except  with  reference^ 
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the  particular  months  which  should  be  included, 
hut  the  balance  of  opinion  is  in  favour  of  June 
and  July  as  the  interval  when  cattle  are  for  the 
most  part  in  pasture,  and  the  fairs  which  happen 
to  be  held  in  June  and  J uly  might  be  intermitted 
for  that  period  with  less  damage  to  business  than 
at  any  other  period. 

8223.  This  restriction  is  not  supposed  to  apply 
to  fat  stock,  is  it  ?— It  applies  to  the  movement 
of  all  animals  whether  fat  or  otherwise,  but  a li- 
cense is  provided  for,  so  that  any  animals  could 
be  removed  by  license,  supposing  there  were  no 
disease  amongst  them. 

8224.  As  during  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  ? 
As  during  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague. 

8225.  Then  the  7th  Resolution  refers  to  the 
ventilation  of  the  holds  of  ships ; was  there  any 
opinion  expressed  with  regard  to  the  bad  ventila- 
tion on  board  ships  bringing  cattle? — The  venti- 
lation of  ships  was  generally  condemned.  The 
object  of  this  paragraph  is  not  to  recommend  the 
carriage  of  store  animals  on  deck,  because  it  is 
believed  that  at  times  it  would  be  very  detri- 
mental to  those  animals,  but  that  it  would  he 
preferable  to  bringing  store  animals  which  we 
wish  to  keep  healthy,  m the  present  pestilential 
and  ill-ventilated  holds  of  vessels. 

8226.  Recommendation  8 says,  “ That  two 
places  of  landing  should  he  provided  at  every 
port  into  which  cattle  are  imported is  that  in 
case  one  of  the  landing-places  should  be  an  in- 
fected place  ? — That  is  to  give  an  opportunity  for 
an  infected  lot  being  disposed  of  without  inter- 
fering with  the  landing  of  others. 

8227.  Clause  9 says,  “ That  with  regard  to 
store  animals,  there  should  bo  required  a vete- 
rinary certificate  of  health  from  the  port  of 
embarkation,  and  that,  when  such  animals  are 
landed,  such  certificate  should  he  endorsed  by 
a duly  qualified  inspector;”  does  that  apply  to 
Irish  stock  ? — That  applies  to  Irish  stock,  but  it 
is  not  intended  to  apply  to  Continental  cattle, 
which  are  provided  for  by  the  first  paragraph, 
under  the  system  of  slaughter  or  quarantine. 

8228.  Are  those  all  the  regulations  which  were 
proposed  to  he  imposed  upon  Irish  stock,  provided 
that  they  had  the  same  regulations  in  Ireland  a3 
in  England? — And  a detention  of  six  hours  for 
animals  coming  from  Ireland,  in  order  to  rest 
them  and  give  them  food  and  water,  and  perfect- 
the  inspection. 

8229.  Then  Clause  10  is  not  for  the  purpose  of 
restricting  the  trade  from  Ireland  in  any  way, 
but  simply  for  the  purpose  of  humanity  ? — On 
the  contrary,  I suppose  it  would  benefit  the 
trade  by  enhancing  the  value  of  the  animals  when 
they  arrived  at  the  market  in  England. 

8230.  Chairman.']  How  many  chambers  are 
there  in  connection  with  your  Central  Chamber  ? 
— -Fifty-six. 

8231.  And  what  is  generally  the  constitution 
of  those  chambers  ? — They  consist  of  persons  who, 
I suppose,  would  be  described  as  leading  farmers 
and  leading  agriculturists ; perhaps  one-fourtli 
landowners,  and  the  rest  tenant  farmers. 

8232.  What  constitutes  membership  of  a pro- 
vincial chamber  ? — Being  elected  a member,  and 
paying  an  annual  subscription. 

8233.  What  constitutes  being  a member  of  the 
Central  Chamber  ? — The  same ; hut  the  Central 
Chamber  is  a representative  society,  to  which  all 
tne  affiliated  chambers  send  representatives. 

8234.  Can  you  tell  me  the  number  of  members 
ot  the  different  chambers  ? — No,  I cannot  do  that; 

0.58. 


I can  tell  you  the  total;  the  last  return  was 
17,000  members,  both  provincial  and  central. 

8235.  What  is  the  number  of  each?  — The 
members  of  the  Central  Chambers  are  under  200 ; 
it  is  a small  body,  but  the  main  constitution  of  it 
is  something  like  that  of  the  Associated  Chambers 
of  Commerce;  its  council  consists  of  members 
representing  the  various  provincial  chambers. 

8236.  What  is  the  subscription  necessary  to 
constitute  a man  a member  of  a provincial 
chamber? — I suppose  10s.  or  a sovereign,  and  in 
some  cases  it  is  as  low  as  5 s.  a year. 

8237.  With  regard  to  this  report;  was  it  finally 
agreed  to  as  it  stands  now,  on  E ebruary  the  4th  ? 
— Yes,  it  was. 

8238.  As  regards  the  first  paragraph,  I under- 
stand  you  to  state  that  you  consider  there  ought 
to  be  a change  in  the  present  system  with  regard 
to  foreign  imports,  obliging  the  slaughter  or 
quarantine  of  all  foreign  animals  at  the  port  of 
landing? — Yes. 

8239.  By  that,  I suppose,  you  mean  the 
slaughter  of  all  fat  stock,  and  the  quarantine  of 
all  store  stock? — The  idea  is,  instead  of  attempting 
to  define  what  is  a fat  and  what  is  a store  animal, 
the  option  should  be  lott  to  the  importers. 

8240.  What  length  of  quarantine  should  you 
require  ? — I believe  that  a week  would  be  quite 
sufficient  to  detect  foot  and  mouth  disease,  but 
the  balance  of  opinion  amongst  the  members  is 
for  a longer  period;  10  days  or  a fortnight,  but 
my  opinion  is  that  a week  would  be  quite  suffi- 
cient. 

8241.  I understood  you  to  state  that  you  based 
your  opinion  in  favour  of  that  resolution  upon 
two  or  three  grounds ; one  was  what  you  have 
heard  some  other  gentlemen  say,  but  I think  I 
must  ask  you  from  your  own  experience,  upon 
what  experience  which  you  have  had  yourself  do 
you  base  that  opinion  ? — The  first  case  I adduced, 
was  that  of  the  slaughter  of  certain  animals  at  the 
Smithficld  Club  Show. 

8242.  But  your  statement  refers  to  the  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  the  import  of  foreign  ani- 
mals, not  with  regard  to  the  regulations  as  to 
home  animals.  You  have  stated  that  you  think 
the  regulations  with  regard  to  foreign  animals 
ought  to  be  changed  to  a very  serious  extent,  and 
that  instead  of  any  animals  being  allowed  to  go 
into  the  interior  they  should  all  be  slaughtered 
unless  they  were  subject  to  a quarantine  of  at 
least  a week,  and  I ask  you  the  grounds  upon 
which  you  base  your  recommendation  for  such 
change,  and  you  give  me,  not  any  experience 
with  regard  to  foreign  import,  but  with  regard 
to  home  animals  at  the  Smithfield  Club  Show. 
What  I want  to  ask  is,  upon  what  facts  with  re- 
gard to  foreign  animals  do  you  base  this  recom- 
mendation ? — I adduced  the  fact  that  animals 
from  Holland  can  be  imported  in  so  short  a time 
as  to  give  no  chance  of  detecting  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  should  it  exist. 

8243.  You  are  aware,  no  doubt,  that  such  a 
recommendation  would  be  considered  by  a large 
number  of  persons  connected  with  the  importing 
interest,  and  also  with  the  consuming  interest,  as 
dangerous  and  unnecessary  ? — Yes ; I am  aware 
of  that. 

8244.  Then  you  would  not  be  surprised  at  my 
asking  you  for  actual  facts  which  would  convince 
you  that  it  is  necessary,  not  for  what  you  think 
may  have  happened,  or.  what  might  happen  ? 
There  is  the  fact,  that  in  1869  an  immense  quan- 
tity of  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  introduced  by 
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Mr.  the  freedom  of  inland  movement  allowed  to  am  charge  of  such  animal ; that  it  should  be  remn  d 
J.  A.  Clarke,  mals  affected  with  that  disease.  _ _ merely  for  slaughter;  and  that  a certificate  f 

8245.  Could  you  give  me  any  case  in  which  such  slaughter  should  be  forwarded  to  the  offic  °v 

9 June  1873.  y0U  have  reason  to  believe  that  that  happened  ? — Yes;  and  I believe  that  the  animals  not  affected 

— I was  not  a witness  of  any  case,  but  there  were  were  detained  a short  time,  about  12  hours  6 1 
many  cases  reported  at  the  time.  think,  and  then  allowed  to  go  into  the  country 

8246.  Could  you  give  any  cases  to  the  Com-  8257.  But  what  I am  informed  is,  that  that 

mittee? — I could  give  cases  at  Stockton-on-Tees  Order  did  not  apply  merely  to  those  animals 
and  Newcastle,  and  other  cases.  _ which  were  affected,  but  to  those  which  had  been 

8247.  We  shall  require  to  trouble  you  again  in  contact  with  them;  are  you  aware  of  that?— 
to  give  the  particulars ; at  the  present  time  you  I am  not  aware  of  that;  but  it  was  not  prac- 
have  not  the  particulars  before  you,  I suppose  ? — tically  curried  out ; at  any  rate,  the  animals  were 
I have  the  particulars,  but  they  are  from  reports  allowed  to  go  into  the  country. 

in  the  newspapers.  8258.  Then  I understand  that  the  reason  why 

8248.  I understood  you  to  state  that  you  you  would  take  from  the  Privy  Council  the  dis- 

thought  discretion  ought  not  to  be  left  to  the  cretion  of  scheduling,  and  also  the  power  of 
Privy  Council  with  regard  to  the  foreign  import ; ordering  that  animals  should  or  should  not  be 
do  you  mean  that  discretion  should  not  be  left  slaughtered  which  were  in  the  same  vessel  with 
with  reference  to  what  countries  should  be  sche-  animals  affected,  was  mainly  based  upon  this  fact 
duled  ? — I meant  that  the  option  should  not  be  which  occurred  at  the  Smithfield  Club  Show  ?— 
left  to  the  Privy  Council  to  rescind  that  order  That  is  one  ground,  and  also  the  other  cases 
which  condemns  animals  in  the  same  cargo  with  which  I have  referred  to,  of  which  I am  to  pro- 
affected  animals  tu  be  slaughtered.  duce  the  particulars  to  the  Committee  on  their 

8249.  The  Privy  Council  has  at  this  moment  next  meeting,  with  regard  to  Stockton  and  Ne li- 
the discretion  as  to  what  countries  it  should  sche-  castle. 

dule,  and  what  it  should  not;  you  did  not  mean  8259.  I understand  those  to  be  cases  in  which 
your  remark  to  apply  to  that,  did  you? — Yes,  I you  consider  that  inspection  at  the  port  does  not 
did ; but  I meant  more  than  that.  answer ; I do  not  understand  those  to  be  cases  in 

8250.  What  was  the  other  point  which  you  which  you  accuse  the  Privy  Council  of  want  of 
meant  to  include? — The  discretion  to  condemn  discretion? — I think  the  Privy  Council  ought  to 
and  to  slaughter  animals  in  the  same  cargo  with  have  stopped  the  animals  which  came  in  the  same 
affected  animals  ; as  that  has  now  been  done  by  vessel  with  the  diseased  animals. 

Order,  it  might,  I suppose,  be  rescinded  by  8260.  I understood  you  to  state  before,  that  the 
Order.  cases  you  were  going  to  bring  from  different 

8251.  What  you  object  to  then  is  not  the  mode  ports  in  the  kingdom,  were  cases  in  which  the 

in  which  the  Privy  Council  have  exercised  that  disease  had  come  in,  avoiding  detection.  I did 
discretion,  but  to  the  fact  that  they  have  that  not  understand  you  to  state  that  those  were  cases 
discretion  ?— I object  to  the  fact  of  their  having  in  which  the  rule  of  the  Privy  Council  had  been 
that  discretion ; but  of  course  my  objection  is  broken,  of  ordering  all  animals  to  be  slaughtered 
based  upon  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  when  one  was  found  infected  ?— In  those  cases  the 
exercised  in  past  times.  admission  of  the  animals  was  followed  in  a few 

8252.  Upon  what  experience  do  you  base  that  daysby  an  outbreak  of  disease;  I do  notundertake 
objection  ? — The  Act  of  1869  came  into  operation  to  trace  any  one  animal  from  a cargo. 

on  9th  August,  I believe ; but  the  Privy  Council  8261.  But  I think  that  that  answer  rather  re- 
still allowed  animals,  for  two  months  after  that  lates  to  the  previous  question.  I asked  you  the 
time,  to  come  inland,  when  they  had  been  in  the  reason  why  you  wished  that  all  animals  should  be 
same  vessel  with  animals  affected  with  foot  and  subjected  either  to  slaughter  or  quarantine,  and 
mouth  disease.  you  stated  that,  you  would  bring  facts  for  stating 

8253.  Then  you  base  your  recommendation  that  upon  which  I should  have  an  opportunity  of 
that  the  discretion  should  be  taken  away,  upon  examining  you  here.after;  and  you  also  stated  that 
the  fact  that  the  Privy  Council  allowed  two  you  thought  no  discretion  should  be  leftto  the  Privy 
months  to  intervene  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  Council,  and  upon  my  asking  you  your  reason,  you 
disease,  before  they  subjected  the.  whole  foreign  based  that  opinion  mainly  upon  the  Smithfield  Club 
import  to  this  regulation  ? — That  is  one  reason.  Show  ; will  those  cases  also  prove  that  the  Privy 

8254.  TV  hat  other  reason  is  there  ? — Another  Council  have  not  carried  out  their  rule  of  order- 
reason  is  the  discretion  exercised  in  the  case  of  ing  the  animals  to  be  slaughtered  when  one 
the  Smithfield  Club  Show  of  1871  to  which  I animal  was  found  to  be  affected  ? — It  is  done  now 
alluded,  in  which  precisely  the  same  policy  was  by  order  at  the  port. 

followed.  _ 8262.  As  regards  your  charge  against  the 

c What  is  your  charge  as  regards  the  Privy  Council  of  not  using  their  discretion,  and. 

Smithfield  Club  Show  ? — Because  the  Order  ordering  animals  affected  with  disease,  and  those 
(and  I say  the  Order  because,  whether  the  thing  in  contact  to  be  slaughtered ; do  you  base  your 
had  happened  or  not,  the  policy  was  the  same)  opinion  upon  anything  else  except  the  fact  that 
with  regard  to  the  holding  of  the  meeting  was,  for  two  months  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  they 
that  if  any  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  broke  did  not.  make  that  regulation,  and  also  the  fact 
out,  the  animals  so  affected  were  to  be  slaughtered,  which  you  stated  with  regard  to  the  Smithfield 
and  the  rest  were  to  be  treated  as  if  no  disease  Club  Show  ?— There  is  atso  the  fact  that  sheep 
had  occurred  in  the  yard.  coming  in  the  same  vessel  with  infected  animals 

. 825fi-  Are  you  aware  that  in  1870  the  instruc-  were  allowed  to  come  into  the  country;  it  is  not 
tions  sent  by  the  Privy  Council  were  to  this  long  since  an  order  providing  that  sheep  coming 
effect : That  no  animal  which  had  been  in  con-  in  the  same  cargo  with  infected  animals  should 
tact  with  an  animal  which  had  had  foot  and  mouth  be  slaughtered  at  the  place  of  landing  has  been 
disease,  should  be  removed,  except  under  the  care  passed ; I forget  the  date  of  the  Order, 
of  some  person  approved  by  the  inspector  to  take  8263.  When  do  vou  think  that  it  was  ordered 

J that. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS).  343 


that  sheep  which  were  found  in  a vessel  where 
there  was  foot  and  mouth  disease  were  ordered  to 
he  slaughtered  ?— I forget  the  date  of  it. 

8264.  I am  informed  that  it  was  soon  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act ; do  you  consider  that  it  was 
a long  time  after  the  passing  of  the  Act? —I 
think  it  was  a considerable  time  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act  that  such  sheep  were  admitted  into  the 
Metropolitan  Market,  from  which  sheep  were  al- 
lowed to  be  removed  inland. 

8265.  I must  remind  you  that  you  are  propos- 
ing a very  important  change  upon  what  you  con- 
sider to  be  facts  brought  to  your  knowledge  by 
the  experience  of  the  working  of  the  Act.  It  is 
hardly  a sufficient  answer  for  you  to  state  that  you 
think  it  was  done  some  time  after  the  passing  of 
the  A.ct  ? — I do  not  remember  the  date. 

8266.  Perhaps  you  will  be  prepared  with  the 
date  when  you  come  up  again  ? — Certainly. 

8267.  Then,  with  regard  to  all  these  other  re- 
commendations, they  are  all  based  upon  the  first 
paragraph,  xhat  every  foreign  animal  should  be 
subject  to  slaughter  or  quarantine? — l should 
like  to  say  that  that  Report  was  framed  and  the 
recommendations  made  dependent  upon  the  two 
first  paragraphs,  upon  the  ground  that  we  con- 
sidered it  would  be  a very  great  hardship  to 
have  to  submit  to  sanitary  measures  for  home 
stock  unless  the  two  former  paragraphs  were 
carried  out. 

8268.  You  are  aware,  doubtless,  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  has  existed  in  England  for  a long 
time  ? — I am ; it  broke  out  first  in  1839. 

8269.  To  what  do  you  consider  the  late  out- 
break to  be  owing? — I think  it  was  mainly 
owing  to  the  introduction  of  the  disease  at  Stock- 
ton  and  Newcastle  in  1869. 

8270.  Why  do  you  think  so  ? — Because  a con- 
siderable number  of  diseased  cargoes  arrived  at 
those  ports  in  1869,  and  when  the  animals  which 
were  in  the  same  vessel,  but  not  affected  with 
the  disease,  were  allowed  to  move  in  all  direc- 
tions inland,  their  arrival  was  immediately  fol- 
lowed by  outbreaks  of  disease. 

8271.  Do  you  know  the  names  of  the  vessels 
bringing  those  cargoes  ? — I can  produce  them  at 
the  next  meeting. 

8272.  At  what  time  of  the  year  did  those  car- 
goes arrive  ? — I think  it  was  in  the  months  of 
July  and  August  1869,  1 am  not  quite  sure.  I 
think  F ebruary  was  the  earliest.  The  cases  to 
which  I refer,  in  Stockton,  occurred  in  the  month 
of  J uly. 

8273.  When  did  the  Act  pass  ? — It  came  into 
force  in  the  month  of  August  of  that  year. 

_ 8274.  Then  the  introduction  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  from  abroad  in  that  year  you  consider  to 
be  owing  to  the  vessels  which  arrived  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act? — Yes,  certainly. 

8275.  Are  you,  then,  really  of  opinion  that  the 
outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  its  pre- 
valence in  the  country,  is  owing  to  that  importa- 
tion ?— I do  not  think  that  there  was  any  known 
toot  and  mouth  disease  before  that  time  ; I think 
that  it  had  been  extinguished  in  the  country. 

8276.  How  long  do  you  think  foot  and  mouth 
disease  had  been  extinguished  in  the  country  ? — 
-that  I do  not  know.  * 

8277.  You  think  that  the  disease  was  practi- 
cally extinct  in  the  country  when  those  cargoes 
arrived  ? — -I  think  it  was. 

8278.  For  how  long  do  you  think  it  had  been 
«■?? — For  several  years. 

8279.  For  how  long  do  you  think  England  had 


been  clear  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  previously 
to  the  arrival  of  these  cargoes  ? — I think  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  was  mainly  exterminated  dur- 
ing the  prevalence  of  the  cattle  plague  regula- 
tions in  1865  and  1866. 

8280.  You  would  subject  all  foreign  animals  to 
this  slaughter  or  quarantine? — I should,  upon 
the  ground  illustrated  by  the  cases  that  I have 
named,  that  the  Privy  Council  orders  were  not 
in  advance,  but  behind  the  time  at  which  their 
powers  should  have  been  exercised. 

8281.  But  you  are  aware  that  what  you  are 
proposing  would  be  considered  by  very  important 
interests  a very  great  inconvenience  ; do  I under- 
stand you  to  base  your  recommendation  upon  the 
supposition  that  the  Privy  Council  were  not  quick 
enough  in  doing  what  they  did,  rather  than  upon 
what  the  Privy  Council  do  at  this  moment  ? — 
Certainly  ; what  has  been  may  be  again. 

8282.  Then  the  fact  that  you  have  no  reason 
to  find  fault  with  the  present  regulation  does  not 
induce  you  to  think  that  it  would  be  unadvisable 
to  make  this  change? — Pardon  me,  I did  not  say 
I could  not  find  fault  with  the  present  regula- 
tions. 

8283.  But  I understood  you  to  say  that  what 
you  did  find  fault  with  was  the  length  of  time, 
namely,  two  months,  before  these  regulations 
were  put  in  force  ? — It  was  partly  the  policy  of 
the  Veterinary  Department  in  persisting  in  the 
policy  of  allowing  animals  herded  with  the  di- 
seased animals  to  go  over  the  country  so  late  as 
1871,  and  I have  no  confidence  that  it  might  not 
be  the  case  again. 

8284.  Have  you  any  proof  that  that  was  done 
so  late  as  1871  ? — Yes,  with  regard  to  home 
cattle. 

8285.  But  we  are  talking  of  foreign  cattle.  I 
am  asking  for  your  facts  with  regard  to  foreign 
cattle,  as  you  are  proposing  a very  important 
change  with  regard  to  them.  I understand  you 
to  say  that  it  was  two  months  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act  before  a certain  regulation  was  issued, 
which  regulation  you  now  approve  of.  Are  you 
prepared  to  advocate  a change  which  would  be 
opposed  by  very  important  interests  upon  that 
account? — I am,  because  that  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient. That  order  only  applies  to  a cargo  in 
which  the  disease  is  actually  found ; what  I ask 
for  is,  that  the  slaughter  or  quarantine  shall 
apply  to  a cargo  in  which  there  is  no  disease 
found,  but  might  be. 

8286.  Then  I understand  that  answer  to  mean 
that  the  regulation  in  regard  to  animals  which 
are  in  the  same  cargo  as  a diseased  animal,  is  not 
the  reason  why  you  advocate  the  change ; you 
base  it  simply  upon  the  ground  that  some  cai’goes- 
may  come  in  without  the  infection  being  dis- 
covered ? — That  is  the  chief  reason. 

8287.  But  I want  to  know  whether  there 
is  any  other  reason  but  that  ? — I have  no  con- 
fidence that  the  present  orders  will  be  permanent. 

I cannot  tell  that  there  may  not  be  a change  in 
the  policy  pursued. 

8288.  Then  you  base  that  opinion  upon  the 
fact,  that  it  was  two  months  before  that  order 
was  issued  after  the  passing  of  the  Act?— That 
and  the  treatment  of  the  Smithfield  Club  animals. 

8289.  Therefore,  I understand  you.  to  state, 
that  you  base  that  belief  that  the  discretion  would 
be  badly  used  with  regard  to  foreign  animals  upon 
something  which  you  state  happened  with  regard 
to  home  animals,  and  upon  your  statement  that  it 
was  two  months  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
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before  the  order  was  issued  ? — They  are  grounds 
I maintain  for  distrusting  the  permanence  of  the 
present  regulations. 

8290.  You  have  spoken  of  disease  which  you 
think  was  introduced  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act;  have  you  any  cases  in  which  you 
believe  that  the  disease  was  introduced  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act? — I have  no  personal  expe- 
rience myself,  but  I believe  I could  produce 
witnesses  who  can  testify  to  that  point. 

8291.  You  would  subject  the  Spanish  and  Por- 
tuguese cattle  to  this  regulation? — Certainly. 
Spanish  cattle  have  brought  foot  and  mouth 
disease  over  with  them. 

8292.  With  regard  to  Irish  cattle,  I under- 
stand you  merely  to  demand  that  Ireland  should 
be  subject  to  the  same  regulations  with  regard  to 
home  disease  as  England  is  ? — Yes. 

8293.  And  that  after  that  there  should  be  no 
restriction  upon  Irish  Import  except  a detention 
of  six  hours? — And  certificates  of  health. 

8294.  Certificates  of  health  from  the  ports  of 
embarkation  ? — Yes. 

8295.  You  are  aware  that  there  is  a great  deal 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland? — An  im- 
mense deal  comes  from  Ireland  now,  or  did  until 
lately. 

8296.  Do  you  consider  that  there  is  more  care 
taken  in  Ireland  to  prevent  the  export  of  diseased 
animals  than  there  is  in  Holland? — That  I am 
unable  to  say. 

8297.  Are  you  at  all  aware  of  the  Regulations 
which  are  in  force  in  Holland? — No.  I know 
that  there  are  regulations  prohibiting  the  intro- 
duction of  animals  into  Holland  which  arc 
diseased. 

8298.  Are  you  aware  of  the  regulations  with 
regard  to  the  prevention  of  the  export  of  diseased 
animals  from  Holland? — I am  not  aware,  but  I 
think  there  is  an  inspection  of  the  animals. 

8299.  But  you  are  clearly  of  opinion  that  ani- 
mals coming  from  Holland  ought  to  be  subjected 
to  very  much  stronger  regulations  than  animals 
coming  from  Ireland? — Certainly. 

8300.  Upon  what  do  you  base  that  opinion  ? — 
Because  I can  extinguish  disease,  or  control  it  in 
Ireland  if  you  give  inc  the  opportunity,  but  I 
have  no  power  to  meddle  with  anythin*;  in 
Holland. 

8301.  How  would  you  extinguish  or  control 
the  disease  in  Ireland? — As  I would  do  it  in 
England,  I would  stamp  out  all  early  outbreaks, 

8302.  Which  of  the  recommendations  would 
apply  to  that?— I think  No.  4 would,  but  it  does 
not  go  into  it  so  fully  as  I should. 

8303.  Do  you  believe  that  Rule  4 could  be 
carried  out  throughout  England  ? — I should  like 
to  explain  that ; 1 should  advocate  stamping  out 
or  isolating  for  early  outbreaks,  and  then  I should 
say  it  certainly  could  be  carried  out,  but  not 
when  the  disease  is  affecting  nearly  every  herd 
and  flock  in  the  country ; it  would  be  imprac- 
ticable at  that  time. 

8304.  Are  you  of  opinion  that,  within  any  rea- 
sonable time,  we  could  expect  foot  and  mouth 
disease  to  be  stamped  out  in  England  by  Rules  4 
and  6,  which  I understand  to  be  your  chief 
rules  applying  to  it?— Yes,  I understand  so  de- 
cidedly. 

8305.  Do  you  consider  that  that  is  the  general 
opinion  of  the  farmers  ? — I believe  it  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  majority ; but  of  course  a great 
many  farmers  would  like  to  be  left  alone;  no 


man  likes  to  be  submitted  to  sharp  remedies  in 
his  own  case. 

8306.  Would  you  not  suppose  that  the  success 
of  such  a plan  depended  upon  its  being  generally 
obeyed?— It  should  be  generally  obeyed,  and 
promptly  and  efficiently  carried  out.  ’ 

8307.  Did  you  attend  to  this  matter  durino- 

the  cattle  plague?— Yes;  I lost  a good  many 
animals  by  the  cattle  plague.  3 

8308.  I suppose  you  consider  that  farmers 
would  be  very  much  more  afraid  of  cattle  plague 
than  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — No,  I do  not 
think  that  they  fear  the  cattle  plague  much  now 

8309.  But  when  the  cattle  plague  existed?— 

When  the  cattle  plague  existed  they  certainly 
did.  } 

8310.  Are  you  not  aware  that,  notwithstand- 
ing that  fear,  and  notwithstanding  the  immense 
danger  of  allowing  any  animal  to  exist  which  had 
the  cattle  plague,  there  was  great  difficulty  in 
carrying  out  the  Order  for  isolation  and  slaughter? 
— I am  aware  that  a great  number  of  farmers 
concealed  cases  as  long  as  they  could,  hoping 
that  they  would  be  able  to  upset  it  by  medical 
treatment. 

8311.  Do  not  you  think  that  they  would 
he  [more  likely  to  do  that  with  regard  to  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — An  enlightened  farmer  cer- 
tainly would  not ; but  there  are  many  who  might 

8312.  What  proportion  of  the  farmers  do  you 
think  have  arrived  at  that  state  ? — I should  be 
sorry  to  hazard  an  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

8313.  But,  my  reason  for  asking  such  a question 
is,  that  the  success  of  such  a plan  depends  upon 
general  obedience,  which  you  interpret  to  be 
general  enlightenment  \ — That  is  one  reason  why 
we  would  endeavour  to  satisfy  farmers,  and  get 
them  to  accede  to  it  by  gurantecing  that  no  more 
seeds  of  disease  should  come  in  from  abroad. 

8314.  You  think  the  bribe  offered  them  by 
the  1st  paragraph  would  induce  them  to  work 
the  4th  and  6th  paragraphs  ? — I do. 

8315.  Would  you  at  this  moment  think  that 
there  is  as  much  danger  of  importing  loot  and 
mouth  disease  from  Holland  as  there  is  from  Ire- 
land ? — Certainly  not,  as  far  as  my  information 
goes  at  the  present  time. 

8316.  Still  you  arc  prepared  to  subject  the 
Dutch  trade  to  much  more  stringent  regulations 
than  you  are  the  Irish '! — Yes,  certainly. 

8317.  Now  with  regard  to  the  6th  recommen- 
dation, which  is,  that  during  the  months  of  June 
and  July  the  movement  of  animals  should  be  pro- 
hibited ; why  are  those  months  chosen  ? — As  the 
two  months  in  which  the  least  interference  with 
grazing  and  marketing  would  result. 

8318.  Why  is  the  period  of  two  months  sug- 
gested ? — One  month  was  thought  not  to  be  long 
enough. 

8319.  Why  are  two  months  thought  to  belong 
enough  ? — Two  months  were  thought  to  be  as 
long  as  we  could  fairly  carry  that  process  into 
operation  without  unduly  interfering  with  trade. 

8320.  But  I suppose  you  would  consider  that 
even  during  those  two  months  there  would  be 
considerable  inconvenience  to  trade  ? — Very  con- 
siderable indeed. 

8321.  What  ground  have  you  for  thinking  tba 
a period  of  two  months  would  be  effectual  tor 
stopping  the  disease  ? — The  experience  of  similar 
regulations  with  regard  to  stoppage  of  frame  w 
the  cattle  plague  time. 

8322.  How  does  that  experience  show. that  a, 

stoppage 
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stoppage  of  two  months  had  that  effect? — It  was 
for  a longer  period  than  two  mouths. 

8323.  *1  ask.  you  upon  what  grounds  you  con- 
sider that  the  inconvenience  which  the  trade 
would  be  subject  to  during  two  months  would  be 
of  any  use  ?— I think  the  longer  the  stoppage  of 
animals  was  in  exercise  the  greater  would  be  the 
effect,  but  I think  that  period  would  produce  a 
marked  repression  of  the  disease. 

8324.  But  I understand  you  to  consider  that  the 
4th  and  6th  recommendations  would  completely 
stamp  out  the  disease,  otherwise  you  admit  that 
it  would  be  unfair  to  treat  the  Dutch  cattle  more 
stringently  than  the  Irish?— I think  Regulation 
6 is  a necessity  in  the  first  instance,  because  it 
would  be.  folly  to  begin  by  stamping  out  until 
the  disease  were  at  a low  ebb. 

8325.  Do  you  think  that  the  Regulations  4 
and  6 would  stamp  the  disease  out  of  England 
now  ? — I do  not  think  they  would  be  sufficient  to 
stamp  the  disease  out,  but  they  would  repress  it 
in  a very  great  measure. 

8326.  I understood  you  to  state  that  the  re- 
commendations that  you  proposed  would  stamp 
out  foot  and  mouth  disease.  I understood  you 
also  to  state  that  you  thought  that  stamping  the 
disease  out  in  England  and  Ireland  would  be  a 
ground  why  you  might  fairly  subject  the  foreign 
cattle  to  much  more  stringent  regulations  than 
the  Irish ; now  I ask  you  why  you  think  that  Re- 
commendations 4 and  6 would  stamp  out  the 
disease  ? — I think,  in  the  first  place,  that  Recom- 
mendation No.  6 would  tend  to  curb  the  spread 
of  it,  and  that  No.  4 would  tend  to  stamp  out 
early  outbreaks. 

8327.  I also  understood  you  to  state  in  reply 
to  a former  question,  that  you  did  not  expect 
that  it  would  entirely  stamp  out  the  disease  but 
that  it  would  reduce  it  ? — My  own  private  opinion 
is  in  favour  of  going  a little  further  than  those 
recommendations.  1 think  they  would  be  effec- 
tual to  a certain  point,  but  I want  something 
which  is  pointed  to  in  Clause  1,  viz.,  uniform 
action. 

8328.  Would  you  not  consider  that  if  any 
disease  was  left  lurking  in  the  country  wc  should 
he  liable  to  a fresh  outbreak? — Certainly,  we 
should  be. 

8329.  Then  supposing  the  disease  was  lurking 
in  the  country,  upon  what  grounds  would  you 
subject  the  foreign  trade  to  this  severe  restric- 
tion ? — Because  we  should  have  the  machinery 
ready  for  stamping  out  an  outbreak  in  the  coun- 
try directly  it  occurred. 

8330.  You  would  crush  it  out  by  Recommen- 
dation 4,  I suppose  ? — Yes,  and  also  by  some- 
thing to  be  accomplished  under  Recommendation 
No.  1,  namely,  uniform  action  directed  by  the 
central  authority. 

8331.  What  uniform  action  would  you  recom- 
mend ? — What  I would  recommend  is  not  exactly 
expressed  in  these  recommendations. 

8332.  What  would  you  recommend  ? — I should 
recommend  a system  of  isolation  to  be  enforced 
by  the  central  authority  by  means  of  inspectors. 

8333.  I think  I understand  that  answer  to  im- 
ply, that,  in  order  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
Bhould  be  really  stamped  out,  you  think  still 
stronger  measures  should  be  taken  than  those 
that  are  proposed? — The  recommendations  that 
I would  suggest  are  not  exactly  expressed,  but 
they  may  he  contained  in  recommendations  Nos. 
1 and  4. 

8334.  In  No.  1, 1 do  not  see  that  they  are  in 
0.58. 


the  slightest  degree  expressed  ; it  merely  states 
that  there  should  be  uniform  action  ; that  merely 
seems  to  state  that  the  regulations  which  have 
been  issued  by  the  Privy  Council  should  be  en- 
forced in  all  places  ?— My  meaning  is  that  No.  4 
should  not  be  somewhere  applied  and  somewhere 
not,  but  that  it  should  be  uniformly  applied. 

8335.  You  think  that  if  every  local  authority 
was  ordered  to  carry  out  Recommendation  No.  4 
that  would  be  sufficient? — I could  hardly  say 
sufficient,  because  there  is  something  in  the  ma- 
chinery for  carrying  it  out  which  would  be  a 
matter  of  detail  not  expressed  here. 

8336.  The  reason  for  my  asking  the  question 
is  this ; you  have  stated  that  all  these  restrictions 
arc  dependent  upon  the  restriction  of  the  foreign 
trade  ; you  also  state,  as  the  ground  of  these  re- 
strictions, that  you  believe  they  would  stamp  out 
the  home  disease ; now  I find  that,  you,  individually, 
consider  that  these  recommendations  are  not  suffi- 
cient to  stamp  out  the  home  disease  ?-- 1 mean 
that  they  do  not  express  the  detail  of  the  matter ; 
they  contain  the  whole  of  what  I wish,  but  it 
would  be  necessary  to  define  them  in  detail. 

8337.  How  do  they  contain  what  you  wish ; 
Recommendation  No.  4 states  that  a special  enact- 
ment would  be  necessary  to  carry  it  out ; what 
other  recommendation  do  you  think  would  he 
necessary  to  stamp  out  the  disease  ? — Nothing 
beyond  what  is  contained  in  Nos.  4 and  6,  and 
No.  1,  with  the  exception  of  the  details  of  carry- 
ing them  out. 

8338.  What  do  you  mean  by  details? — The 
appointment  of  qualified  inspectors  throughout 
the  country  ; that  is  my  own  personal  view,  but 
I did  not  think  that  it  would  be  asked  for  me  to 
give  it. 

8339.  Appointed  by  whom  ? — I suppose  by  the 
Privy  Council. 

8340.  But  although  that  is  a matter  of  detail, 
it  is  a matter  of  very  important  detail ; do  you 
think  it  will  be  necessary  that  there  should  be 
an  army  of  inspectors  appointed  by  the  Privy 
Council  throughout  the  country  ? — I do  not  know 
whether  by  the  Privy  Council,  or  by  the  local 
authorities. 

8341.  You  would  have  confidence  in  local 
authority  appointments? — If  they  were  under 
this  uniform  action  I would. 

8342.  What  do  you  mean  by  uniform  action? 
— If  they  were  under  the  obligation  to  appoint 
them. 

8343.  Would  you  be  satisfied  with  an  Order 
from  the  Privy  Council  that  they  were  to  appoint 
inspectors? — I imagine  that  it  would  require  an 
Act  of  Parliament ; that  the  present  Act  would 
not  he  sufficient. 

8344.  Would  you  consider  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient that  there  should  be  an  Act  ordering  the 
local  authorities  to  appoint  inspectors? — If  it 
were  accompanied  by  regulations. 

8345.  But  what  regulations ; everything  here 
depends  upon  the  regulations? — I have  not  given 
sufficient  consideration  to  that  part  of  the  subject. 

8346.  You  come  here  as  the  representative  of 
a most  important  society  requiring  the  most  im- 
portant changes,  and  I can  hardly  take  that 
answer.  I understand  that  you  do  not  consider 
these  regulations  would  be  sufficient  unless  they 
were  put  in  force  by  a force  of  inspectors  ap- 
pointed locally,  or  by  the  Privy  Council ; now  I 
ask  you  in  what  way  you  would  make  that  ap- 
pointment, and  you  state  that  it  is  a matter  that 
you  have  not  seriously  considered ; have  you  no 

X x suggestions 
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J.  A.  Clarke. 
i)  June  1873- 
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Mr.  suggestions  to  make  upon  that  point  ? — I suggest 
J.  A.  Clarke,  that  it  should  he  done  by  the  central  authority, 
by  the  Privy  Council. 

g June  1873  8347.  Do  you  imagine  that  your  constituents 

throughout  the  country  would  approve  of  the 
appointment  of  inspectors  by  the  Privy  Council? 
— I think  they  would  rather  be  left  alone,  of 
course  ; but  I believe  that  they  would  agree  to  it, 
and  approve  of  it,  if  accompanied  by  paragraphs 
Nos.  1 and  2 for  slaughter  or  quarantine  of  foreign 
animals. 

8348.  How  should  these  inspectors  find  out 
the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — The 
inspectors  must  have  a power  of  entry. 

8349.  You  would  give  them  a power  of  entry? 
— Yes,  certainly. 

8350.  Am  I to  understand  that  you  think  the 
farmers  generally  throughout  England  would 
submit  to  a system  of  central  inspection,  with 
power  of  entry,  and  a power  of  isolation  in  all 
cases  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease?— I think  they  would,  on  condition  that 
the  slaughter  or  quarantine  were  earned  out,  hut 
they  would  rebel  against  it  without. 

8351.  But  you  think  the  fact  that  all  animals 
were  slaughtered  or  quarantined  at  the  port  of 
landing,  would  induce  them  to  conform  to  the 
regulations? — Yes,  I do. 

8352.  Are  you  aware  of  the  strong  regulations 
that  were  in  force  during  the  time  of  the  cattle 
plague? — Yes,  I am. 

8353.  I have  already  asked  you  whether  the 
farmers  were  not  more  afraid  of  the  cattle 
plague  than  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  you 
acknowledge  that  they  were ; what  makes  you 
think  that  the  farmers  would  conform  more  to 
the  regulations  now  than  then  ? — Because  they 
would  see  some  hope  of  the  policy  being  suc- 
cessful. 

8354.  Of  what  policy  being  successful? — The 
farmers  would  have  some  hope  of  having  their 
herds  and  flocks  kept  clear  of  disease. 

8355.  You  think  that  there  is  this  change  in 
their  opinion,  that  whereas  they  were  not  willing 
to  subject,  themselves  to  this  inconvenience  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  cattle  plague,  they  will  be 
willing  to  do  it  to  prevent  the  spread  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — There  is  a change  come  over 
the  views  of  the  farmers,  undoubtedly,  and  I 
think  that  they  would  be  willing  to  submit,  both 
in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  cattle 
plague,  at  the  present  time,  to  such  regulations. 

8356.  I understood  you  to  object  to  the  dis- 
cretion given  to  the  Privy  Council  with  regard 
to  foreign  import ; I was  right  in  that,  was  I not? 
— Yes,  you  were. 

8357.  With  regard  to  the  third  recommenda- 
tion, I understood  you  to  state,  in  reply  to  the 
honourable  Member  for  Norfolk,  that  you  thought 
the  definition  of  “ adjacent  places,”  should  be 
left  to  the  discretion  of  inspectors  appointed  by 
the  Privy  Council  ? — I think  it  has  been  defined ; 

I am  not  sure,  but  we  took  it  that  it  was  under- 
stood. 

8358.  In  that  case  you  would  leave  the  dis- 
cretion to  them  ? — Yes,  I would. 

8359.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  5th  recommen- 
dation, I also  understood  you  to  state  that  the 
time  during  which  a lair  or  yard  should  he  liable 
to  be  termed  an  “ infected  place,”  should  be 
decided  upon  by  the  Privy  Council?  — Yes. 

, 8360.  Then  in  that  case  you  would  leave  the 
discretion  to  them  ? — I would  leave  the  deter- 
mination of  the  time  to  them ; we  said  48  hours, 


but  I do  not  see  any  particular  merit  in  the  4R 
hours.  0 

836  L Do  you  think  the  time  ought  to  be  more 
or  less  ?— I think  it  is  quite  sufficient,  but  it  was 
put  as  the  extreme  time,  so  that  the  Company  or 
the  proprietor  of  the  vessel  or  the  truck  mUht 
be,  liable  to  be  called  upon  if  the  thin  a Wgre 
traced;  I should  be  quite  willing  to  have  the 
time  reduced. 

8362.  What  would  you  have  the  time  shortened 
to,  because  everything  depends  upon  the  time- 

the  inconvenience  is  measured  by  time  ? I am 

very  well  satisfied  as  it  is. 

8363.  You  yourself  do  not  lay  any  stress  upon 
Section  5 ?— -No,  not  upon  the  48  hours ; I want 
a sufficient  time ; but  I do  not  know  that  two 
days  is  absolutely  necessary. 

8364.  You  are  satisfied  with  this  recommenda- 
tion as  it  stands  ? — I am. 

8365.  Mr.  Clare  Head.']  Two  days  being  the 
maximum  period  ?— Two  days  being  the  maxfmum 
period ; it  is  the  extreme  to  which  we  thought 
we  could  go. 

. 8366.  Chairman.']  You  think  this  recommenda- 
tion is  good  as  it  stands;  who  is  to  determine 
whether  an  animal  is  found  infected  with  a con- 
tagious or  an  infectious  disease  ? — It  would  be 
open,  I imagine,  to  the  owner  of  the  animal  to 
complain,  or  an  inspector,  or  an  assistant  in- 
spector. A 

8367.  But  to  whom  would  you  give  the  power 
of  deckring  a place  to  be  infected  ?— To  the  local 
authority. 

8368.  With  regard  to  Recommendation  No.  10, 
with  reference  to  animals  coming  from  Ireland, 
do  you  confine  that  recommendation  to  Ireland  ? 
—Yes,  I do. 

8369.  Yon  would  not  apply  it  to  animals  coming 
from  Scotland  by  sea  ? — I should  have  no  objec- 
tion to  that,  but  it  was  not  thought  necessary. 

8370.  Is  there  any  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
Scotland  ? — I believe  so. 

8371.  Then  why  would  you  apply  that  recom- 
mendation to  Ireland,  and  not  to  Scotland? — I 
have  no  particular  reason  for  it ; I should  be 
quite  willing  to  apply  it  to  Scotland. 

8372.  But  you  must  recollect  that  these  are 
very  important  recommendations,  made  by  a very 
important  society.  I caunot  suppose  that  your 
society  has  made  these  recommendations  without 
considering  the  matter  all  round  ; iinimals  come 
by  water  from  Scotland,  and  they  come  by  water 
from  Ireland  ; why  have  you  named  Ireland  and 
not  Scotland  ? — Because  an  immense  number  of 
store  animals  cotne  from  Ireland  by  sea,  and 
I believe  the  principal  trade  from  Scotland,  by 
water,  is  of  fat  animals,  which  are  not  required 
to  be  in  a particularly  healthy  condition  after- 
wards. 

8373.  With  regard  to  Recommendation  No.  9, 
how  would  you  carry  that  out  ? — I do  not  think  it 
would  require  anything  but  a veterinary  inspector 
at  the  port  of  embarkation,  and  at  the  port  of 
landing,  to  inspect  the  animals. 

8374.  I understood  you  to  state  that  you 
thought  a week  would  be  sufficient  for  quaran- 
tine ? — I think  it  would  be  as  much  as  would  be 
practicable  or  advisable  to  carry  out. 

8375.  How  long  do  you  think  an  animal  may 
have  pleuro-pneumonia  lurking  in  it  without 
showing  itself? — A good  many  weeks. 

8376.  Do  you  not  consider  pleuro-pneumonia 
a much  more  dangerous  disease  than  foot  and 

mouth 
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mouth  disease  ? — It  has  not  done  a fourth  part  of 
the  mischief. 

8377.  Would  you  consider  that  a quarantine 
of  a week  would  be  of  any  advantage  as  regards 
pleuro-pneumonia ? — It  would  arrest  a great  many 
of  the  acute  cases,  but  I do  not  think  that  it  would 
intercept  pleuro-pneumonia  from  entrance  into 
the  kingdom. 

8378.  Then  I think  we  may  deduce  from  that 
answer  that  your  desire  for  slaughter  or  quaran- 
tine, especially  for  quarantine,  of  animals,  is  based 
much  more  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease  than  it 
is  upon  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Certainly. 

8379.  You  stated  something  about  the  Hull 
foreign  cattle  market,  and  that  you  thought  that 
whathad  happened  there  was  a reason  why  ani- 
mals should  not  be  admitted  into  the  interior  ? — 
Yes.  I think  if  the  Privy  Council  have  left  such 
a dangerous  arrangement  as  that  at  Hull,  and  I 
understand  at  many  other  places  (at  least  it  is 
stated  so  in  the  Veterinary  Report  for  1872)  to 
exist  up  to  the  present  time,  we  ought  to  have 
something  more  to  depend  upon,  and  I should 
like  an  arrangement  for  slaughter  and  quaran- 
tine to  be  enacted  by  law. 

8380.  But  your  complaint  there  was  with  re- 
gard to  the  mode  in  which  the  slaughter  was 
carried  out ; what  is  your  complaint  with  regard 
to  Hull  ? — My  complaint  is,  that  the  discretion 
which  the  Privy  Council  exercised  in  that  case 
proves  that  we  cannot  depend  upon  it ; and  it 
might  be  the  same  in  other  cases. 

8381.  You  recommend  that  all  animals  should 
be  slaughtered ; I ask  you  for  your  reason,  and 
you  give  as  your  reason  the  way  in  which  certain 
animals  have  been  slaughtered,  how  does  what 
happened  at  Hull  induce  you  to  recommend  that 
all  animals  should  be  slaughtered? — It  is  one 
ground  for  believing  that  the  discretion  of  the 
Privy  Council  has  not  always  been  exercised  in 
the  best  manner. 

8382.  But  the  Privy  Council  have  used  their 
discretion  at  Hull ; did  they  order  the  animals  to 
which  you  refer  to  be  all  slaughtered? — Cer- 
tainly they  did. 

8383.  Then  I am  t.<>  understand  that,  because 
you  consider  that  the  Privy  Council  did  not  pro- 
perly carry  out  the  regulation  with  regard  to  the 
port  of  Hull,  therefore  you  would  make  an  im- 
portant change,  and  order  all  animals  to  be 
slaughtered? — I do  not  know  that  all  animals 
at  the  Hull  F oreign  Cattle  Market  are  slaugh- 
tered. 

8384.  What  is  your  complaint  about  the  Hull 
Foreign  Cattle  Market  ? — I think  that  it  is  too 
near  the  English  market  to  be  safe. 

8385.  But  that  is  no  complaint  against  the 
system  of  scheduling  or  non-scheduling  ? — No,  it 
is  a complaint  against  the  Privy  Council  for  hav- 
ing allowed  such  a dangerous  system  of  things  to 
exist. 

8386.  Whether  that  be  true  or  not  true,  I 
ask  whether  that  is  the  reason  in  your  mind  for 
making  the  very  important  change  of  ordering  all 
animals  to  .be  slaughtered? — Yes,  because  instead 
of  depending  upon  a discretion  which  could  he 
exercised  in  that  manner,  I should  be  depending 
upon  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  could  not  be 
altered. 

8387.  But  as  regards  ordering  all  animals  to 
be  slaughtered,  there  would  require  to  be  some 
mode  in  which  that  should  be  carried  out? — But 

lenders tand  that  the  plans  for  the  markets  and 


the  mode  of  doing  that  would  be  laid  before  the  Mr 
Public-  J.  A.  Clarke. 

8388.  I understand  your  first  paragraph  to  say  

that  you  consider  that  all  animals  should  be  either  9 June  l873- 
slaughtered  or  quarantined  at  the  port  of  landing. 

I naturally  suppose  that  to  mean  that,  instead  of 
the  present  power  of  admitting  some  animals  into 
the  interior,  all  animals  should  be  slaughtered,  you 
give  as  the  reason  for  saying  that,  the  manner  in 
which  some  animals  have  been  slaughtered.  Now 
I want  to  know  what  that  has  to  do  with  the 
fresh  regulation  of  ordering  all  animals  to  be 
slaughtered? — That  of  itself  would  not  be  a suffi- 
cient reason. 

8389.  Has  it  anything  to  do  with  it? — Yes,  I 
think  it  has. 

8390.  What  has  it  to  do  with  it? — It  is  au 
argument  for  me  when  I say  I wish  to  depend 
upon  a rigid  enactment,  and  not  upon  a discretion 
which  may  be  varied  from  time  to  time. 

8391.  Would  you  introduce  into  a Bill,  which 
was  brought  in  to  the  House  of  Commons,  from 
time  to  time  a plan  for  each  market  ? — No,  I do 
not  think  that  would  be  necessary. 

8392.  Then  I want  to  know  in  what  way  this 
question  affects  the  question  of  non-scheduling 
or  scheduling  certain  countries  ? — It  shows  that 
the  Privy  Council  have  gone  on  regarding  as  not 
dangerous  what  has  all  the  time  been  very  dan- 
gerous, and  that  is  an  argument  for  me  when  I 
say  I do  not  wish  to  depend  so  much  upon  the 
Privy  Council,  hut  upon  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

8393.  What  you  deduce  from  that,  is  a recom- 
mendation that  all  the  animals  should  be  subject 
to  slaughter,  iu  the  same  manner  as  they  are  at 
Hull  now? — I suppose  the  discretion  of  the 
arrangements  would  be  left  to  the  Privy  Council 
in  that  case. 

8394.  Then  again,  I say,  why  does  the  fact 
that  you  consider  that  the  discretion  of  the 
arrangements  with  regard  to  Hull  was  not  rightly 
used,  induce  you  to  say  that  the  Privy  Council 
should  have  taken  from  them  the  discretion  of 
allowing  animals  to  come  into  the  interior,  but 
that  they  should  still  have  a discretion  with 
regard  to  the  mode  in  which  the  slaughtering  of 
the  animals  should  be  carried  out  ? — I admit  that 
the  case  of  Hull  is  not  alone  sufficient ; but  I 
merely  gave  it  as  one  ground  of  complaint  against 
the  Privy  Council. 

8395.  Still  that  was  one  of  the  arguments 
which  induced  you  to  concur  in  this  recommenda  - 
tion,  that  all  animals  should  he  slaughtered  at  the 
port  of  landing  ? — That  was  one  of  the  considera- 
tions. 

8396.  Mr.  Dent.'}  The  slaughter  of  animals 
from  scheduled  countries,  in  the  case  of  Hull,  did 
not  prevent  the  cattle  plague  from  getting  into 
the  country  ? — I do  not  think  it  is  possible  to 
guarantee  absolutely  that  it  shall  not  get  into  the 
country. 

8397.  Not  even  by  compulsory  slaughter  at  the 
port  of  landing  ? — Not  absolutely. 

8398.  And  "the  same  would,  of  course,  apply 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease?— The  same  would 
apply,  of  course,  to  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

8399.  Have  you  considered  how  it  would  be 
possible  to  arrange  for  tlie  quarantine  of  animals 
at  the  ports  of  embarkation,  or  to  provide  accom- 
modation for  the  animals? — I think  it  is  quite 
practicable. 

8400.  That  there  would  be  sufficient  lairage  or 
pasture  at  the  port  to  quarantine  any  considerable 

■ quantity  of  animals  ?— I should  first  of  all  limit 
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the  number  of  ports  to  which  store  animals  might 
be  brought  by  sea. 

8401.  You  would  limit  the  ports  to  which  store 
stock  should  be  admitted  ? — Yes ; with  a view  of 
simplifying  the  quarantine. 

8402.  You  would  also  limit  the  ports  at  which 
fat  cattle  should  be  admitted,  would  you  not?  — 
I suppose  that  would  be  necessary. 

8403.  Would  you  allow  fat  and  store  cattle  to 
be  imported  at  the  same  ports  ? — I should  allow 
it,  but  I should  think  it  would  be  safer  not  to 
do  so. 

8404.  You  would  do  away  with  all  the  dis- 
tinctions between  scheduled  and  unscheduled 
countries? — Yes,  certainly. 

8405.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  result  of  your 
proposal  would  be  entirely  to  do  away  with  the 
importation  of  store  cattle  from  abroad  ! — I do 
not  think  it  would  ; but  I should  not  mind  if  it 
did. 

8406.  Upon  what  ground  would  you  not;  are 
store  cattle  so  plentiful  in  England  at  this  present 
moment  ? — I think  they  would  be  if  the  foreign 
animals  were  kept  out. 

8407.  How  would  yon  increase  the  number  of 
store  cattle  in  England  by  keeping  out  the  foreign 
stock?— I base  the  whole  of  that  expectation 
upon  the  repression  of  disease. 

8408.  Yon  have  promised  to  bring  us  proofs 
that  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  introduced  in 
1869  by  foreign  cattle  ; but,  as  I understand,  you 
are  not  able  to  trace  the  importation  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  into  this  country  since  that  time 
by  foreign  cattle? — I believe  I could  produce 
witnesses  who  would  give  you  evidence  of  that 
in  many  cases.  There  is  great  difficulty  in  tracing 
outbreaks  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  foreign 
importations,  when  there  is  already  a great  deal 
of  it  in  the  country,  because  it  is  always  open  to 
objectors  to  say  that  the  animals  caught  it  since 
they  landed. 

8409.  But  do  you  think  that  you  can  produce 
evidence  before  this  Committee  to  show  that,  at 
all  events  to  any  important  amount  since  the 
regulation  for  slaughter  has  been  in  force,  any 
serious  importation  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
from  foreign  countries  has  been  produced  ? — I 
think  witnesses  from  Essex  and  Suffolk  can  be 
brought  forward  to  say  that. 

8410.  Supposing  all  fat  animals  were  slaugh- 
tered at  the  port  of  debarcation,  do  you  think 
that  that  would  be  any  hindrance  to  the  trade  in 
meat  in  the  country  ? — I do  not  think  it  would 
when  it  once  became  a certain  thing. 

8411.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
send  meat  to  all  the  centres  of  consumption  at 
all  seasons  of  the  year  ? — I am  sure  of  it. 

8412.  Have  you  had  any  experience  in  Lin- 
colnshire in  sending  meat  up  to  the  Metropolitan 
Meat  Market? — Yes,  I have. 

8413.  At  all  times  of  the  year  ? — Yes. 

8414.  Beef  and  mutton? — Not  much  beef, 
principally  mutton. 

8415.  Have  you  not  found  any  difficulty  ? — 
Not  the  slightest. 

8416.  You  say  you  think  that  there  would  be 
an  increase  in  the  quantity  of  store  stock  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  I presume  by  that  you  think 
that  farmers  would  breed  more  store  stock  than 
they  are  doing  at  present? — I am  quite  sure 
of  it. 

8417.  Are  not  the  high  prices  of  cattle  and 
sheep  causing  a considerable  increase  in  the 


breeding  of  stock  in  the  United  Kino-dom?— 
They  arc. 

8418.  Do  you  attribute  the  diminution  of  store 
stock  in  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  existence  of 
disease,  or  do  you  attribute  it  to  the  very  drv 
seasons  which  we  had  two  or  three  years  ao-o?-— 
Mainly  to  the  prevalence  of  contagious  disease 
but  the  droughts  of  1868  and  1870  had,  1 believe’ 
a very  serious  effect. 

8419.  But  the  diminution  of  stove  stock  was 
principally  in  sheep,  was  it  not  ? — It  was ; sheep 
are  more  rapidly  increasing  at  the  present  time. 

8420.  That  diminution  in  sheep  took  place,  did 
it  not,  before  there  was  any  outbreak  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  worth  mentioning  amongst  sheep  ? 
— Yes,  certainly  it  did. 

8421.  It  has  been  only  since  last  year  that 
there  lias  been  any  serious  amount  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  amongst  sheep  ? — During  the  last 
two  years. 

8422.  And  during  the  last  two  years  there  has 
been  a considerable  increase  in  the  number  of 
sheep  bred  in  the  United  Kingdom  ? —I  think  there 
has  been  a considerable  increase  in  the  number 
of  sheep  bred  in  the  United  Kingdom  in  spite  of 
the  disease. 

8423.  You  say  that  the  main  decrease  in  store 
stock  was  in  sheep,  and  that  that  took  place  before 
there  was  any  large  amount  of  contagious  disease 
amongst  sheep  ; that  does  not  look  as  if  the  ex- 
istence of  contagious  diseases  had  checked  the 
breeding  of  store  stock  ? — The  high  prices  have 
checked  that  of  course,  but  I believe  the  increase 
would  have  been  very  much  greater  had  it  not 
been  for  the  contagious  diseases. 

8424.  You  stated  that  there  was  a very  great 
change  of  opinion  amongst  farmers  with  regard 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  I did. 

8425.  Do  you  speak  of  that  from  your  experi- 
ence of  farmers  or  of  members  of  the  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  ? — From  both. 

8426.  Do  you  think  that  there  has  been  any 
decrease  in  the  recklessness  of  the  fanners  in 
buying  stock  ? — I.  think  that  it  is  as  great  as  ever, 
if  not  greater ; as  the  farmers  think  that  it  is  of  no 
use  being  careful. 

8427.  In  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
there  were  only  21  cases  last  week,  and  the  cases 
were  formerly  numbered  by  thousands,  so  that 
the  disease  is  dying  out;  there  h ve  been  no  special 
restrictions  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
except  the  prohibition  against  bringing  diseased 
animals  to  fairs  and  markets,  and  the  disease 
has  apparently  almost  died  out;  do  you  think 
that  that  is  in  favour  of  more  stringent  restric- 
tions, such  stringent  restrictions  as  you  are  pro- 
posing ? — I think  the  decrease  is  to  be  accounted 
for  by  the  long  housing  of  the  stock ; last  year 
and  the  year  before  there  was  a decrease  in  the 
spring,  and  when  the  cattle  have  been  a little 
time  in  pasture,  I imagine  you  will  have  more 
of  it. 

8428.  There  is  always  a decrease  at  this  time 

of  year,  no  doubt;  but  the  decrease  is  more 
marked  this  year  than  it  was  last  year,  or 
the  year  before  ? — There  are  fewer  animals  re- 
maining to  be  attacked.  , 

8429.  But  we  have  had  it  in  this  room  that 
animals  arc  not  safe  from  second  attacks,  an 
that  there  are  even  second  and  third  attacks  r— 
They  are  not  safe ; but  I do  not  think  that  repe 
titions  are  found  in  the  majority  of  cases. 

8430.  But  you  would  rather  think  that  tor 
year  or  two  wo  have  the  disease  very  vl° 
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and  then  there  is  a period  of  time  during  -which 
they  are  not  likely  to  have  the  disease  again? 
—I  believe  it  has  been  explained  previously. 
"843b  We  have  had  it  in  evidence  from  the 
Veterinary  Report,  that  the  disease,  ever  since  its 
first  introduction,  has  been  virulent  to  a degree 
at  times,  and  then  has  almost  died  away,  whether 
there  have  been  restrictions,  or  whether  there 
have  not  been  restrictions.  Thera  seem  to  have 
been  waves  of  disease,  and  apparently  that  is  the 
case  now ; would  you  imagine  that  to  arise  from 
the  fact  of  all  the  animals  having  had  the  disease  ? 
—I  think  that  has  something  to  do  with  it,  but  I 
would  rather  have  the  restrictions  and  keep  the 
waves  down. 

8432.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  are  quite 
prepared  to  submit  to  these  restrictions,  Nos.  4 
and  6 ? — They  are,  provided  the  first  two  were 
carried  out. 

8433.  You  think  that  the  agricultural  mind  is 
still  60  firmly  impressed  with  the  fact  that  this 
disease  is  continually  freshly  imported  from 
abroad,  even  in  spite  of  the  present  regulations? 
-Yes. 

8434.  Are  you  aware  that  when  the  Privy 
Council  put  in  force  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules, 
with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  in  1869, 
there  were  strong  remonstrances  from  many 
counties  against  the  stringency  of  those  rules  ? — 
Yes,  I am  aware  that  there  were. 

8435.  Was  there  not  a very  general  feeling 
among  the  farmers  when  they  bought  their  store 
stock,  that  they  were  anxious  as  soon  as  possible 
to  get  over  the  disease;  that  they  did  not  think 
very  much  about  foot  and  mouth  disease.  1 am 
speaking  of  men  who  bought  a great  many  lean 
beasts ; was  not  it  their  object  to  get  through  the 
disease  while  the  animals  were  lean,  and  when 
the  loss  was  very  trifling,  in  order  that  the  ani- 
mals might  not  he  attacked  when  they  were  fat? 
— Certainly;  but  the  farmers  would  rather  be 
•without  the  disease. 

8436.  But  the  farmers  do  not  take  any  very 
strong  precautions  to  avoid  it  when  they  first  get 
their  animals  ? — They  regard  the  precautions  as 
useless. 

8437.  The  farmers  think  that  any  precautions 
are  useless  ? — Hopeless,  under  the  present  ma- 
nagement. 

8438.  Do  you  think  that  any  farmers  when 
they  buy  a lot  of  cattle  in  a fair,  after  they  bring 
them  to  their  farms,  isolate  them  ? — I always  do, 
and  I believe  that  others  do  the  same  ; it  is  a 
general  practice,  I believe. 

8439.  You  say  that  pleuro-pneumonia  has  not 
done  one-fourth  of  the  mischief  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  has  done ; you  mean  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia has  not  been  so  prevalent,  but 
you  do  not  mean  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand that  you  regard  pleuro-pneumonia  as  a 
more  trifling  complaint  than  foot  and  mouth  dise  ase? 
— That  depends  upon  what  you  mean ; pleuro- 
pneumonia kills  more  animals;  but  it  does  not 
sacrifice  more  money,  because  it  is  not  so  pre- 
valent. 

8440.  Which  do  you  think  a man  would  rather 
have,  pleuro-pneumonia  or  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease ? — I lost  35  Irish  cattle  last  year  by  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  I had  foot  and  mouth  disease 
among  70  cattle  and  500  sheep  and  lambs.  I 
can  hardly  draw  a comparison  between  the  two; 
but  I should  prefer  foot  and  mouth  disease,  cer- 
tainly, in  that  case. 

8441.  I am  afraid  that  you  did  not  resort  to 
0.58. 


any  isolation  with  your  animals  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia if  you  lost  35  ? — I think  they  were 
all  affected  when  they  came. 

8442.  Were  they  Irish  beasts  ? — They  were. 

8443.  Did  they  come  direct  from  Ireland  to 
you  ? — I do  not  know  how  long,  hut  I think  that 
they  had  been  in  the  country  a few  weeks. 

8444.  Did  you  buy  them  at  an  English  fair? — 
I bought  them  at  Lynn. 

8445.  When  did  you  first  find  that  there  was 
any  attack  of  pleuro-pneumonia  among  them? — 
About  a week  after  I got  them  home  they  began 
to  cough  very  much. 

8446.  How  many  of  the  animals  were  there 
affected  with  the  disease  ? — Only  two  or  three  at 
first. 

8447-  What  did  you  do  with  them  ? — I shut 
them  up  by  themselves  so  that  nothing  could 
get  at  them,  with  one  person  to  attend  to.  them. 

8448.  Did  you  slaughter  them  ? — No ; I gave 
notice  to  the  police  inspector,  and  he  slaughtered 
them,  and  the  magistrates  afterwards  refused  to 
pay  the  compensation  for  them,  so  we  took  our 
chance  with  the  rest,  and  the  rest  we  killed  and 
made  the  best  meat  of  them  we  could, 

8449.  Did  the  whole  lot  perish  from  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— Two  were  slaughtered,  11  died, 
and  the  rest  began  to  cough,  and  therefore  we 
slaughtered  them,  and  sent  them  to  market  im- 
mediately. 

8450.  How  long  was  that  attack  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia from  its  first  appearance  to  its  last 
appearance  with  you  ? — It  was  all  done  in  two 
months;  I do  not  know  the  exact  number  of 
weeks. 

845 1 . We  have  not  heard  from  you  how  you 
would  deal  with  pleuro-pneumonia ; we  have  only 
heard  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease; 
how  would  you  deal  with  pleuro  pneumonia  in 
England? — I should  slaughter  all  the  animals 
that  were  affected  with  it,  paying  a full  compen- 
sation for  them,  and  the  others  I should  isolate, 
but  I should  he  in  favour  of  trying  inoculation 
upon  them,  and  all  animals  adjacent. 

8452.  Have  you  read  or  heard  the  evidence 
here  that  infection  from  pleuro-pnemnonia  is  only 
communicated  by  the  breath  of  the  animal  ? — 
I have  not  had  any  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
evidence. 

8453.  Have  you  had  much  experience  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  except  this  last  outbreak  ? — 

8454.  You  would  give  full  compensation  in 
the  case  of  the  slaughter  of  an  animal  affected 
with  disease? — I would  give  full  compensation 
for  the  sake  of  getting  the  information. 

8455.  And  you  think  that  by  that  means  we 
might  probably  be  able  to  extinguish  pleuro- 
pneumonia ? — I think  so. 

8456.  Do  you  think  there  would  he  any  diffi- 
culty in  getting  information  unless  you  gave  full 
compensation? — Certainly,  the  farmers  wonld 
endeavour  to  make  the  best  they  could  of  the 
stock. 

8457.  How  would  you  deal  with  the  animals 
supposing  you  slaughtered  them  and  gave,  full 
compensation  to  the  farmers.  Take  a fat  animal, 
just  commencing  with  an  attack  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, would  you  allow  the  hide  and  carcass 
to  be  utilised,  or  would  you  bury  and  disinfect 
it? — I am  not  a sufficient  authority  upon  the 
subject,  I do  not  know  whether  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous or  not. 

8458.  I want  to  ask  you  a few  questions  with 
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Mr.  regard  to  carrying  out  your  views  with  respect 
J.  A.  Clarke,  to  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Would  you  trust  to 

the  police  to  report  all  cases  of  foot  and  mouth 

jjJune  1873.  digease  and  to  carry  out  the  stringent  regulations 
which  you  suggest'/ — I must  have  a number  of 
inspectors  and  assistants. 

8459.  That  is  what  I want  to  come  at.  Take 
your  own  county,  Lincolnshire,  what  number  of 
inspectoi’s  and  assistants  do  you  suppose  would 
be  necessary  to  carry  out  your  views  ? — I sup- 
pose each  local  authority  would  require  an  in- 
spector. 

8460.  Do  you  mean  by  each  local  authority 
a court  of  quarter  sessions,  or  each  petty  ses- 
sional division  ?--  Each  petty  sessional  division  of 
magistrates  and  a committee. 

8461.  Would  you  keep  the  inspectors  con- 
stantly employed  ? — I should  keep  them  con- 
stantly in  office. 

8462.  Would  you  have  them  paid  by  salary  or 
paid  by  fees? — I have  not  considered  that  matter. 

8463.  Have  you  considered  at  all  the  question 
of  the  expense  of  the  inspectors  ? — No. 

8464.  Have  you  not  had  any  experience  of 
the  bills  of  your  inspectors  at  the  time  of  the 
cattle  plague? — 1 know  that  they  were  very 
serious. 

8465.  How  are  the  inspectors  to  be  paid  ? — I 
think  the  Privy  Council  should  appoint  the  in- 
spectors and  pay  them. 

8466.  Do  you  think  they  should  be  entirely 
independent  of  local  authorities  ?— With  regard 
to  the  inspection,  which  I alluded  to  in  a 
previous  answer,  viz.,  inspectors  appointed  by 
the  Privy  Council,  I am  inclined  to  think  that 

* one  inspector  for  each  county  would  be  sufficient, 

and  I think  that  those  inspectors  should  be  ap- 
pointed and  paid  by  the  Privy  Council,  and  should 
be  totally  independent  of  the  local  authorities. 

8467.  You  would  have  one  inspector  for  each 
county,  appointed  and  paid  by  the  Privy  Council, 
and  he  should  have  control  over  the  local  au- 
thority ? — Yes. 

8468.  And  in  addition  to  him,  you  would  have 
inspectors  under  the  petty  sessions? — I do  not 
think  that  you  could  have  any  better  force  than 
the  police  in  that  case. 

8469.  You  would  only  have  one  veterinary  in- 
spector and  he  should  be  appointed  by  the  Privy 
Council  for  the  division  of  a county  '/ — I do  not 
mean  to  say  exactly  a county,  but  a large  area. 

8470.  In  Lincolnshire  you  have  three  courts  of 
quarter  sessions,  have  you  not?  — Yes,  three 
divisions. 

8471.  You  probably  would  appoint  one  in- 
spector, in  that  case,  for  each  division  ?— Yes, 

I should. 

h^72.  Take  the  West  Hiding  of  Yorkshire,  in 
which  there  is  only  one  court  of  quarter  ses- 
sions : in  the  W est  Riding  if  there  was  any  dis- 
ease it  would  be  impossible  for  the  inspector  to 
do  his  duty,  he  would  be  always  travelling  about  ? 
—My  idea  is  that  if  a system  of  that  kind  were 
established,  in  the  case  of  a serious  number  of 
outbreaks  of  disease,  that  inspector  would  have 
assistants,  but  that  when  the  disease  had  been 
got  under,  and  we  were  only  liable  to  a few  out- 
breaks here  and  there,  assistants  would  be  no 
longer  required,  but  simply  to  keep  the  machi- 
nery m existence. 

8473.  You  think  that  this  prohibition  of  move- 
ment in  the  months  of  June  and  July  would 
be  important  because  there  is  not  much  sale  of 


store  animals  at  that  time  ? — Therp 

in  June  and  July.  "*l«* 

8474.  Would  you  carry  that  out  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland  ; would  you  stop  the  movement  of  mi 
male  in  those  countries  at  the  same  periods?— 
I might  make  the  months  more  convenient  if  T 
knew  it,  for  Scotland  and  Ireland ; but  I imW  1 
that  they  would  be  the  most  convenient  month8 

8475.  Wo  have  had  it  in  evidence  that  there 
are  a great  number  of  fairs  in  June  and  Jnlv  in 
winch  the  store  cattle  are  gathered  together  bv 
dealers  for  sale  to  the  graziers  to  buy  In  the 
autumn  ?- There  are  not  so  many  stores  com. 
over  m July,  I think. 

8476.  But  the  store  animals  are  collected  in 

these  months,  we  are  told  ?— Ireland  might  be 
treated  by  itself  in  that  respect.  & 

8477.  You  were  under  the  impression  that 
sheep  which  had  been  on  board  ship  with  animals 
affected  with  foot,  and  mouth  disease  mio-ht  be 
moved,  although  all  the  cattle  were  slaughtered? 
—They  were  for  some  time,  I believe,  before  the 
passing  of  the  General  Order. 

8478.  There  is  an  Order  put  into  my  hands 
dated  the  14th  of  August,  1869,  which  closes  in 
these  words:  “ If  the  inspector  certifies  that  any 
one  or  more  of  the  animals  are  affected  with  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  or  any  other  contao-ious 
or  infectious  disorder,  the  whole  of  the  annuals 
imported  iu  the  vessel  are  to  be  slaughtered ; ’ 
that  appears  to  be  an  Order  made  almost  imme- 
diately upon  the  passing  of  the  Act  1— Yes,  that 
appears  u>  be  so. 

8479.  Mr.  Barclay. '\  Where  were  those  cattle 
of  yours  which  died  of  pleuro-pncumonia  between 
the  time  when  you  bought  them  at  Lynn  and  the 
time  when  they  came  from  Ireland?— I do  not 
know  where  they  had  been,  but  I believe  that 
they  had  been  at  some  large  fair  in  the  Midland 
districts  ; I believe  that  they  had  not  come  di- 
rect from  the  port  of  landing. 

8480.  I ask  the  question  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  some  idea  whether  the  animals  had  had 
pi  euro  pneumonia  before  leaving  Ireland,  or  whe- 
ther the  animals  had  contracted  the  disease  from 
being  driven  about  here  from  fair  to  fair  ? — When 
they  were  opened  they  showed  signs  of  having 
had  the  disease  for  a considerable  time. 

8481.  Did  you  buy  those  cattle  of  an  English 
dealer? — I bought  them  pf  an  English  dealer; 
but  who  he  bought  them  o£  I do  not  know. 

8482.  You  did  not  ask  afterwards  ? — I asked 
the  dealer  how  long  the  cattle  had  been  from 
Ireland,  and  he  said  only  a few  weeks. 

8483.  Are  the  farmers  in  Lincolnshire  and  in 
the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  anxious  for 
the  importation  of  foreign  store  cattle?— They 
would  rather  be  without  them. 

8484.  The  conclusion  they  have  arrived  at  is, 
that  they  would  rather  want  the  store  animals 
than  have  them  ? — I believe  they  would  rather 
be  without  any  foreign  store  animals. 

8485.  You  seem  disposed  to  recommend  in- 
oculation in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; have 
you  had  any  experience  of  it? — I have  not  had 
any  experience  of  it  whatever. 

8486.  What  induces  you  to  recommend  inocu- 
lation ? — Because  I am  acquainted  with  authori- 
ties who  have  had  experience,  and  who  have  pro- 
nounced that  it  would  be  a very  effectual 
remedy. 

8487.  Are  those  authorities  in  England  or  in 
Ireland  ? — There  is  one  in  England  that  I could 
name. 

8488.  L 
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8488.  Is  lie  a farmer  or  a veterinary  surgeon  ? 
—A  veterinary  surgeon.  . 

8489.  Has  he  had  experience  oi  the  result  ot 
inoculation?— He  has  had  very  great  experience, 
J believe.  I allude  to  Mr.  Priestman. 

8490.  You  are  speaking  upon  his  authority  ? — 
Yes,  and  upon  that  of  others. 

8491.  You  recommend  having  an  inspector  for 
a large  district,  paid  by  the  Privy  Council,  and 
responsible  only  to  the  Privy  Council  ?— Yes, 

^ 8492.  Do  vc  u propose  to  have,  also,  a local 
authority  in  the  district  ?-  Certainly. 

8493.  And  what  is  the  inspector  of  the  Privy- 
Council  going  to  do  ?— I expect  the  Privy  Council 
inspectors  would  watch  the  early  outbreaks  of 
disease,  and  see  that  the  local  authorities  acted 
promptly  upon  it,  or  had  early  information. 

8494.  Would  the  inspector  of  the  Privy 
Council  simply  be  there  to  look  after  the  local 
authority  ?—  I think  that  would  be  the  proper 
means  of-  insuring  the  uniform  action  which  is 
pointed  to  in  paragraph  No.  1. 

8495.  But  do  you  think  that  the  local  authori- 
ties in  counties  would  submit  to  have  an  inspector 
from  the  Privy  Council  settled  there  to  look  after 
them  specially?  — They  are  going  to  have  a 
medical  officer,  and  I do  not  know  why  they 
should  not. 

8496.  You  recommend  uniformity  of  action  in 
counties  and  boroughs ; do  you  mean  by  that, 
that  different  counties  might  have  different  regu- 
lations, provided  all  the  regulations  in  one  county 
were  the  same? — This  points  to  the  whole  of 
Great  Britain ; the  words  are,  “ throughout 
Great  Britain.” 

8497.  It  says,  " Uniform  action  in  counties 
and  boroughs  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  en- 
forced throughout  Great  Britain.”  I suppose 
that  means  that  there  should  be  uniform  action 
throughout  Great  Britain  ? — I would  not  limit 
uniform  action  to  the  boundaries  of  a county, 
because  disease  does  not  confine  itself  to  those 
boundaries;  it  means  throughout  Great  Britain. 

8498.  I understand  it  means  not  only  that  all 
the  arrangements  should  be  uniform  within  a 
county,  but  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  have 
uniformity  of  action  in  dealing  with  cattle  disease 
throughout  Great  Britain  ? — -That,  is  the  inten- 
tion, that  the  borough  authorities  and  the  county 
authorities  should  be  subject  to  and  have  the 
same  obligations  laid  upon  them  by  the  central 
authority. 

8499.  Have  you  considered  how  that  uni- 
formity of  action  might  be  accomplished  within 
one  county,  that  is  to  say,  by  the  various  local 
authorities  which  at  present  exist  within  a 
county? — I should  no  longer  leave  it  to  their  dis- 
cretion whether  they  should  put  orders  in  force 
or  not. 

8500.  Do  you  think  it  absolutely  necessary  to 
have  separate  local  authorities  for  the  boroughs 
and  counties ; do  you  think  it  might  he  possible 
to.  have  one  local  authority  constituted  which 
nnght  he  satisfactory  to  various  persons  interested 
m the  county,  including  the  boroughs  ? — It  is 
quite  possible ; but  I think  the  boroughs  might  be 
jealous  of  the  county  authorities  interfering  with 
them,  and  the  county  authorities  the  same. 

8501..  That  would  depend  upon  the  scope  and 
power  given  to  the  local  authority  ? — Certainly. 

Have  you  considered  what  power  "you 
W<058  ^rePare^  t0  £P-ve  to  e local  authorities  ? 


— I cannot  say  that  I have  given  much  atten- 
tion to  the  question  of  administration. 

8503.  Upon  what  points  does  a conflict  gener- 
ally arise  between  the  county  and  the  borough 
authorities  ? — The  principal  objection  is  to  their 
not  taking  the  same  action  at  the  same  time. 

8504.  In  what  respect;  they  slaughter  out 
cattle  plague,  for  instance ; neither  party  slaugh- 
ter pleuro-pneumonia,  in  most  cases  ; wherein  is 
it  that  the  county  local  authority  takes  action, 
and  the  borough  local  authority  does  not? — I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  against  the  boroughs, 
but  it  is  simply  a simultaneous  action  between 
the  two  that  I wish  for. 

8505.  "Would  you  prefer  having,  so  far  as  you 
are  speaking  for  the  counties,  to  have  one  local 
authority  for  each  county,  and  to  admit  the  bo- 
roughs to  a shave  in  the  representation  for  such 
local  authority? — No;  I should  say  that  the 
present  local  authority  is  sufficient. 

8506.  You  would  not  prefer  the  various  local 
authorities  within  a county  to  be  united  ? — I do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  at  all,  if  they  have  simi- 
lar orders  to  carry  out. 

8507.  I suppose  you  would  hope  to  secure  the 
various  local  authorities  carrying  out  their  duties 
by  this  Privy  Council  Inspector? — Instead  of 
making  the  orders  permissive,  I should  make 
them  all  compulsory,  so  that  the  local  authorities 
should  have  no  option  but  to  carry  out  what  the 
Privy  Council  issued. 

8508.  But  supposing  the  local  authorities  elect 
not  to  have  it,  how  would  you  manage  it? — 
Simply  By  Act  of  Parliament. 

8509.  Acts  of  Parliament  contain  penalties  as 
against  individuals,  but  against  these  local  autho- 
rities of  counties  there  are  no  penalties,  and  many 
of  these  local  authorities  do  not  carry  these 
orders  out? — In  that  case,  I suppose,  the  local 
authority  would  be  liable  to  be  superseded  by 
the  central  authority,  if  it  failed  to  do  its  duty. 

8510.  You  would  contemplate,  if  the  local 
authority  failed  to  do  its  duty,  that  it  should  be 
superseded  by  the  Central  Department  ? — I do 
not  see  any  other  way  out  of  it. 

8511.  Have  you  considered  with  reference  to 
the  details  of  quarantine?  — Yes;  I have  an- 
swered a few  questions  about  that. 

8512.  With  regard  to  the  practicability  of 
carrying  out  quarantine  for  a week? — I believe 
it  is  quite  practicable ; it  only  wants  a sufficient 
space,  removed  from  herds  and  flocks. 

8513.  Supposing  you  are  importing  at  one  of 
those  selected  ports  500  animals  per  week,  and 
you  keep  them  six  or  seven  days,  and  assuming 
that  foot  and  mouth  disease  breaks  out  amongst 
one  of  the  lots  of  500  animals,  what  would  you 
do  then  ?— Then  I should  slaughter  the  whole 
immediately. 

8514.  You  propose,  in  a quarantine,  establish- 
ment, in  the  event  of  disease  making  its  appear- 
ance, to  slaughter  all  animals  there  confined  ? 
Yes,  all  in  the  same  lot. 

8515.  Supposing  you  were  importing  dairy 

cows,  that  would  inflict  a serious  loss  upon  the 
importers,  would  it  not?— Yes,  but  it  would  be 
much  more  serious  to  let  them  go  amongst  our 
cows  in  the  country.  , , 

8516.  In  the  concluding  paragraph  it  is  stated 
« The  Council  regret  that,  notwithstanding  recent 
enactments  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  com- 
fort of  animals  in  transit,  great  privations  are 
still  experienced  by  them  for  want  of  more 
stringent  regulations  and  proper  supervision  ; 

x x 4 what 


Mr. 

J.  A.  Clarke. 
p June  1873. 
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Mr.  what  particular  district  do  those  remarks  apply 
J.  A.  Clarice,  to  ? — They  apply  generally ; in  long  journeys,  ani- 

mals  have  not  an  opportunity  of  rest  and  water. 

g June  1873.  8517.  What  is  about  the  longest  journey  which 

is  undertaken  by  cattle  in  this  country  ? — I sup- 
pose from  the  north  of  Scotland  to  London. 

8518.  Have  you  had  any  complaints  from  the 
north  of  Scotland  repecting  the  treatment  that 
animals  get  in  transit  ? — I have  heard  no  com- 
nlaints  personally. 

8519.  Upon  what  authority  was  this  statement 
made  here  ? — I have  heard  many  complaints  from 
certain  quarters.  Irish  cattle,  for  instance,  come 
across  the  country,  and  I am  continually  hearing 
such  complaints. 

8520.  You  are  not  aware  that  there  were  com- 
plaints from  Scotland  with  reference  to  the  transit 
of  animals  ? — I am  not  cognisant  of  any  ; none 
have  come  to  me. 

8521.  Mr.  Tipping.']  Just  to  follow  up  that 
last  question,  the  Council  states  so  positively  that 
great  privations  are  still  experienced,  that  they 
ought  to  have  some  authority  for  that  statement; 
the  evidence  we  have  had  before  this  Committee 
has  been  that  those  reports  have  been  grossly 
exaggerated ; does  this  apply  especially  to  rail- 
ways or  steamers,  or  what  does  the  Central 
Chamber  mean  by  that  statement  ? — This  para- 
graph, I believe,  refers  principally  to  transit  by 
rail. 

8522.  In  England? — In  the  United  Kingdom. 

8523.  Do  yon  know  what  form  those  privations 
take  ? — Deprivation  of  water  for  too  long  a time 
would  be  one  of  the  principal  things. 

8524.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  cattle  will  always 
drink  upon  a journey  at  any  time  when  water  is 
offered  to  them  ? — Not  at  any  time ; but  they 
will  if  they  have  been  for  a long  time  without 
water,  and  this  without  removal  from  the  trucks. 

8525.  Are  you  aware  that  cattle  generally 
refuse  water  offered  under  those  circumstances  on 
railways  ? — I am  aware  that  cattle  generally 
refuse  both  hay  and  water  when  they  are  in  rail- 
way trucks,  unless  they  have  been  deprived  for 
a very  considerable  time. 

8526.  What  do  you  consider  the  maximum  of 
time  that  an  animal  would  refuse  hay  and  water  ? 
— It  is  impossible  to  say  what  time  would  drive 
one  animal,  and  what  time  would  drive  another 
to  partake  of  food  and  water,  but  I should  soy 
that  12  hours  is  the  maximum  period ; they  ought 
not  to  be  left  without  opportunity  of  food  and 
drink  after  twelve  hours. 

8527.  Do  you  think  that,  cattle  are  often  twelve 
hours  in  England  and  Scotland  without  water 
being  offered  ? — Last  week  a number  of  valuable 
show  cattle  went  down  to  the  Plymouth  show  of 
the  Bath  and  W est  of  England  Society,  and  they 
were  more  than  twelve  hours,  and  I think  more 
than  20  hours,  without  food  and  water  of  any  kind. 

8528.  Are  you  in  a position  to  state  that  no 
food  was  offered  to  them  7 — I know  that  perfectly 
well ; they  were  Mr.  "Walter  Gilbey’s  animals.  • 

8529.  I think  you  stated  those  were  valuable 
show  cattle  ? — They  were. 

8530.  Of  course  cattle  of  that  value  are  always 
accompanied  by  some  one  who  is  in  charge  of 
them ; they  are  not  cattle  sold  to  some  jobber, 
and  going  to  some  place  without  any  particular 
care ; it  is  choice  and  pet  stock,  therefore  has 
choice  and  pet  care,  or  something  like  it,  in  con- 
sequence ; was  there  nobody  to  see  that  the 
animals  had  food  and  water  ? — The  owner’s  man 
was  with  the  cattle ; the  cattle  were  in  horse 


boxes,  but  the  man,  although  he  tried  to  a 
water  at  every  station  at  which  he  stopped  £5 
not  time  to  water  the  animals  without  losing  that 
train,  and  let  them  go  by  another,  and  so  Tosim? 
his  chance  of  admission  to  the  showyard.  ° 

8531.  Do  you  know  exactly  how  those  animals 
went  down? — I could  not  say  exactly,  but  it 
could  be  stated  by  the  owner  of  the  cattle. 

8532.  If  you  are  coming  again,  we  should  be 
glad  to  have  that  statement,  as  it  is  important  I 
suppose  I may  understand  that  in  the  opening 
paragraph  the  slaughter  is  applicable  to  fat  cattle 
and  the  quarantine  to  store  cattle ; that  is  the 
general  idea.  As  regards  foreign  importation 
you  would  slaughter  the  cattle  coming  for  meat 
and  you  would  quarantine  the  cattle  coming  for 
store  purposes  ? — The  idea  is  that  the  importer 
shall  select  which  he  will  have  slaughtered  and 
which  he  will  have  quarantined. 

8533.  Because  the  general  idea  of  those  recom- 
mendations of  the  Chamber  is  that  it  is  a scheme 
for  stamping  out? — It  is. 

8534.  Has  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture 
at  all  considered  the  effect  upon  the  price  of  meat, 
from  a consumer’s  point  of  view,  of  those  recom- 
mendations?— The  views  generally  held  by  my 
society  are  that  those  measures  would  wonder- 
fully increase  the  quantity  of  meat,  and  so  tend 
to  reduce  the  price. 

8535.  Am  1 to  suppose  that  all  foreign  meat 
is  to  be  slaughtered  for  all  time,  that  is  to  say, 
that  on  and  after  the  time  for  the  application  of 
these  recommendations,  all  foreign  meat  would  be 
either  slaughtered  or  quarantined;  it  is  not 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  eradicating  disease,  and 
then  starting  upon  a more  liberal  principle  after- 
wards, but  it  is  to  be  a permanent  arrangement? 
— It  is  for  permanently  keeping  out  disease. 

8536.  Then,  as  regards  the  principle  of  para- 
graph No.  5,  has  it  occurred  to  you  that  yon 
would  have  enormously  to  increase  the  various 
steamboats  and  trucks,  and  the  various  means  of 
conveyance,  to  carry  out  this  principle,  because 
it  is  based,  so  far  as  1 understand,  upon  double 
disinfection ; that  whenever  anything  can  be 
traced  in  the  way  of  contagious  or  infectious  dis- 
ease, there  is  to  be  a double  disinfection,  which 
necessarily  implies  great  delay,  and  a great  in- 
crease of  the  means  of  conveyance  to  meet  such 
delay ; and  it  also  implies  great  increase  of  ex- 
pense in  consequence?-^  It  was  contemplated 
that  there  would  be  both  some  delay  and  some 
expense  also. 

8537.  From  your  own  knowledge,  do  you  find 

that  farmers  and  those  engaged  in  the  trade, 
generally,  are  prepared  to  pay  higher  rates  for 
the  conveyance  of  cattle  under  all  those  disabili- 
ties ? — They  are  prepared  to  pay  lower  rates  on 
dead  meat,  and  higher  rates  on  live  meat,  if  they 
could  ensure  anything  like  the  repression  of  con- 
tagious disease.  , , 

8538.  Are  you  aware  that  butchers  throughout 
the  whole  country  are  entirely  opposed  to  any- 
thing like  the  dead  meat  trade ; that  is  to  say,  to 
receiving  meat  in  the  form  of  carcasses  in  towns. 
— I do  not  think  that  the  butchers  are  wholly  so, 
because  I know  butchers  and  dealers  who  woul 
go  warmly  for  these  measures ; but  I believe  tea 
the  great  majority  are  opposed  to  our  view. 

8539.  Mr.  Ridley.']  With  regard  to  this 
infection  of  railway  trucks,  I suppose  that  in 
discussions  which  you  have  had  in  the  Len • 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  there  have  been 
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complaints  of  the  dirtiness  of  railway  trucks  ? — 
Certainly.  . _ 

8540.  "And  since  the  time  of  the  transit  Order 
of  the  Privy  Council,  ordering  the  disinfection  of 
railway  tracks,  there  have  been  also  complaints 
of  the  manner  in  which  that  Order  has  been  neg- 
lected?— It  has  not  been  carried  out. 

8541.  Generally,  it  is  a very  frequent  source 
of  spreading  disease,  is  it  uot? — Yes,  certainly. 

8542.  I take  it  that  it  is  so  in  consequence  of 
those  recommendations  which  you  make  here  in 
No.  5 ?— Yes. 

8543.  Would  not  it  be  generally  thought  that, 
supposing  trucks,  after  having  been  used,  were 
always  properly  disinfected,  that  would  be  a 
sufficient  precaution,  without  declaring  them  in- 
fected places  and  twice  disinfecting  them,  what 
special  reason  have  you  for  recommending  that? 
— Twice  was  put  in  to  insur'e  effectual  disinfect- 
ing, because  wc  believe  that  the  so-called  pro- 
cess of  disinfecting  is  carried  out  in  a very  loose 
and  ineffectual  manner. 

8544.  Are  you  aware  that  there  are  many  local 
authorities  in  England  who  have  appointed  an 
inspector  to  see  that  these  provisions  were  carried 
out  in  their  district  ? — No. 

8545.  Are  you  not  aware  that  that  has  been 
the  case  in  Northumberland  for  some  time  ? — 
No. 

8546.  Are  you  not  aware  that  proceedings 
have  been  instituted  in  Northumberland  against 
railway  companies  for  neglecting  to  carry  out 
that  transit  Order  ? — I am  uot  aware  of  that. 

8547.  Would  it  uot  generally  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture 
if  the  local  authorities  were  uniformly  to  adopt 
some  such  course  as  that? — Certainly  that  would 
be  very  satisfactory. 

8548.  And  you  would  propose  to  enforce  the 
carrying  out  of  such  provisions  upon  local  autho- 
rities who  did  not  do  so  in  the  same  way  as  you 
would  enforce  the  other  provisions  which  you 
would  desire  to  carry  out? — I propose  that  the 
whole  of  the  enforcement  should  come  from  the 
central  authority. 

8549.  Would  you  propose  that,  the  central  au- 
thority should  appoint  travelling  inspectors  to  see 
that  the  railway  companies  have  carried  out  the 
•transit  orders ; perhaps  you  have  not  considered 
that  point  ? — I have  stated  that  I should  approve 
of  the  appointment  of  a properly  qualified  vete- 
rinary inspector  to  a large  district  or  a whole 
county. 

8550.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  necessary  to 
appoint  a properly  qualified  inspector  to  see  that 
the  trucks  were  properly  cleansed? — It  would 
be  part  of  his  duties. 

8551.  Do  you  think  that  the  mere  fact  of  his 
travelling  about  to  see  that  the  railway  companies 
carried  out  the  regulations  would  be  his  duty  ? — 

I do  not  suppose  that  it  would  be  his  duty  "alto- 
gether ; . but  it  would  be  part  of  the  duty  that  was 
under  his  direction. 

8552.  But  do  you  consider  that  great  import- 
ance would  attach  to  the  satisfactory  carrying  out 
of  the  transit  order  of  the  Privy  Council  by  the 
local  authority  ? — Certainly. 

8553.  Mr.  O’ Conor.']  All  these  suggestions 
depend, . as  I understand,  upon  the  slaughter  or 
quarantine,  in  the  first  instance,  of  foreign  stock  ? 
—Certainly. 

, ia  not  adopted  there  would  not 

VS*  use 'm  carrying  out  these  suggestions  ? 


—We  think  it  would  be  useless  and  also  tyran- 
nical. J 

8555.  Mr.  Dent]  Supposing  the  preamble  of 
these  recommendations  were  not  carried  out 
that  foreign  cattle  were  not  slaughtered  or  qua- 
rantined at  the  port  of  debarkation,  would  you 
leave  the  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  animals  en- 
tirely free,  without  any  restrictions  whatever? 
—No,  I should  require  the  watering  and  cleans- 
ing of  trucks,  and  so  on. 

8550.  But  would  you  strike  out  from  the  Act 
any  of  the  penal  clauses  relating  to  the  movement 
of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 
— Certainly. 

8557.  Mr.  Clay.]  You  were  speaking  just  now 

of  the  bad  management  at  the  port  of  Hull  with 
respect  to  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle ; were 
you  specially  alluding  to  the  case  of  the  impor- 
tation by  the  “ Joseph  Soames,”  to  which  an  out- 
break of  cattle  disease  was  attributed? Yes 

that  called  attention  to  the  position  of  affairs  at 
Hull. 

8558.  Are  you  aware  of  the  circumstances  of 
that  case  ? — I have  not  inspected  them  upon  the 
spot ; I know  them  by  the  authentic  publication 
of  reports. 

8559.  It  is  a very  short  story ; will  you  be 
kind  enough  to  narrate  it  to  the  Committee  as 
you  have  heard  it  ? — I do  not  remember  the  de- 
tails of  it.  I believe  the  “Joseph  Soames” 
arrived  at  the  port  of  Hull,  and  was  in  dock  for 
some  days,  I believe  two  days  (but  I am  not 
suve)  with  cattle  plague  on  board,  and  there  was 
probably  free  coinniuniciition  between  the  shore 
and  the  vessel  for  persons  to  pass  to  anti  fro,  and 
that,  was  the  position  of  the  ship,  while  the  English 
cattle  market  was  only  a few  hundred  yards  off. 

8560.  Are  you  aware  that  the  cattle  were 
slaughtered  on  board  ? — Yes,  I believe  they 
were. 

8561.  That  they  never  landed  ?— That  is  so. 

8562.  You  are  aware  that  there  was  some  mis- 
management in  sinking  them  as  it  was  intended 
to  do,  and  that  a good  many  of  the  carcasses  were 
washed  ashore  at  one  place  ? — Yes. 

8563.  Are  you  also  aware  that  it  is  the  opinion 
of  gentlemen  best  competent  to  judge  upon  this 
subject,  the  agents  of  the  Privy  Council,  that  it 
was  impossible  that  any  infection  could  have  been 
communicated  by  those  carcasses? — I believe 
that  was  the  conclusion  they  came  to. 

8564.  Have  you  concluded  that  the  disease  was 
carried  in  that  way  ? — 1 believe  that  it  was  pro- 
bably conveyed  by  persons  passing  from  the  ship 
to  the  market ; possibly  the  contagion  might  have 
been  transmitted  in  some  very  obscure  and  indi- 
rect, way,  but  I have  no  doubt  it  passed  from  the 
ship  to  the  market. 

8565.  This  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which,  I pre- 
sume, you  suspect  that  there  was  insufficient  dis- 
infection of  the  persons  who  went  on  board  the 
ship  ? — My  suspicion  rather  would  be  that  that, 
was  the  case,  but  I do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
evidence  to  show  how  the  contagion  was  conveyed 
from  the  shij^to  the  market. 

8566.  Are” you  aware  that  sums  of  money  were 
paid  by  the  Corporation  for  disinfecting  persons 
who  came  on  shore  and  passed  to  and  fro  from  that 
ship  ? — I am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  evidence 
that  disinfection  was  practised  before  the  time 
came  for  slaughtering  those  animals. 

8567.  You  are  not  aware  that,  at  any  rate,  the 
process  was  paid  for  ? — No,  I never  heard  that. 

8568.  Mr.  Kuvanagh.]  This  Central  Chamber 
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of  Agriculture  whicli  you  represent  here,  repre- 
sents, I suppose,  the  opinions  of  all  the  farmers 
in  England  over  the  whole  country  ? — Indirectly, 
it  does. 

8569.  Those  recommendations  of  course  would 
apply  to  all  the  ports  in  England? — Yes,  I sup- 
pose they  would. 

8570.  Therefore  the  real  effect  of  that  recom- 
mendation IJo.  1 is  to  put  a stop  to  the  importa- 
tion of  all  meat  into  Great  Britain  except  in  the 
shape  of  dead  meat,  speaking  with  regard  to  fat 
cattle  ? — These  regulations  were  intended  to 
apply  to  the  United  Kingdom,  not  to  Great  Bri- 
tain only. 

8571.  To  stop  fat  cattle  from  being  brought  in 
from  all  foreign  countries  except  as  dead  meat  ? 
— Eat  cattle,  not  store  cattle. 

8572.  You  tallied  of  store  cattle  afterwards 
with  regard  to  quarantine,  but  with  regard  to  fat 
cattle  at  all  events  you  spoke  of  them  only  as 
dead  meat  ? — That  is  so. 

8573.  You  stated  that  you  thought  that  that 
would  not  increase  the  price  of  meat? — I do  not 
think  it  would ; I think  it  would  tend  in  the 
opposite  direction  coupled  with  the  other  recom- 
mendations. 

8574.  Have  you  ever  gone  into  the  question  of 
the  meat  supply  of  this  country? — Very  elabo- 
rately. 

8575.  And  from  the  inquiries  which  you  have 
made  you  are  of  opinion  that  limiting  the  import 
of  meat  into  this  country  to  the  dead  meat  trade 
would  not  increase  the  price  of  meat? — My 
calculation  of  the  proportion  of  the  meat  supply 
of  the  United  Kingdom  is,  that  five  per  cent, 
only  is  contributed  by  foreign  live  animals.  I 
believe  that  it  would  be  very  easy  to  supply 
more  than  that  by  the  repression  of  contagious 
disease  amongst  our  own  stock. 

8576.  Then  the  information  which  has  been 
given  to  the  Committee  by  the  English  Veteri- 
nary Department  is  not  correct,  that  England 
depends  so  largely  upon  the  foreign  import  ? — I 
do  not  agree  with  that. 

8577.  Still,  you  are  of  opinion  that  all  that 
England  gets  from  foreign  countries  is  five  per 
cent.,  and  that  the  stamping  out  of  disease  would 
give  us  more  than  that  ? — I think  that  the  vete- 
rinary report  upon  the  subject  refers  to  Great 
Britain,  and  includes  the  supplies  from  Ireland 
to  Great  Britain.  My  answer  refers  to  the  United 
Kingdom,  including  Ireland. 

8578.  Still  that  is  your  opinion,  that  all  that 
is  acquired  from  foreign  parts,  that  is  to  say, 
Holland,  Spain,  France,  the  Netherlands,  and 
Russia,  wherever  it  comes  from  except  Ireland, 
is  five  per  cent,  of  the  whole  supply  of  live  ani- 
mals ? — That  is  my  impression.  There  is  more 
dead  meat  imported  than  double  the  weight  of 
the  live  foreign  animals  imported. 

8579.  But  the  amount  of  salt  meat  imported  is 
considerable,  is  it  not  ? — It  is  very  large. 

8580.  But  I am  referring  entirely  to  the  fresh 
meat  supply ; does  your  answer  apply  to  that? — 
When  I say  that  more  than  double  comes  in  in 
the  shape  of  dead  meat,  I include  salt  meat ; the 
fresh  would  be  very  much  less.  I do  not  know 
the  per-centage. 

8581.  Does  England  require  more  than  five 
er  cent,  of  the  supply  from  foreign  countries  to 
eep  her  in  fresh  meat? — She  requires  10  times 

the  amount,  if  she  could  get  it,  to  cheapen  the 
supply  ; but  at  the  present  prices,  five  per  cent, 
is,  I believe,  all  that  comes  in. 


8582.  With  regard  to  store  stock  and  quaran- 
tine, of  course  those  recommendations  apply  to 
all  the  ports  of  debarkation  in  the  United  King- 
dom, as  you  have  already  stated? — That  is  so.°" 

8583.  Now,  taking  a large  port  where  the 
cargoes  are  perhaps  four  or  five  a week,  would 
you  keep  those  lots  separate  ? — My  proposal  is 
to  limit  the  number  of  quarantine  ports,  so  that 
store  animals  from  foreign  countries  could  land 
at  only  a certain  number  of  ports,  much  smaller 
than  the  present  number,  and  there  I would  have 
separate  landing-places  and  separate  establish- 
ments altogether  for  different  cargoes. 

8584.  Decreasing  the  number  of  ports  would 
necessarily  increase  the  number  of  importations 
into  those  ports  which  were  retained  ? — Yes,  cer- 
tainly. 

8585.  Would  you  keep  the  cargoes  separate 
or  would  you  limit  the  separation  to,  say,  a caroo 
which  had  gone  through  half  its  quarantine?— 
It  might  be  limited  to  animals  arriving  upon  the 
same  day. 

8586.  Supposing  you  had  cargoes  arriving 
every  day  in  the  week,  do  you  think  you  could 
find  room  to  store  all  the  animals  so  arriving  in 
different  places  ? — The  animals  arriving  each  day 
would  of  course  be  few. 

8587.  There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  that?— 
I do  not  see  any. 

8588.  Your  opinion  is  that,  if  the  disease 
broke  out,  the  whole  lot  of  animals  herded  with 
the  animals  in  quarantine  should  be  slaughtered? 
— Yes ; and  of  course  it  might  be  an  indefinite 
time  before  the  place  would  be  fit  for  another 
cargo. 

8589.  That  would  be  another  question  also; 
how  long  do  you  consider  the  place  would  be 
infected  where  foot  and  mouth  disease  broke  out? 
— If  it  were  foot  and  mouth  disease,  I imagine 
that  with  thorough  disinfection  an  interval  of  a 
few  days  would  be  sufficient. 

8590.  How  would  you  disinfect  a field,  be- 
cause if  they  were  store  stock  they  must  be 
turned  into  fields? — I should  not  disinfect  a 
field;  but  I had  reference  to  sheds  and  build- 
ings. 

8591.  Would  you  keep  store  stock  for  a week 
in  sheds  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

8592.  Would  there  be  no  objection  to  that?— 
I do  not  know  of  any. 

8593.  Are  you  a very  large  farmer  yourself? 
— Not  large ; I farm  500  acres. 

8594.  Do  a large  number  of  cattle  pass  through 
your  hands  in  a year? — No;  my  stock  is  about 
70  cattle  and  500  sheep. 

8595.  Have  you  had  much  experience  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — During  the  last  two  years 
very  much,  as  all  the  sheep  have  had  it,  some- 
times twice  over,  and  nearly  all  the  cattle. 

8596.  You  have  examined  the  cases,  and 
watched  the  course  of  the  disease  ? — Certainly- 

8597.  You,  I presume,  attend  the  dfferent 
fairs  yourself? — Some  of  them,  but  not  many. 

8598.  Do  you  always  buy  your  own  stock  r— 
Not  always ; sometimes  I employ  a dealer. 

8599.  Have  you  any  practical  experience,  an 
can  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea  what  e 
period  of  incubation  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  ? — I am  not  sure  that  it  is  not  in  some  cases  a 
few  hours ; but  I should  limit  it  to  four  or  v 
days  ; it  might  be  longer  than  that ; I think 

it  has  been  known  to  be  longer  than  tha , 
that  is  about  it.  , , 

8600.  What  is  the  longest  time  you  haveknown 
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yourself,  or  have  you  watched  it  ? — I have  never 
watched’ it  so  closely  as  to  say  to  half-a-day. 

8601.  So  that  when  you  speak  of  four  or  five 
(Jays,  your  opinion  is  founded  more  on  theory  than 
on  any  practical  experience  ? — I cannot  say  that  I 
have  proved  it  by  experiments,  but  my  experience 
would  agree  with  that  theory. 

8602.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  the  in- 
stances upon  which  that  experience  is  founded? 
—I  have  had  cattle  home  from  market  which 
have  fallen  down  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  the 
day  after,  and  the  animals  adjacent  to  them  have 
fallen  within  two  or  three  days. 

8603.  Could  those  animals  adjacent  to  them 
have  got  the  disease  in  any  other  way  than  by 
contact  with  those  which  were  brought  from  the 
market?— It  is  within  the  bounds  of  possibility, 
hut  there  was  no  other  disease  near  them  at  the 
time. 

8604.  But  still  it  was  within  the  bounds  of 
possibility?— Yes,  certainly. 

8605.  Probably  you  think  it  was  within  the 
limits  of  probability  that  they  caught  it  from  the 
cattle  that  you  bought  in  the  market  ? — I think 
there  is  no  doubt  of  it. 

8606.  And  what  is  the  longest  time  which,  to 
our  knowledge,  elapsed  between  those  animals 
eing  in  contact  with  the  new  ones,  und  the 

disease  breaking  out  ? — I could  not  speak  to  that 
point. 

8607.  Where  do  you  generally  get  your  cattle 
from,  or,  speaking  generally,  the  farmers  in  Lin- 
colnshire ? — They  come  from  very  long  distances; 
they  come  from  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  from 
Yorkshire. 

8608.  You  stated  that  in  1869  you  traced  the 
outbreak  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Lin- 
colnshire mainly  to  the  imports  of  diseased 
foreign  cattle  into  Stockton  and  West  Hartle- 
pool ? — I do  not  say  that  I traced  the  disease ; 
it  was  an  outbreak  of  the  disease  in  the  kingdom 
generally.  1 attribute  it  to  those  importations. 

8609.  You  stated  afterwards  that  between  the 
years  1839  and  1869  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  extinct? — No,  there  was  a good  deal  of  it  at 
various  periods,  but  there  was  very  little  of  it,  or 
very  few  cases  known  of  it,  directly  after  the 
Cattle  Plague  Regulations  had  expired  just  pre- 
viously to  1869. 

8610.  But  in  1839  it  first  appeared? — Yes. 

8611.  Between  1839  and  1865,  which  was  the 
year  of  the  cattle  plague,  was  foot  and  mouth 
disease  very  prevalent? — It  was  at  some  times,  but 
not  at  others. 

8612.  Were  there  any  restrictions  enforced 
during  those  periods? — There  were  no  restrictions 
similar  to  those  during  the  time  of  the  cattle 
plague. 

8613.  There  were  no  restrictions  at  all  upon 
disease  between  1839  and  1865,  were  there? — I 
think  not. 

8614.  Still  the  disease  used  to  appear  and  dis- 
appear ?-— It  used  to  attack  nearly  all  the  animals 
in  the  kingdom  sometimes  ; but  when  I first  re- 
member the  disease  it  was  in  a much  milder  form ; 
people  looked  upon  it  as  an  inevitable  necessity ; 
they  did  not  think  much  of  it. 

8615.  You  stated  that  you  had  an  immense 
quantity  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  .coming  from 

n°W  ** — ^eS}  Relieve  there  is. 

8616.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
stances of  that  ? — I have  no  experience  of  cattle 

irectly  imported  from  Ireland  within  my  own 
n°^e<%e>  only  those  that  I have  heard  of. 


8617.  It  is  only  a sort  of  general  rumour  ? — 
No,  it  is  the  testimony  of  farmers  who  have  suf- 
fered in  that  way. 

8618.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
stance of  that  ? — I have  no  doubt  I could  procure 
witnesses  who  could  give  instances  of  that.  I 
understand  you  to  refer  to  the  Irish  cattle  com- 
ing over  within  the  last  few  months. 

8619.  I wrote  it  down  that  you  stated  that 
there  is  an  immense  deal  of  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease coming  over  in  the  Irish  cattle  now? — 
Within  the  last  few  months,  I meant. 

8620.  But  you  are  not  prepared  to  give  any 
instances  of  it? — I am  not  prepared  to  give  any- 
thing more  than  a general  testimony  of  its  exist- 
ing at  the  Bristol  market,  and  other  places,  where 
it  has  been  traced  to  the  Irish  cattle. 

8621.  You  have  positively  heard,  that  within 
the  last  three  months  there  has  been  an  immense 
amount  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  brought  from 
Ireland  into  Bristol? — I believe  that  is  the  fact. 

8622.  It  would  not  be  the  fact,  if  evidence  had 
been  brought  before  us  to  say  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  had  very  much  decreased  within  the  last 
three  months  ? — It  might  decrease  in  the  spring 
quarter. 

8623.  That  is  the  last  three  months? — Then  I 
would  rather  extend  the  period,  and  say  there  has 
been  a great  deal  come  in  within  the  last  three 
months,  but  whether  it  is  less  or  more  than  the 
previous  three  months,  I could  not  say. 

8624.  You  stated  that  you  believe  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  kills  more  stores  than  impor- 
tation brings  into  the  country? — 'I  he  per-centage 
of  animals  killed  by  foot  and  mouth  disease,  though 
more  than  it  used  to  be,  I believe  is  rather  low, 
but  the  actual  number  I have  never  compared 
with  the  stores  imported. 

8625.  Do  I express  your  meaning  rightly,  that 
you  meant  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  destroyed 
more  stores  than  importation  brings  into  the  coun- 
try  ? — I meant  that  it  prevents  the  production  of 
more  stores. 

8626.  How  does  it  prevent  the  production  of 
more  stores  ? — By  killing  so  many  calves  and  by 
deterring  people  from  breeding ; it  makes  such  a 
hazardous  business  of  it. 

8627.  Do  you  think  that  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  deters  farmers  from  breeding? — I am 
quite  certain  of  it. 

8628.  You  said  that  you  lost  35  Irish  beasts, 
bought  at  Lynn,  from  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes, 

I did. 

8629.  Did  you  buy  those  cattle  at  the  fair  at 
Lynn  yourself? — A dealer  bought  them  for  me. 

8630.  Who  did  he  buy  them  from  ? — I do  not 
know ; a man  who  had  taken  them  there  from  a 
fair  somewhere  in  the  middle  of  the  country.  I 
do  not  know  where  he  got  them  from,  but  my 
neighbour,  the  dealer  who  bought  the  cattle,  told 
me  that  they  had  been  two  or  three  weeks  in 
Great  Britain. 

8631  Chairman.']  Had  they  been  travelling 
about  from  fair  to  fair,  or  had  they  been  upon  a 
farm? — I think  they  had  been  infields  outside’ 
Lynn  for  a day  or  two. 

8632.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  You  really  do  not 
know  much  about  them  ? — I know  that  when  they 
were  opened  they  gave  evidence  of  having  had 
pleuro-pneumonia  a considerable  time  before; 
they  must  have  had  it  before  they  left  Ireland. 

8633.  Who  examined  them;  did  you?  — A 
veterinary  surgeon  who  had  been  resident  in  our 
neighbourhood. 

Y Y 2 8634.  What 
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8634.  "What  diet  he  say? — He  said  that  the 
lungs  had  been  diseased  a long  time ; he  showed 
that  they  had  already  been  treated  for  the  disease, 
and  that  the  incision  which  had  been  made  to  put 
in  a “plug,”  as  they  call  it,  or  seton,  had  healed 
over,  and  that  they  must  have  had  the  disease 
months  before. 

8635.  Do  you  treat  for  pleuro-pneumonia  by 
inserting  a seton? — We  plugged  them,  which  is 
a very  common  thing  in  our  neighbourhood,  and 
I think  also  in  Ireland  ; I think  it  is  a plug  of 
hellebore  root,  put  in  the  brisket 

8636.  Was  this  veterinary  surgeon  who  exa- 
mined the  lungs  a gentleman  whom  you  mentioned 
before,  Mr.  Priestmun? — No;  he  was  the  local 
veterinary  surgeon  at  Long  Sutton. 

8637.  Docs  this  local  veterinary  surgeon  agree 
with  Mr.  Priestman  in  thinking  that  inoculation 
is  a good  thing  ? — I do  not  know ; I did  not  ask 
him  the  question. 

8638.  You  have  never  seen  inoculation  per- 
formed yourself?— I have  not  seen  inoculation 
performed  for  pleuro-pneumonia,  but  for  cattle 
plague  I have. 

8639.  Was  it  any  use? — Not  in  the  case  of 
cattle  plague. 

8640.  How  was  it  done  ? — There  was  an  in- 
cision made  in  the  tail,  and  then  some  virus  taken 
from  an  affected  animal  was  inserted. 

8641.  Was  the  affected  animal  dead  when  the 
virus  was  taken  from  it? — No,  it  was  alive.  I 
do  not  know  exactly  how  it  was  taken;  1 believe 
from  some  of  the  excrement  of  the  animal,  but  I 
am  net  sure  about  that. 

8642.  Mr.  Clare  Head  "|  When  you  complained 
that  the  Orders  in  Council  could  be  varied  at  any 
moment.,  I suppose  you  meant  that  if  there  was 
an  Act  of  Parliament  that  could  not  be  altered  in 
a moment  it  would  be  more  lasting  and  perma- 
nent ? — It.  could  be  depended  on. 

8643.  Do  you  think  that  the  trade  in  dead 
meat  is  increasing  throughout  the  kingdom  ? — I 
believe  it  is  very  much  so. 

8644.  You  are  aware  that  a very  considerable 
quantity  of  it  comes  from  Scotland,  I suppose? — 
Yes,  I am. 

8645.  And  therefore  that  some  butchers  do 
prefer  the  dead  meat  trade  to  the  live  meat  trade? 
— Certainly. 

8646.  There  are  no  store  stock  which  come 
into  England  from  Scotland  by  water  that  you 
are  aware  of? — I never  heard  of  any. 

8647.  If  there  were  you  would  have  the  same 
regulations  apply  to  them  as  are  recommended  to 
apply  to  Irish  stock ?— Certainly ; the  recom- 
mendation being  simply  for  the  advantage  of  the 
animal,  and  therefore  of  the  proprietor. 

8648.  Have  you  made  any  calculation  at  all 
with  reference  to  the  loss  the  country  has  sus- 
tained by  any  recent  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — I have  in  the  case  of  the  Herefordshire 
losses;  if  the  rate  of  loss  which  has  existed  in 
Herefordshire  in  1872  applies  to  the  whole  of 
Great  Britain,  the  loss  would  be  13,000,000 1.  or 
14,000,000 1.  in  one  year. 

8649.  By  the  returns  of  the  Privy  Council,  I 
think  the  outbreak  was  not  exceptionally  severe 
in  1872  ? — There  were  no  Police  Returns  in 
1872,  but  the  Police  Inspectors’  Returns  in  1871 
show  that  the  average  per  cent,  of  attacks  of  cattle 
in  Great  Britain  was  9f  ; in  Herefordshire  it  was 
not  quite  9,  so  that  Herefordshire  would  be  a 
moderate  sample,  and  not  one  too  large,  but  only 


a moderate  sample  of  the  number  of  attacks  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  animals. 

8650.  Reference  lias  been  made  in  your  evi- 
dence as  to  the  quantity  of  the  meat  supply  to 
this  kingdom;  have  you  seen  the  calculation  in- 
serted in  the  Veterinary  Report  of  last  year?— 
Yes,  I have. 

8651.  Are  you  aware  that  that  is  different 
from  your  calculation  ? — I think  that  refers  to 
the  meat  supply  of  Great  Britain  only ; mine 
refers  to  the  United  Kingdom. 

8652.  And  therefore  the  difference  between  the 
two  might  probably  result  from  Ireland  not  being 
embraced  m the  published  returns,  while  it  £ 
embraced  in  your  returns?— That  would  make  a 
very  great  difference. 

8653.  Have  you  in  any  way  since  then  revised 
your  figures,  and  made  calculations  upon  a diffe- 
rent basis  ?— Some  time  ago  I published  an  es- 
timate of  the  meat  supply,  which  I have  modified 
very  much,  by  more  elaborate  inquiry,  and  the 
results  are  in  these  tables  which  I wish  to  put 
in  as  evidence  ( producing  the  same). 

8654.  With  regard  to  these  Tables,  what  is  the 
result  of  the  modification  ? — The  result  is,  which 
was  not  done  before,  to  explain  the  figures  which 
appear  in  the  agricultural  returns. 

8655.  What  is  the  result;  do  they  invalidate 
that  calculation? — The  result  is  that  the  per- 
centage comes  out  just  about  the  same  as  it  did 
before,  of  the  foreign  live  animals  in  proportion 
to  the  home  animals. 

8656.  Am  I right  instating  that  you  make  the 
per-ccntagc  to  ho  : home  supply  of  meat,  83-16  per 
cent. ; foreign  live  animals  5‘07,  and  foreign  dead 
meat,  bacon,  pork,  hams,  and  other  meat,  11*77  per 
cent.  ? — Yes,  that  is  the  result  of  the  inquiry. 

8657.  What  is  your  calculation  with  reference 
to  the  amount  of  animal  food  consumed  by  the 
population  of  this  kingdom  per  year  ? — It  is  about 
six  imperial  stones  per  head. 

8658.  That  is  very  much  in  excess  of  the  cal- 
culation which  is  made  by  the  Privy  Council?— 
I believe  it  is. 

8659.  You  wish  to  put  in  these  Tables  ?— I do. 
( The  same  were  handed  in,  vide  Appendix.) 

8660.  Mr.  Dent,  j With  respect  to  the  calcu- 
lation of  the  losses  last  year  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  I understand  you  to  sav  they  were  be- 
tween 13,000,000  l.  and  14,000,0007.  ?— I think 
it  is  somewhere  over  13,000,000  7.,  taking  the 
Herefordshire  losses  as  a sample  ; but  1 believe 
them  to  be  considerably  more  than  that. 

8661.  And  taking  the  estimate  of  cattle 
attacked,  given  in  the  returns  as  10  per  cent  of 
the  whole  number  of  cattle  in  England,  does 
that  estimate  refer  to  cattle  only,  or  to  cattle 
and  sheep? — Cattle  only.  The  returns  upon 
the  number  of  attacks  in  sheep,  I look  upon  as 
very  imperfect ; the  police  inspectors  know  very 
littie  about  the  number  of  sheep  affected. 

8662.  But  is  your  estimate  of  1 3,000,000  7.  or 
14,000,000  7.  of  loss  upon  cattle,  sheep,  and  p'g3> 
taken  together,  or  cattle  only? — Cattle,  sheep, ana 
pigs. 

8663.  How  much  would  you  put  down  for 

cattle?— The  Herefordshire  figures  will  show 
that,  upon  which  another  witness  will  give  evi- 
dence. . , 

8664.  But  you  tell  me  that  you  estimate 
loss  last  year,  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon 
the  stock  of  Great  Britain,  at  between  13,000,00 
and  14,000,000  7.  ? — I do  it  in  this  way : 
fordshire  the  number  of  cattle  is  70,000, 
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the  loss  was  93,000  /.,  and  the  number  of-  cattle 
in  Great  Britain  is  5,600,000,  and  the  same  rate 
of  loss  upon  them  would  be  7,440,000  Z.,  and  the 
sheep  I take  in  the  same  way,  taking  the  number 
of  sheep  in  Herefordshire  as  compared  with  the 
number  of  sheep  in  Great  Britain. 

8665.  Then  how  do  you  estimate  the  number 
of  sheep  in  Herefordshire  ? — Mr.  Duckham  will 
give  the  figures. 

8666-  You  put  your  loss,  as  I understand, 
upon  cattle  at  7,000,000?.  ?—£.  7,500,000. 

8667  Then  how  do  you  get  at  the  amount  of 
the  loss  upon  sheep? — I work  a rule  of  three 
sum  from  the  loss  in  Herefordshire,  which  has 
been  ascertained  from  very  minute  inquiry. 

8668.  There  were  a certain  number  of  sheep 
attacked  in  Herefordshire,  and  therefore  you 
assume  that  there  may  have  been  the  same  num- 
ber of  sheep  comparatively  in  other  counties  ? — 
Yes. 

8669.  And  swine  the  same  ? — And  swine  the 
same. 

8670.  I want  to  ascertain  how  you  calculate 
your  loss ; there  are  a certain  number  of  animals 
affected? — There  is  a loss  in  condition,  and  a loss 
of  time,  and  so  on,  in  making  meat  when  the 
animal  is  not  killed. 

8671.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  a little 
more  detail  upon  that  point.  The  loss  in  condi- 
tion upon  fat  animals  would  be  how  much  ? — 
£.  2 a head  I 'have  put  it  at. 

8672.  Upon  an  animal  of  what  value  ? — Taking 
a large  average  of  a large  number  of  cattle  of 
different  breeds. 


8673.  What  do  you  take  as  the  average  value 
of  fat  beasts  upon  which  you  would  put  the  loss 
at  2 Z.  per  head  ? — From  about  25  /.  to  30  /. 

8674.  But  that  is  rather  a high  average,  is  it 
not?— No,  it  is  not;  when  beef  is  at  10  s.  per 
imperial  stone. 

8675.  And  upon  those  animals  you  would 
average  the  loss  at  21.  per  head? — I think  that 
the  losses  upon  fat  cattle  might  be  put  down  at 
2 Z.  per  head  ; it  would  not  be  enough  upon  dairy 
stock,  or  anything  like  enough. 

8676.  What  would  you  put  down  as  the  loss 
upon  store  cattle  ? — The  loss  upon  store  cattle 
I should  not  put  down  at  quite  so  much. 

8677.  What  would  you  put  the  loss  at? — I 
suppose  that  would  depend  upon  whether  they 
were  young  things,  or  what  they  were. 

8678.  But  you  must  have  estimated  it  at  some- 
thing to  give  us  the  estimate  of  13,000,000/.  or 
14,uu0,000  /.,  because  if  there  is  that  loss,  it 
becomes  a very  important  matter  to  deal  with 
root  and  mouth  disease  by  stringent  measures. 
VVe  ought  to  have  the  basis  of  your  calculations 
before  us?  — The  statement  I made  about 
13,000,000 Z.  was  simply  an  application  of  the 
Herefordshire  case  to  the  whole  of  the  country ; 
the  Herefordshire  case  gives  its  own. calculations. 


. Therefore  you  do  not  base  it  upon  any 
independent  inquiry  of  your  own? — Not  that 
particular  inquiry;  but  my  own  independent 
which  I made,  came  out  at  about 
16,000,000  Z.  to  17,000,000/. 


8680.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  the  basis 
your  own  independent  calculation? — I have 
Abro^t  it  with  me,  because  I did  not  expect 
10  xLT v i questions  upon  that  point. 

_ ^r‘  dare  Read')  If  the  Herefordshire 

’ as Presented  to  the  Committee  by  another 
0 5ft 18  correct»  if  that  were  applied  to  the 


whole  kingdom,  that  would  be  the  result?— That 
is  so. 

8682.  That,  is,  all  you  pretend  to  do  in  this  case 
is  to  work  out  the  calculation  ?— That  is  so. 

8683.  Mr.  Kavanrtgli.)  These  tables  are  only 
what  we  may  call  hypothetical  tables?— They 
would  be  except  for  the  fact  that  Herefordshire 

is,  according  to  the  Veterinary  Report  of  1871, 
quite  a fair  and  moderate  sample  for  the  rest  of 
the  kingdom  ; if  it  had  not  that  to  show  for  it,  it 
would  be  a rather  wild  estimate. 

8684.  It  is  your  opinion  that  the  "Veterinary 
Department’s  Return  of  Herefordshire  might  be 
taken  a fair  sample  of  the  rest  of  the  kingdom  ? — 
That  is  so. 

8685.  Mr.  Barclay .]  That  is  with  regard  to 
foot  and  mouth  disease?— That  is  witli  regard  to 
foot  and  mouth  disease  only ; it  does  not  refer  to 
other  diseases. 

8686.  But  it  has  been  stated  that  the  reports 
with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  have  been 
very  irregular;  in  some  cases  they  have  been 
given  and  some  not?— The  Veterinary  Report 
itself  states  that  the  cases  reported  are  probably 
less  than  half  the  real  number  of  cases. 

8687.  Have  you  inquired  into  the  experience 
of  butchers  killing  cattle  which  have  suffered 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I have  not  par- 
ticularly inquired,  but  I know  something  about 

it. 

8688.  You  are  not  able  to  say  whether  a 
butcher  in  buying  an  animal  will  take  into 
account  in  the  price  he  gives  for  it  the  fact,  that 
four  or  five  months  previously  the  animal  had 
suffered  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I think 
he  would  give  for  it  wliat  it  is  worth  at  the  time. 

8689.  But  in  judging  by  what,  ho  would  give 
for  the  animal  at  the  time,  would  he  be  influenced 
by  the  fact,  that  the  animal  had  had  foot  and 
mouth  disease  four  or  five  months  previously  ? — 
I do  not  think  so. 

8690.  Have  you  spoken  to  butchers  upon  that 
point  ? — I do  not  think  so,  specially. 

8691.  Have  you  put  that  point  to  the  butchers 
(you  do  not  think  so  of  your  own  knowledge), 
whether  an  animal  would  be  worse,  or  have  any 
change  in  it,  after  four  months? — I could  not 
speak  to  that. 

8692.  Have  you  asked  butchers  upon  that 
point? — I could  not  name  any  one  particularly. 

8693.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  I think  you  repre- 
sent. the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  ? — Yes, 

I do. 

8694.  You  are  in  favour  of  the  absolute  pro- 
hibition of  cattle  coming  into  this  country,  that  is 
to  say,  you  would  have  compulsory  slaughter  ? — 

I would  have  compulsory  slaughter  or  quaran- 
tine. 

8695.  Would  that  be  an  injury  to  the  importer, 
or  the  person  sending  the  cattle  to  this  country  ? 
—It  would  add  to  the  price  of  the  quarantined 
animals,  because  they  would  be  safe,  and  they 
would  therefore  be  worth  more  money ; there 
would  be  no  risk  in  buying  them. 

8696.  Do  you  think  that  if  all  animals  werii 
either  slaughtered  or  put  in  quarantine,  those 
who  now  send  animals  to  this  country  would  be 
encouraged  to  send  just  as  much  as  they  are  at 
present? — I think  more  so,  because  the  trade 
would  be  regular,  and  no  change  would  take 
place,  and  they  would  make  arrangements  ac- 
cordingly. 

8697.  Do  they  take  the  same  view  on  the  sub- 
ject as  you  do? — I think  the  majority  of  the 

Y T 3 importers 
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Mr.  importers  would  rather  have  things  as  they  are, 
J.  A.  Clarke,  just  a8  the  farmers  would  rather  be  left  alone. 

8698.  You  say  that  the  majority  of  the  im- 

9 June  1873.  p0rters  Would  rather  have  things  left  as  they  are, 
that  is  to  say,  that  they  consider  the  trade  would 
be  more  profitable  to  them  open  than  obstructed, 
as  you  propose  to  obstruct  it  ? — Men  in  a large 
business  like  that  do  not  like  changing.  It 
might  involve  changing  the  persons  employed  in 
that  trade. 

8699.  But  there  is  a belief  entertained  widely 
in  this  country,  that  to  compel  the  slaughter  of 
animals  at  ports  would  be  to  diminish  the  impor- 
tation of  animals!'' — I think  that  is  so. 

8700.  You  think  that  is  a delusion  ? — I think 
it  is  a great  mistake. 

8701.  You  think  it  would  not  diminish,  the 
importation  of  cattle  ? — I think  it  would  diminish 
the  importation  of  store  cattle  to  some  extent,  hut 
not  of  the  other  cattle. 

8702.  But  upon  the  whole,  you  think  it 
would  diminish  the  importation  of  cattle  ? — I do 
not  think  that  it  would  diminish,  I rather  think 
that  it  would  improve,  the  trade,  in  the  cattle 
which  were  for  slaughter;  it  perhaps  might 
diminish  the  number  of  store  cattle  imported. 

8703.  You  think  it  is  likely  that  it  would 
diminish  the  importation  of  store  cattle  ? — That 
I am  not  certain  about. 

8704.  You  speak  of  dead  meat  .coming  from 
the  North  of  Scotland ; is  there  no  difference ; 
do  you  mean  to  say  that  it  is  quite  as  easy  for 
dead  meat  to  come  from  the  Continent  of  Europe 
as  it  is  to  come  from  the  North  of  Scotland  ( — I 
should  think  so,  quite. 

8705.  Do  you  think  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
circumstances  and  in  the  climate  which  makes  it 
more  easy  to  send  dead  meat  from  Aberdeen  than 
from  some  parts  of  the  Continent  ? — I should  not 
expect  much  dead  meat  from  Spain,  especially  in 
the  summer  time. 

8706.  Take  Germany,  for  example?— I should 
not  see  any  difficulty  in  that ; there  is  some  dead 
meat  now  coming  from  Germany. 

8707.  In  the  summer  time? — That  I do  not 
know. 

8708.  You  think  there  is  some  dead  meat 
coming  from  Germany? — I believe  there  is. 

8709.  Have  you  any  evidence  upon  that  point? 
— I think  the  Board  of  Trade  Returns  state  the 
ports  from  which  the  dead  meat  comes ; I do  not 
know  exactly. 

8710.  Do  you  think  it  is  likely  that  any  of  the 
dead  meat  comes  from  the  Continent  in  summer 
tim  e ? — The  amount  of  fresh  meat  which  comes  from 
the  Continent  is  very  small  at  the  present  time. 

8711.  But  do  you  think  it  is  likely  that  they 
send  any  dead  meat  from  the  Continent  in  the  hot 
weather  ? — -No;  I think  they  would  prefer  cooler 
weather. 

8712.  Then  you  think  it  unlikely  that  from  the 
Continent  they  would  send  us  dead  meat  in  the 
summer  time  ? — I do  not  think  that  the  dead  meat 
trade  with  the  Continent  is  likely  to  increase  at 
all  unless  there  is  some  other  mode  of  conveyance, 
many  schemes  for  effecting  which  are  now  before 
the  public. 

8713.  Does  dead  meat  come  from  Scotland  now 
in  the  summer  time? — Not  in  very  hot  weather 
I think,  but  I am  not  aware  about  that. 

8714.  You  do  not  know  whether  dead  meat 
comes  from  Scotland  in  the  summer  time  ? It 
does  by  rail,  but  I thought  you  referred  to  sea. 

8715.  I understand  that  you  do  draw  a dis- 


tinction between  the  North  of  Scotland  and  the 
Continent;  you  say  that  dead  meat  comes  from 
Scotland  in  the  summer  time,  but  you  would  not 
at  all  expect  to  see  it  come  from  Germany  or 
from  any  of  those  continental  countries? — I should 
not  expect  that  much  dead  meat  would  come 
from  the  Continent  under  any  circumstances 
unless  a new  mode  of  transit  were  discovered. 

8716.  Then  you  admit  that  there  is  a broad 
line  of  distinction  between  Scotland  and  the 
Continent  ? — Not  in  the  same  season ; in  the  sum- 
mer time  there  is  a difficulty  in  shipping  from 
either. 

8717.  But  you  can  get  it  by  rail  from  Scot- 
land ? — Yes,  certainly. 

8718.  Then  there  is  a fallacy,  is  there  not,  in 
arguing  because  you  can  get  dead  meat  from  the 
North  of  Scotland  therefore  you  can  get  it  from 
the  Continent  ? — I never  expect  to  have  much 
dead  meat  from  the  Continent. 

8719.  You  talk  with  apparently  great  con- 
fidence about  the  slaughter  of  animals  at  the 
ports  and  about  depriving  this  country  entirely, 
as  I understand,  of  live  animals  brought  from 
abroad,  and  in  supporting  that  view  will  not  you 
admit  that  there  are  countries  upon  the  Continent 
which  take  just  as  great  care  to  have  their  cattle 
healthy  as  we  do  in  any  part  of  this  country,  and 
that  in  fact  there  are  countries  where  the  ani- 
mals are  attended  to  even  better  than  they  are 
here,  and  where  great  precautions,  are  taken  for 
their  health  ? — Yes,  I believe  60. 

8720.  Would  not  it  be  very  odd,  if  that  be  so, 
that  we  should  advocate  the  slaughtering  of  ani- 
mals coming  from  every  country  in  Europe,  com- 
ing from  Spain,  coming  from  Schleswig-Holstein 
and  Denmark ; does  not  it  seem  an  exceedingly 
harsh  measure  to  take? — I do  not  know  any 
country  upon  the  Continent  which  is  not  liable 
to  send  us  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  other 
diseases  probably. 

8721.  But  still  you  admit  that  there  are  coun- 
tries upon  the  Continent  which  take  precautions 
as  great  as  any  that  we  take,  and  where  they  are 
as  much  interested  in  the  health  of  their  cattle  as 
we  are  ? — Certainly,  they  may  be  so ; I believe 
they  are. 

8722.  And  they  have  an  additional  interest, 
have  they  not,  in  the  health  of  their  cattle,  be- 
cause for  their  cattle  to  become  diseased  inter- 
feres with  their  trade  to  this  country,  so  that  they 
have  an  additional  interest  to  that  which  we 
have  ? — But  when  I have  cattle  disease  upon  my 
farm  it  is  my  interest  to  get  rid  of  the  diseased 
animals  as  quietly  and  as  quickly  as  I can  if  1 
choose  to  evade  the  law  to  the  injury  of  my  neigh- 


bours. 

8723.  What  has  that  to  do  with  this  question 

of  foreign  import  ? — That  the  same  motives  would 
operate  with  the  foreign  producer  of  cattle,  that 
he  would  be  tempted  to  get  rid  of  his  disease 
cattle  to  the  injury  of  his  neighbours.  . 

8724.  That  he  might  be  tempted  to  send  his 
diseased  cattle  here  ? — No  doubt. 

8725.  Have  you  looked  upon  the  effect  pro- 
duced upon  the  imports  of  different  countries  y 
the  restrictions  established  in  some  of  our  ports, 
have  you  observed  whether  the  importation  0 
cattle  has  been  diminished  by  those  restrictions. 
— I have  observed  that  the  importation  has  e 
influenced  very  much  more  by  the  question 
price  than  by  the  operation  of  any  restrictions. 

8726.  But  have  you  observed  that  with  “e 
restrictions  the  importation  of  cattle  has  ^ ^ 
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nished?— The  importation  of  cattle  very  much  di- 
minished last  year,  but  I have  never  been  able  to 
trace  it  to  any  additional  restrictions. 

8727.  Mr.  Kavanagh.']  Has  not  the  price  of 
meat  increased  ? — It  has  not  increased  much 
within  the  last  two  years,  I think. 

8728.  Therefore  the  evidence  that  we  have  had 
oiven  to  this  Committee  that  the  price  of  meat 
lias  increased  very  considerably  throughout  the 
country  is  not  true  ? — The  price  of  meat  has  in- 
creased very  seriously  within  the  last  few  years. 

8729.  And  still  the  importations  have  de- 
creased?— The  importations  decreased  in  1872. 

8730.  Although  the  price  of  meat  has  in- 
creased?— Yes. 

8731.  Ho  not  you  think  it  likely  that  the  in- 
creased price  would  increase  importation  if  left 
alone  ? — I think  so  ; but  then  there  is  another 
explanation  of  the  present  case  that  the  foreigner 
has  been  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
and  other  diseases,  as  vve  have,  and  he  has  not 
the  meat  to  send. 

8732.  But  still  it  is  probable  that  the  importa- 
tion would  increase  with  the  increased  price  ? — 
Certainly. 

8733.  Mr.  Clare  R ead.~\  Are  you  aware  that 
upon  the  Continent  the  prices  are  almost  as  high 
as  they  are  here  ? — I believe  they  are  nearly  the 
same. 

8734.  Mr.  Barclay. ] Are  you  aware  whether 
the  quantity  of ‘meat  of  all  kinds  imported  into 
this  country  has  increased  during  the  last  few 
years  ? — It  has  increased  very  much  during  the 
past  year  as  compared  with  the  year  before. 

8735.  It  is  of  very  little  consequence  to  the 
consumer,  whether  the  meat  comes  here  dead  or 
alive;  the  import  of  dead  meat  will  affect  the 
price  as  much  as  the  import  of  live  animals  ? — I 
believe  the  increase  is  due  to  the  import  of  salt 
meat. 


8736.  What  sort  of  salt  meat ’—Bacon,  pork, 
and  hams. 

8737.  Have  you  any  figures  of  the  import  of 
Australian  preserved  meat  ?— I think  the  imports 
of  Australian  meat  have  very  much  diminished 
during  last  year ; I think  the  trade  has  been  very 
much  knocked  to  pieces. 

8738.  Within  what  time?  — Within  half'll 
year. 

8739.  The  import  of  preserved  meats,  other- 
wise than  by  salting,  during  1872,  was  no  less 
352,023  cwts.  ?— Yes. 

8740.  And  the  total  amount  of  beef  of  all  kinds, 
salted  or  fresh,  was  only  228,000  cwts,,  so  that 
the  import  from  Australia,  from  which  place  the 
preserved  meat  usually  comes,  is  greater  than  the 
beef  from  all  other  quarters  together,  while  in 
1870  the  import  of  preserved  meat  was  only 
84,000  cwts.,  so  that  we  have  an  increase  in  the 
course  of  these  two  years,  no  less  than  278,000 
cwts.  ? — I am  quite  aware  that  there  has  been  a 
very  great  increase  in  the  preserved  meat  trade, 
but  that  within  the  last  few  months  the  prospects 
of  the  trade  have  been  diminished  very  much ; 
in  fact,  the  last  report  that  I read  from  Mel- 
bourne was  that  they  could  not  get  animals  at  a 
sufficiently  low  price  to  be  remunerative,  and 
that  the  trade  would  be  very  much  diminished. 

8741.  A large  import  of  dead  meat  affects  the 
price  here  quite  as  much  as  the  import  of  live 
animals,  does  it  not  ? — Such  a large  proportion  of 
it  being  salt,  I do  not  know  that  it  would. 

8742.  Australian  meat  is  not  salt  ? — But  that 
is  a very  small  proportion. 

8743.  The  figures  I have  just  read  to  you  show 
that  the  import  of  preserved  meat  is  greater  than 
the  import  of  other  beef,  salt  or  fresh  ? — 1 did 
not  understand  that  that  was  so. 


Mr. 

J.A.  Clarke. 
9 June  1873. 
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Thursday , 12  th  June  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 

Mr.  James  Barclay.  Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright.  Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Clay.  Mr.  Clare  Bead. 

Mr.  Dent.  Mr.  Bidley. 

Mr.  Dodson.  Sir  Henry  Selwin  Ibbetson. 

Mr.  William  Johnston.  Mr.  Tipping. 

CLABE  SEWELL  BEAD,  Esq.,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Thomas  Bigby,  called  in  ; and  Examined. 

Mr.  Kiahv.  8744.  Chairman.']  I believe  you  are  a farmer  cattle  plague? — I calculated  it  at  from  about 

living  in  Cheshire?— Yes.  700,000  7.  to  800,0007. 

12  June  8745.  How  much  land  do  you  occupy? — About  8761.  That  is  the  actual  loss? — Yes. 

1873. 

350  acres.  8762.  Without  taking  into  account  the  trouble 

8746.  Are  you  secretary  to  the  Cheshire  and  the  subsequent  loss  ? — Yes;  that  was  before 

Chamber  of  Agriculture  ? — I am.  the  Act  for  compensation  passed.  * 

8747.  And  secretary  to  the  Manchester  and  8763.  Will  you  inform  the  Committee  bow 

Liverpool  Agriculture  Society  ? — Yes.  the  cattle  plague  came  into  your  county?— It 

8748.  Were  you  inspector  of  farms  for  that  came  from  some  Dutch  cattle  that  were  sold  by  a 
society,  previously  to  being  the  secretary? — Yes;  dealer  at  Market  Drayton. 

I was  for  three  years.  8764.  Were  they  Dutch  store  cattle? — They 

8749.  The  last  three  years  you  have  awarded  were  store  cattle ; the  dealer  sold  them  to  a 

prizes  for  the  best  cultivated  farms  in  Denbigh-  farmer  residing  near  to  Market  Drayton,  and  the 
shire  and  Flintshire,  have  you  not? — Yes.  disease  developed  itself  there,  and  from  that  part 

8750.  In  this  capacity’  you  have  travelled  it  spread  into  the  county. 

largely  over  those  counties  as  well  as  your  own,  8765.  You  say  those  animals  were  Dutch 
I presume  ? — Yes,  I have.  Btock;  had  they  been  in  England  any  time,  or 

8751.  And  you  are  supposed  to  know  how  the  did  they  come  straight  from  the  Metropolitan 

cattle  are  kept? — Yes,  I am.  Market? — I think  they  came  pretty  direct  from 

8752.  And  how  the  land  is  farmed  ? — Yes.  London. 

8753.  You  know  the  feeling  of  the  farmers  in  8766.  Have  you  had  any  experience  with  regard 
the  district  pretty  well,  do  you  not? — Very  well,  to  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I have. 

I think,  generally.  8767.  In  your  own  stock? — In  my  own  stock. 

8754.  Have  you  seen  or  read  any  portions  of  8768.  Do  you  believe  pleuro-pneumonia  to  be 
Mr.  Ver don’s  evidence  ? — Yes  ; I have  seen  it  an  infectious  and  contagious  disease  ? — Decidedly. 

8755.  And  what  is  your  opinion  of  his  state-  8769.  I suppose  you  cannot  always  trace  its 
ments  with  reference  to  the  farmers  and  farming  spread,  although  you  can  generally,  to  contagious 
in  Cheshire  ? — I think  they  are  very  erroneous  infected  cattle  ? — Yes,  generally,  but  perhaps  not 
as  describing  the  farming  generally.  I can  only  always. 

conceive  of  his  evidence  being  true  as  descriptive  8770.  What  experience  have  you  had  with 
of  about  the  worst  instances  of  farming  in  regard  to  inoculation  as  a prevention  to  pleuro- 
Cheshire.  pneumonia? — At  the  instance  of  the  Cheshue 

8756.  You  think  that  cattle  are  not  so  neglected  Chamber  of  Agriculture  I superintended  the 

as  Mr.  Verdon  states  they  are  ? — No  ; nothing  inoculation  of  some  cattle,  the  property  of  one  ot 
like  it,  generally  ; there  are  cases  as  there  are  in  the  members,  and  in  that  case  it  seemed  to  be  a 
all  counties,  I daresay,  of  some  exposure  in  the  partial  preventative  of  further  spreading ; one ' or 
winter  season  longer  than  there  ought  to  be ; two  of  the  cattle  that  were  inoculated  died,  but 
but  there  is  nothing  beyond  that  mat  I am  in  the  others  it  seemed  to  check  the  disease, 
aware  of.  Then  in  another  case  I superintended  the  placing 

8757.  There  are  exceptional  cases  of  negli-  of  two  calves  which  had  been  inoculated  in  a 

gence,  and  there  are  slovenly  farmers  there  as  shippon  were  cows  were  standing,  which  n 
there  are  elsewhere  ? — Quite  so.  pleuro-pneumonia ; those  calves  escaped  pleuro- 

8758.  You  have  had  cattle  plague  very  badly  pneumonia,  and  have  remained  free  ever  sum®* 

in  Cheshire,  have  you  not? — Yes;  very  badly  Another  member  also  inoculated  some  ot  n 
indeed.  cattle  when  the  disease  came  amongst  his  ner  , 

8759.  It  has  been  worse  there  than  in  any  and  he  had  no  other  cases  after  that  tune. 

county  in  England,  has  it  not  ? — Yes  ; I believe  8771.  Were  the  cows  which  were  the  sudj 
so,  in  proportion.  of  disease  kept  with  the  disease  upon  them, 

8760.  What  did  you  calculate  the  loss  at  from  were  they  killed,  in  the  last  case  you  mention^ 
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It  was  the  practice  in  all  the  three  cases  to 

isolate  those  which  were  diseased  as  much  as  possi- 
ble, but  it  was  not  complete  isolation. 

8772.  Although  those  are  experiments  which 
point  in  a measure  towards  the  benefit  of  inocu- 
lation, you  do  not  rely  upon  them  as  any  positive 
proof  of  the  good  of  inoculation  ? — No,  I do  not. 

8773.  What  alteration  in  the  law  would  you 
propose  in  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia ; you  are 
aware  that  it  is  only  permissive  upon  the  part 
of  the  local  authorites  to  kill  the  cattle;  what 
would  you  do  ? — I should  recommend  that  every 
cow  or  animal,  as  soon  as  it  was  attacked  with 
pleuro-pneumonia,  should  be  slaughtered. 

8774.  And  compensation  paid  in  full  ? — And 
compensation  paid,  but  not  in  full,  as  that  might 
induce  some  imposition ; but  I would  be  in  favour 
of  giving  something  like  two-thirds  or  three- 
fourths  of  the  value,  so  as  to  induce  people  to 
make  it  known  and  to  get  rid  of  it  as  soon  as 
possible. 

8775.  What  would  you  do  with  the  other 
cattle  which  were  herded  with  the  diseased 
animals  ? — 1 would  inoculate  them. 

8776.  You  would  inoculate  them,  and  isolate 
them  ?— I would  isolate  in  all  cases. 

8777.  For  how  long  a time  would  you  have 
the  cattle  isolated;  do  you  think  28  days  is  long 
enough? — No,  I have  known  the  disease  to  break 
out  in  stock  after  having  apparently  ceased  for 
three  months,  and  the  disease  has  begun  in  the 
same  stock  in  some  cases. 

8778.  You  mean  to  say  after  the  diseased 
cattle  have  been  killed  or  died,  then  at  the  ex- 
piration of  three  months  you  have  known  the 
disease  break  out  again  in  the  same  herd  ? — Yes. 

8779.  Do  you  think  the  disease  had  been  in- 
cubating all  that  time  ? — I could  not  quite  say 
that ; I only  know  the  fact ; it  might  have  arisen 
from  some  other  cause. 


8780.  But  you  are  sure  that  28  days  is  not 
long  enough  to  isolate  the  cattle  ? — It  is  not  long 
enough ; I should  certainly  double  the  time,  and 
say  two  months  at  the  least. 

8781.  Do  you  suppose  that  when  a diseased 
animal  has  died  the  danger  of  contagion  is  in  a great 
measure  removed  from  the  carcass? — I should 
think  that  it  was  removed,  but  I should  get  the 
carcass  out  of  the  way  as  soon  as  possible. 

8782.  You  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
have  an  animal  that  was  killed  in  the  first  stages 
of  pleuro-pneumonia,  buried,  and  have  the  flesh 
destroyed? — No,  not  if  the  animal  was  killed  as 
somi  as  it  could  be  clearly  proved  that  it  was 
suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia. 

8783.  Do  you  fancy  that  if  your  system  of 
endeavouring  to  stamp  out  pleuro-pneumonia  by 
slaughtering  diseased  animals,  and  isolating  and 
inoculating  those  which  had  been  herded  with 
tnem,  were  carried  out,  that  would  be  a very 
serious  expense  ? — I do  not  think  it  would  be 
more  expensive  than  the  present  mode,  not  so 
muc!?5  iT  s*\ou^  8ay>  because  it  would  tend  to  rid 
us  ° i <^sease  more  completely,  and  wc  should 

Rm  much  better  off  than  we  are  now. 

784.  That  is  your  own  opinion  with  reference 
.?  ®tamPing  out  pleuro-pneumonia;  do  you  gather 

a to  be  the  opinion  of  the  farmers  in  Cheshire 
8e^r%?-Ye8,  decidedly  so. 
nion,0,  , in  those  counties  which  you  have 
would  you  think  that  that  opinion 
snAot  e<^.  there  as  well? — I would  not  like  to 
w^b  the  same  certainty  upon  that 
^ 0 58 aS  * ”aVC  not  ma(*e  *be  matter  so  much  a 


matter  of  inquiry,  but  I never  heard  an  opposite  m-  Riabv 
opinion.  ' y 

8786.  When  you  have  spoken  to  other  farmers  12  June 
upon  the  subject  you  have  never  heard  a contrary  1873. 
opinion  to  your  own?— No;  I have  never  heard 

any  farmers  say  that  they  would  try  to  cure  or 
that  they  could  cure  the  disease ; there  is  no  cer- 
tainty about  it. 

8787.  As  it  is  do  the  farmers  generally  slaugh- 
ter them  ? — I think  as  it  is  they  isolate  the  cattle 
in  the  fii-st  instance,  but  they  do  not  slaughter, 
for  they  are  afraid  of  the  loss,  they  hope  that  the 
animal  may  recover,  and  the  animals  arc  kept, 
perhaps,  longer  than  they  ought  to  be. 

8788.  And  your  cattle  being  chiefly  dairy 
cows  and  young  animals,  of  course  the  loss  would 
be  much  more  upon  those  animals  than  upon  fat 
stock? — Yes;  in  slaughtering  it  would,  because 
the  meat  would  not  be  so  fit  for  market  as  that  of 
fat  cattle. 

8789.  Now  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  have  you  had  much  experience  of  that  ? 

— Yes  ; I have. 

8790.  In  your  own  stock  ? — Yes. 

8791.  How  often  have  you  had  it?  — Several 
times.  I have  not  had  it  above  twice,  I think, 
myself.  I have  escaped  rather  more  than  my 
neighbours,  I think,  personally. 

8792.  Why  is  that? — I can  hardly  tell.  I do 
not  keep  cattle  for  dairying  myself,  but  purchase 
barren  cattle  to  feed.  I buy  them  chiefly  from 
the  mountainous  parts  of  Wales,  from  the  high 
land.  I.  think  I have  noticed  that  such  cattle  are 
not  so  liable  to  disease  when  they  come  down  to 
us.  My  plan  is  to  feed  at  grass  during  the  sum- 
mer months.  I do  not  keep  them  during  the 
winter. 

8793.  Then  do  you  buy  in  the  spring 7 — Yes; 

I do. 

8794.  Those  cattle  having  been  in  themselves 
healthy,  not  having  undergone  the  privations  of 
a sea- voyage,  you  think  they  are  more  healthy 
when  you  buy  them  ? — Yes ; that  is  my  expe- 
rience. Last  yeai’j  foot-and-mouth  disease  was 
all  round  my  farm,  but  I escaped  it.  I did  not 
have  that  disease  at  all. 

8795.  Do  you  think  that  the  Welsh  cattle  are 
more  exempt  from  foot-and-mouth  disease  than 
Irish  cattle  ? — Decidedly  so. 

8796.  Do  you  imagine  that  the  Irish  cattle  are 
diseased  when  they  leave  home,  or  that  they 
contract  the  disease  in  transit  ? — I think  the  Irish 
cattle  contract  the  disease  in  transit ; that  is  the 
general  idea  which  is  prevalent  in  the  country. 

VVe  are  told  that  inspection  is  not  very  com- 
plete in  Dublin.  When  the  animals  arc  shipped, 
they  are  closely  confined  in  the  holds  of  vessels, 
and  they  get  very  much  heated,  and  when  they 
land  at  Holyhead  they  are  exposed  in  a cold  open 
shed,  put  on  the  railway  immediately  and  sent 
into  the  country,  and  we  have  an  idea  that 
that  treatment  certainly  predisposes  them  to  the 
development  of  some  disease  ; that  is  the  general 
idea. 

8797.  Do  you  think  that  this  treatment  induces 
pleuro-pneumonia  as  well  as  foot-and-mouth 
disease  ? — Yes ; I think  that  treatment  is  rather 
more  likely  to  develop  pleuro-pneumonia  than 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  but  I believe  that  both 
of  them  may  be  traced  to  that  source. 

8798.  You  do  not  believe  in  the  spontaneous 
origin,  either  of  pleuro-pneumonia  or  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  do  you  ? — No  ; I do  not  believe 
in  spontaneous  origin,  either  of  pleuro-pheumonia 
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or  foot-and-mouth  disease  ; there  are  eases  which 
it  is  difficult  to  explain,  but  it  is  so  very  conta- 
gious that  I cannot  but  think  there  are  some 
causes  of  contagion  which  we  do  not  detect. 

8799.  What  is  the  opinion,  generally  speaking, 
with  respect  to  the  Irish  cattle  which  you  have 
in  Cheshire.  I understand  you  to  say  that  they 
come  mostly  from  Holyhead,  and  that  they  are 
not  landed  in  Liverpool? — Just  so;  most  or  all 
of  the  store  cattle  which  come  into  Cheshire  come 
by  way  of  Holyhead  and  Chester ; and  another 
point,  which  rather  increases  the  danger,  is  that 
the  animals  are  exposed  first  in  the  Chester 
market,  which  is  at  the  entrance  to  the  county 
from  Holyhead ; Chester  is  under  another  local 
authority  from  what  the  county  is ; and  they  are 
not  so  strict  there  in  inspection  of  those  animals 
when  they  come  to  a fair,  and  they  get  diffused 
through  the  country  from  the  Chester  market. 

8800.  As  a rule,  are  those  Irish  cattle  brought 
by  dealers,  or  do  the  farmers  import  them  direct 
from  Ireland  ? — As  a rule,  they  are  brought  by 
dealers;  there  are  a few  instances  of  farmers 
going  over  themselves  and  buying  them,  and 
bringiug  them  over. 

8801.  Is  there  any  difference  between  the 
health  of  those  stock  and  the  stock  which  are 
jobbed  about  from  fair  to  fan-  in  England  ? — Yes. 
I have  a letter  from  a farmer  who  has  fetched 
several  lots  over,  and  says  that  by  the  care  he 
has  taken  of  them,  and  his  superintendence  upon 
the  voyage,  those  cattle  have  generally  escaped 
the  disease. 

8802.  Does  that  farmer  go  with  them  himself  ? 
— Yes. 

8803.  That  is  the  substance  of  his  letter  ? — 
Yes.  He  says  “ I have  been  a buyer  of  Irish 
cattle  for  20  years,  and  I have  twice  brought 
pleuro-pneumonia.  I have  fetched  over  myself 
1,700  sheep  and  100  head  of  cattle  in  ten  weeks, 
and  as  I attended  to  them  myself  during  the 
voyage  and  to  my  home,  the  impression  made 
upon  my  mind  is  that  there  is  not  much  danger 
of  disease  except  when  cattle  come  in  contact 
with  infected  cattle.” 

8804.  You  have  no  practical  experience  your- 
self of  the  transit  of  Irish  stock  by  sea  ? — No,  I 
have  not. 

8805.  And  no  knowledge  of  the  state  of  the 
cattle  in  Ireland  ? — Not  personally. 

8806.  But  I think  you  have  seen  some  Spanish 
cattle  landed,  have  you  not  ? — I have  seen  some 
Spanish  cattle  landed  in  Liverpool;  they  were 
fat  cattle. 

8807 . In  what  state  were  they  ? — They  were 
in  a very  good  state  when  they  were  landed. 

8808.  Did  there'  seem  to  be  every  precaution 
and  care  taken  to  make  them  comfortable  ? — Yes, 
every  care. 

8809.  You  are  aware  that  there  is  not  the  same 
care  taken  with  the  Irish  store  cattle? — From 
"what  I have  read,  I think  there  cannot  be  any- 
thing like  the  same  care  taken  with  the  Irish 
store  cattle  that  there  was  in  that  case. 

8810.  What  further  measures  would  you  take 
to  stop  the  spread  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  ? — 
I do  not  know  that  I could  suggest  anything  more 
than  the  strict  carrying  out  of  the  orders  in 

^Council  in  a uniform  manner. 

8811.  You  were  saying  just  now  that  you  had 
several  different  local  authorities  in  your  country? 
Yes. 

8812.  Would  they  he  boroughs? — Chester  is 
a county  of  itself;  but  then  there  are  the 


boroughs  of  Stockport  and  Macclesfield,  which 
are  under  their  own  regulations  with  respect  to 
fairs  and  markets. 

8813.  Those  boroughs  are  under  the  regulation 
of  their  own  town  councils  ? — Yes,  they  are 

8814.  Do  you  believe  that  the  restrictions  im- 
posed upon  those  markets  are  altogether  as 
satisfactory  and  as  strict  as  you  could  desire  ?— 
No,  they  are  not. 

8815.  How  would  you  propose  to  remedy  the 
defect  of  having  so  many  differentlocal authorities- 
would  you  have  a county  board,  in  which  the 
borough  members  should  have  seats  with  the  county 
justices  ? — Yes ; I think  that  a board  of  that  kind 
formed  from  the  boroughs  as  well  as  the  county, 
in  some  way,  if  they  could  agree  upon  a plan) 
would  he  certainly  better ; it  would  tend  to  more 
uniformity  in  the  orders  wliich  they  receive,  and 
to  a more  complete  carrying  out  of  suitable  re- 
strictions. I would  put  them  under  one  manage- 
ment, and  unite  them  altogether. 

8816.  So  as  to  have  only  one  local  authority 
for  the  whole  county  ? — Yes. 

8817-  Do  you  think  if  the  boroughs  had  a fair 
representation  at  the  board,  say  according  to 
their  rateable  value,  or  something  of  that  sort, 
they  would  object  ? — I think  not. 

8818.  You  think  such  a thing  would  work?— 
Yes. 

8819.  With  regard  to  Irish  cattle,  what  fur- 
ther provisions  would  you  make  to  insure  their 
coming  over  here  in  a more  healthy  state  ? — I 
should  like  to  know  that  the  animals  were  not 
quite  so  crowded  on  board  ship,  and  that  when 
they  were  landed  at  Holyhead  they  were  put  into 
a tolerably  warm  and  protected  shed  to  be  cooled 
down,  and  fed  and  watered  before  they  were 
transhipped  to  the  railway ; and  I think  also  that 
it  would  conduce  greatly  to  their  comfort,  and 
perhaps  to  their  health,  if  the  railway  trucks  had 
spring  buffers  attached  to  them.  The  animals 
arc  sometimes  a long  time  upon  the  road,  and 
they  are  shunted  about  from  station  to  station. 
I have  seen  cattle  coining  from  Holyhead  to 
Chester.  I have  brought  Welsh  cattle  in  that 
way,  and  I have  noticed  the  treatment  of  the  Irish 
cattle,  and  I have  seen  some  very  cruel  things 
done  to  them. 

8820.  In  what  way.  Do  you  mean  by  being 
shunted  about,  or  bruised,  or  kept  a long  time  at- 
the  station? — They  are  kept  a long  time  at 
stations,  and  the  train  is  jogged  and  knocked 
very  much,  which  is  very  injurious  to  cattle  in 
calf,  as  is  mostly  the  case  with  stores  coming  to 
Chester. 

8821.  How  long  a detention  would  be  neces- 
sary at  Chester,  and  the  ports  of  debarkation  ?—• 
I think  a detention  of  six  hours  would  be  sum- 


8822.  Would  you  wish  that  all  cattle  sent  from 

Ireland  to  England  should  be  inspected  at  the 
port  of  debarkation  as  well  as  embarkation  l— 
Yes  ; I think  that  ought  be  done.  . . 

8823.  You  wish  to  put  no  further  restriction 

upon  the  movement  of  Irish  cattle  than  we  have 
in  England  ? — My  experience  is  that  the  farmers 
in  Cheshire  would  very  willingly  submit  to  the 
restrictions  already  imposed,  it  they  were  con- 
scious that  similar  care  was  taken  in  coming  over 
to  England,  or  if  all  possible  care  was  taken,  sue 
aB  I speak  of.  . 

8824.  You  would  have  an  inspection  at  me 
Irish  ports,  and  also  at  the  English  ports  ( 1 > 
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8825.  And  if  any  disease  developed  itself 
among  the  cattle  during  the  voyage,  what  would 
you  do  ? — I could  scarcely  say,  but  I think  they 
should  be  detained  at  Holyhead ; I think  that 
they  should  be  isolated  at  once  from  the  others, 
and  the  whole  herd  should  be  treated  with  proper 
care  and  surveillance  by  the  authority,  so  as  to 
prevent  the  importation  of  disease  by  those 
measures,  which  must  occur  to  those  who  are 
interested  in  the  matter.  I do  not  like  to  suggest 
what  definite  measures  should  be  taken. 

8826.  You  think  that  some  measure  of  that 
sort  is  imperative,  to  guard  us  from  diseased 
cattle?— Decidedly,  in  Cheshire,  I think  it  is. 

8327.  Have  you  seen  anything  in  reference  to 
the  cleansing  of  railway  trucks? — Yes,  I have. 

882S.  Do  you  think  that  that  cleansing  is  suffi- 
ciently carried  out  ? — I hardly  think  it  is. 

8829.  Is  there  any  difficulty  in  inspecting  rail- 
way trucks ; that  is  to  say,  are  they  not  continu- 
ally moving  about,  so  that  it  is  difficult  for  one 
local  inspector  to  get  at  the  trucks? — I think 
there  ought  to  be  an  inspector  going  about  from 
fair  to  fair,  or  from  market  to  market  It  is  the 
practice  of  railway  authorities  to  have  a number 
of  trucks  ready  to  load  at  the  stations  of  towns 
at  which  fairs  are  being  held,  and  it  would  not 
be  difficult  for  an  inspector  to  see  that  they  were 
properly  cleansed  and  disinfected. 

8830.  You  think  that  there  should  be  a Govern- 
ment inspector  roving  all  over  the  country  to  see 
that  these  orders  are  properly  carried  out  with 
regard  to  disinfecting  railway  trucks? — I think 
that  that  would  be  very  likely  to  be  useful. 

8831.  As  a sort  of  check  upon  the  local 
authorities? — Upon  the  railway  companies  rather, 

I think. 


8832.  Have  you  made  any  calculation  at  all  in 
reference  to  the  loss  your  county  has  sustained 
from  foot-and-mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pnuemonia 
during  the.  last  year,  1872  ? — I have  taken  the 
returns  which  have  been  published  by  the  chief 
constable  for  the  three  years  and  five  months 
ending  the  4th  of  January  last,  and  I have  put 
my  own  estimate  upon  the  cattle,  and  the  losses 
from  pleuro-pneumonia  and  from  foot-and-mouth 
disease,  and  I make  it  to  come  to  something  like 
86,712 /.  per  year  during  those  three  years  and 
fave  months,  according  to  the  numbers  returned 
by  the  chief  inspector ; that  is  the  average  for 
three  years  and  six  months,  as  I may  call  it,  but 
really  it  is  only  for  three  years  and  five  months, 
so  that  if  I am  right  in  the  estimate  of  the  indi- 
vidual value,  the  estimate  of  86,000/.  is  rather 
under  than  over  the  value. 

1 >®°  *n  ten  years  you  would  have 

lost,  if  those  diseases  continue,  more  than  you 
W°co9  iave  ^os*'  from  the  cattle  plague? — Yes. 
8834.  Would  you  give  the  Committee  the 
•li  - L- Lyour  calculati°ns  in  detail  ?— Yes,  I 
win..  YV ith  regard  to  the  losses  from  pleuro-pneu- 
uioma  in  Cheshire,  according  to  the  chief  in- 
spectors return,  311  were  killed  for  market;  I 
put  down  a loss  of  5 1.  each  upon  them ; 1 34  were 
filled  for  burial,  and  lg4  died.  j haye  them 
15/.  each;  251  recovered;  but  I debit  them 
• oss  10/.  each,  because  a cow  or  an 
ia  covering . from  pleuro-pneumonia  is 
frea%  reduced  in  condition.  I make 
annuol  i 6 a 8>835/.,  and  it  gives  the 

mnntu  .v88  at  2>^4/.  The  losses  from  foot-and- 
montl Mhsease  were  53  killed  for  market,  which 
96^  eac^  5 86  were  killed  for  burial; 

0_5g  5 which  I put  down  at  15/.  each;  and 


111,427  cattle  recovered;  the  loss  upon  them  I 
estimate  at  50  s.  each,  which  brings  the  total  per 
year  to 84,188  l,  malting  a total  upon  both  die- 
eases  of  86,712/. 

8835.  As  the  average  annual  loss  during  the 
last  three  and  a half  years  in  your  county  alone? 
— Xes,  mm y county  alone, according  to  the  chief 
inspector  s reports. 

8836.  Do  you  suppose  those  reports  embrace 
every  case  of  disease  ?-No;  the  chief  inspector 
told  me  that  he  believed  a good  many  cases  were 
concealed,  and  that  every  case  was  not  given 
notice  of  as  it  ought  to  be;  but  I certainly  think 
it  would  he  more  under  the  correct  statement 
of  the  thing-  than  over. 

8837.  Do  you  consider  that  your  estimate  of 

50  s.  a head  loss  from  foot-and-mouth  disease  upon 
those  animals  which  recovered  is  an  excessive  or 

51  ve7r  mo^era^e  one  ? — It  is  a very  moderate 
one.  Many  farmers  have  the  opinion  that  at  least 
3/.,  or  even  more  is  lost,  and  perhaps  it  may  be 
so,  for  there  arc  remote  contingencies  arising 
always,  as  we  have  proved  this  last  spring  in 
Cheshire.  A great  deal  of  abortion  has  prevailed 
this  spring,  which  we  think  may  be  traced  to  so 
many  cattle  having  had  foot-and-mouth  disease 
last  year  seriously. 

8838.  And  so  many  of  those  cattle  being  cows 
the  loss  would  be  greater  upon  them  than  if  they 

had  been  store  stock,  or  even  fat  cattle  ? Yes  • 

decidedly. 


8839.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  I think  you  said  with 
regard  to  Mr.  V erdon’s  evidence,  which  you  have 
read  over,  that  you  did  not  think  it  was  really 
correct  with  regard  to  Cheshire  ?— With  regard 
to  the  farming  of  Cheshire,  I think  it  is  decidedly 
incorrect  as  descriptive  of  the  farming  of  the 
county  generally. 

8840.  I forget  exactly  what  the  nature  of  his 
evidence  is,  but  would  you  state  the  particulars 
in  which  you  disagree  with  him? — I think  he 
says  very  broadly  that  the  farming  of  Cheshire 
is  very  bad,  and  I contend  that  it  is  nothing  like 
that,  as  very  great  improvements  have  been  made 
in  the  farming  of  Cheshire.  And,  I will  go  so 
far  as  to  say,  that  I think  as  much  value  of  pro- 
duce per  acre  is  raised  in  Cheshire  as  in  many 
other  counties  in  England. 

8841.  Then  you  are  more  inclined  to  agree  with 
Mr.  Jenkins’s  Report  to  the  Royal  Agricultural 
Society  that  Cheshire  is  a model  county  ? — I will 
not  say  that  it  is  a model  county,  but  certainly 
Mr.  Jenkins  is  much  move  correct  than  Mr. 
Verdon  is. 

8842.  You  would  think  that  Cheshire  is  nearer 
to.  a model  county  than  it  is  to  what  Mr.  Verdon 
stigmatised  it,  as  being  very  carelessly  managed  ? 
— Yes. 

8843.  As  regards  carrying  out  the  Act,  do  you 
think  Cheshire  may  be  regarded  as  a model 
county?— I am  quite  sure  that  the  Act  is  very 
well  carried  out  under  the  local  authorities  of 
the  county  of  Chester.  I think  the  Act  is  carried 
out  as  well  as  it  possibly  could  be  in  that  re- 
spect. 

8844.  Did  not  Cheshire  suffer  very  severely  at 
the  period  of  the  cattle  plague  ? — Very  severely. 

8845.  And  do  you  think  that  the  Act  was  cur- 
ried out  then  in  an  exemplary  manner  ?: — Yes  it 
was,  hut  you  are  aware  that  there  were  frequent, 
alterations  in  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  at 
the  commencement  of  the  cattle  plague ; after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  every  possible  precaution 
was  taken,  and  everything  done  that  could  be 
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done  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

8846.  I find  a report  here,  in  the  Appendix  to 
to  the  Veterinary  Report  upon  the  Cattle  Plague 
in  Great  Britain,  saying  that,  “Cheshire  has  been 
often  cited  as  having  suffered  more  than  any  other 
county,  but  those  who  are  familiar  with  the 
numerous  causes  which  exist  there  to  favour 
the  continuance  of  the  plague  arc  not  sur- 
prised at  the  extent  of  their  losses;  rather,  in 
fact,  at  the  smallness  of  them.  The  dairy 
farmers  displayed  more  than  usual  obstinacy  in 
resisting  the  means  by  which  alone  the  plague 
could  be  exterminated  ” ; you  do  not  agree 
with  that  Report,  I believe  ? — The  farmers 
did  not  certainly  display  more  than  usual  obsti- 
nacy ; there  was  opposition  to  it ; the  farmers 
could  not  believe  that  the  animals  could  not  be 
cured,  and  there  was  opposition  manifested  to 
the  Act ; but  the  authorities  were  very  strict  in 
carrying  it  out,  and  I think  that  the  officers  acted 
in  an  exemplary  and  proper  manner. 

8847.  Did  not  thefarmers  of  Cheshire  generally, 
as  a rule,  resist  that  part  of  the  Act  which  com- 
pelled the  slaughter  of  affected  animals  ? — They 
resisted  it  at  first,  as  I have  said,  but  it  was  no 
use,  they  had  to  submit. 

8848.  Is  it  the  fact  that  the  Marquis  of  West- 
minster agreed  to  pay  half  the  loss  that  his  tenants 
suffered  from  cattle  plague,  upon  condition  that 
they  would  not  allow  any  animal  to  be  slaugh- 
tered ? — I never  heard  of  that  before. 

8849.  If  it  was  (he  fact  would  you  have  heard 
of  it? — Yes,  I think  so. 

8850.  You  do  not  think  that  that  is  a correct 
statement?  — I think  not;  the  late  Marquis 
would  be  living  then;  if  it  had  been  so,  I 
must  have  heard  it,  but  I never  have  heard  it. 
The  late  Marquis  was  very  liberal  to  his  tenantry 
in  making  up  for  their  losses,  but  I do  not  think 
he  made  it  a condition  of  their  not  slaughtering ; 
I certainly  never  heard  of  it. 

8851.  So  far  as  your  knowledge  goes  did  he  at 
all  encourage  his  tenants  to  resist  the  effect  of 
that  order  ? — No. 

8852.  Then  upon  that  point  I have  been 
wrongly  informed  ? — I think  so.  I never  heard 
that  the  M arquis  did  so ; there  was  another 
gentleman  in  the  county  who  did  so  to  some 
extent. 

8853.  It  was  done,  was  it  ? — There  was  one 
gentleman,  a member  of  the  local  authority, 
who  did  oppose  it  in  his  own  view ; but  it  was 
carried  out  by  the  authority  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Act  as  a whole. 

8854.  Were  not  there  some  townships  in 
Cheshire  which  suffered  from  cattle  plague  a 
great  deal  more  extensively  than  others? — 
Yes. 

8855.  Should  I be  wrong  in  naming  these 
townships,  Puddington,  Raby,  Woodchurch,  and 
Neston;  do  you  know  those  townships? — Yes; 
Neston  suffered  very  much  indeed.  1 have  here 
an  account  which  I wrote  of  the  cattle  plague  in 
Cheshire  ( producing  the  same),  and  I refer  in  it 
to  the  different  townships  in  the  hundreds,  and  I 
find  I have  those  names  in  the  pamphlet. 

8856.  Y ou  think  that  those  townships  suffered 
more  than  the  generality  of  the  county? — No; 
not  more  than  the  average.  I think  less  upon  the 
whole  in  those  townships ; they  are  in  the  Wirrall 
Hundred;  the  Hundred  of  Wirrall  lies  between 
the  Mersey  and  the  Dee  as  a promontory,  and  I 
do  not  think  they  were  so  exposed  to  the  con- 


tagious influence  as  the  other  part  of  the  county 
which  was  more  centralised. 

8857.  Then  my  information  is  quite  wrong, 
that  very  nearly  all  the  cattle  in  those  townships 
died  from  cattle  plague? — I will  not  speak  of 
those  specific  townships ; but  I speak  of  the 
whole  hundred  compared  with  other  hundreds. 

8858.  Were  there  any  of  the  proprietors  in 
those  townships  who  resisted  the  order  for 
slaughter  ? — Not  that  I am  aware  of. 

8859.  I understood  you  to  say  that  you  did 
not  recommend  any  further  restrictions  being 
put  upon  the  import  of  Irish  cattle  into  Cheshire^ 
than  that  they  should  be  well  cared  for  on  the 
voyage? — Just  so;  and  if  they  were  properly  and 
carefully  inspected  upon  their  embarkation,  and 
kept  carefully  during  the  voyage,  and  not  over- 
crowded, and  then  if  they  were  cooled  down  and 
were  properly  watered  and  fed  at  Holyhead 
before  being  sent  by  railway,  I think,  that  we 
should  not  have  the  same  amount  of  complaint  as 
we  certainly  have  now.  I think  that  that  treat- 
ment might  prevent  the  spread  of  the  disease  in 
the  county  considerably. 

8860.  Do  you  agree  with  Mr.  Clarke’s  evidence 
that  there  is  an  immense  amount  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  imported  into  Cheshire  from  Ire- 
land?— I can  safely  say  that  a good  deal  of 
disease  follows  the  spread  of  Irish  cattle  in  the 
county,  whether  it  is  always  that  they  bring  the 
disease  with  them,  or  that  it  is  developed  after 
they  are  settled  upon  the  farms,  is  another  ques- 
tion ; but  it  is  the  general  opinion  of  farmers 
in  the  county  that  whenever  Irish  cattle  have 
been  purchased,  if  it  is  a time  when  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  is  about,  it  certainly  spreads  more 
after  the  introduction  of  such  cattle  into  any 
district. 

8861.  Where  do  those  Irish  cattle  come  from 
after  they  have  left  Ireland ; how  do  they  come 
into  Cheshire  ? — They  generally  come  into  Holy- 
head  by  boat,  and  then  by  rail  down  to  Chester. 
It  is  attempted  to  bring  them  direct  to  a fan  or 
market  in  Chester,  and  they  are  shown  in  that 
market,  and  if  not  sold  they  are  driven  to  other 
fairs  and  markets  in  the  county. 

8862.  Do  not  a great  number  of  Irish  cattle 
come  into  Cheshire  from  Wrexham,  and  from  the 
Denbigh  and  Flint  fairs? — No;  not  Irish  cattle. 

8863.  But  still  you  are  of  opinion,  I think  I 

gather  from  your  answers,  that  the  Irish  cattle 
are  more  infected  upon  their  journey  than  that 
they  actually  leave  Ireland  in  a diseased  state? 
— That  is  my  opinion.  I should  think  it  was  so; 
but  I say  I am  not  able  to  speak  personally  from 
my  own  knowledge  of  cattle  on  transit.  I do 
not  think  I have  heard  much  complaint  that 
the  animals  have  been  shipped  in  a diseased 
state.  . 

8864.  What  time  would  elapse  between  cattle 
being  shipped  in  Ireland  and  arriving  in  Cheshire 
by  the  route  you  have  described  ? — Perhaps  a 
day  and  a half,  or  thereabouts. 

8865.  Not  longer  than  that?— Not  from  M 
time  of  their  being  shipped  at  Dublin. 

8866.  Have  you  ever  brought  any  of  those 
Irish  cattle  yourself? — Never. 

8867.  Therefore  yon  cannot  speak  from  yo 
own  personal  knowledge  ? — I cannot  speak  tro 
my  own  personal  knowledge  ; but  I have  always 
held  the  opinion  which  I am  now  expressing,  a 

I have  always  determined  never  to  buy  ir. 
cattle,  and  I know  many  graziers  who  follow  . 
same  kind  of  practice  that  I do  who  have^ 
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game  view,  and  who  say  that  they  would  not  mouth  disease,  you  say  that  you  estimated  the  Mr.  Rigby, 

‘hase  Irish  cattle  upon  any  account.  loss  upon  those  stores  which  recovered,  at  50  s.  

S868.  Are  you  sure  that  those  cattle  that  you  each ; what  sort  of  cattle  were  they  ? — The  majo-  12  June 

buy  from  Wales  are  really  Welsh  cattle? — Yes,  rity  of  them  were  good,  fine  milking  cows;  of 
j a^a<  course,  in  those  numbers,  there  are  some  heifers 

8869.  Is  there  a plain  distinction  between  an  taken  into  account,  which  are  not  so  valuable;  but 

Irish  and  a Welsh  beast? — Yes,  there  is.  they  are  all  cattle  taken  at  an  average  of  15 1.  or 

8870.  Mr.  Deni.']  Are  they  the  black  Welsh  16  l.  each. 

cattle  that  you  buy  ?— Yes ; they  are  a different  8882.  Now,  on  young  store  cattle,  do  you  think 
class  of  cattle  altogether.  _ that  50  s.  would  be  a fair  amount  to  estimate  the 

8871.  Mr.  Kovanogh.]  Can  you  give  the  loss  at? — I do  not  think  it  would  be  quite  so 

Committee  any  idea  from  your  experience  what  much  upon  young  store  cattle  as  upon  the  average 
length  of  time  foot-and-mouth  disease  would  be  of  large  cattle,  but  my  estimate  is  upon  an 
incubating  in  an  animal  after  the  time  he  got  the  average  of  all,  embracing  heifers  and  young  stock, 
infection 'till  it  broke  out? — I do  not  think  I 8883.  Mr.  Dent.]  And  fat  stock  ? — Yes. 

could  speak  with  anything  like  confidence  or  8884.  Mr.  Kavanagk.]  You  estimate  the  loss 

specifically  upon  that  point.  at  50  s.,  regarding  all  classes  of  stock,  fat  stock, 

S872.  You  do  not  think  the  foot-and-mouth  dairy  stock,  and  stores  ? — Yes,  I do. 
disease  is  so  long  in  incubation  as  pleuro-  8885.  And  spreading  the  loss  over  all,  you 
pneumonia  ? — I should  think  not ; I should  think,  estimate  the  average  loss  at  50  s.  ? — Y'es ; I should 
as  a rule,  foot-and-mouth  disease  might  break  out  say,  that  in  Cheshire,  we  have  not  so  many  feed- 
about  a week  after  the  animal  had  been  purchased,  ing  cattle ; the  proportion  of  fat  cattle  would  not 
and  sometimes  about  a fortnight ; I think  that  be  so  very  great ; we  are  mostly  a dairy 
would  be  about  the  time  in  which  foot-and-mouth  county,  and  the  cattle  are  mostly  in  a low 
disease  would  develop  itself.  state  of  condition.  I dare  say  the  loss  in  a feed- 

8873.  With  regard  to  inoculation,  I think  you  ing  county  would  be  more  than  this. 

stated  that  you  looked  upon  inoculation  as  effica-  8886.  Cheshire  i3  mainly  a dairy  county,  you 
cious  in  preventing  pleuro-pneumonia? — I have  say? — Yes. 

a very  high  opinion  of  inoculation  as  being  a 8887.  Therefore,  there  are  an  immense  number 

preventative;  I do  not  regard  it  as  an  absolute  of  calves  born  there  ? — Yes,  there  are. 
preventative,  but  I think  the  evidence  which  I 8888.  What  becomes  of  those  calves? — A large 

have  gathered  goes  to  prove  that  it  is  a very  proportion  of  them  are  fed  for  veal,  and  are  sent 
proper  and  a very  good  thing  to  do  upon  the  to  Manchester  and  Liverpool ; a good  number 
disease  manifesting  itself  in  any  herd.  are  reared  by  the  farmers  themselves  ; nearly  all 

8874.  With  regard  to  inoculation,  how  do  you  the  heifer  calves,  for  instance,  and  some  few,  I 
take  the  virus ; is  it  the  virus  from  a live  animal  believe,  this  last  spring  and  the  last  spring  or 
or  a dead  animal  that  you  inoculate  with? — From  two,  have  been  sent  away  to  other  counties  to  be 
the  lung  of  a dead  animal,  and  that  is  an  impor-  reared.  I know  of  this  going  into  Yorkshire, 
taut  point.  I have  been  told  by  the  veterinary  and  into  Scotland,  and  into  Ireland. 

surgeon,  who  was  employed  by  the  Cheshire  8889.  You  know  of  some  of  them  going  into 
Chamber  of  Agriculture,  that  he  would  like  to  Ireland? — Yes,  Ido;  but  there  have  not  been 
have  the  virus  when  an  animal  had  had  the  many  of  those  last  spring,  I believe, 
disease  about  three  days,  and  if  it  was  intended  8890.  Has  that  ever  been  a large  trade  ? — 
to  inoculate,  he  would  recommend  the  slaughter  Never,  that  I am  aware  of.  Of  course,  I cannot 
of  animals  in  an  early  stage  of  the  disease  to  get  say  what  might  have  been  done  with  those  calves 
the  virus ; his  opinion  was  to  this  effect,  that  in  Manchester.  I am  speaking  of  cattle  bought 
virus  taken  in  more  advanced  stages  was  more  by  Irish  dealers,  or  taken  to  Ireland ; the  farmers 
likely  to  produce  greater  inflammation,  and  the  have  purchased  them  in  Chester  market,  but  I 
loss  of  the  cows’  tails  in  a very  many  instances ; think  it  is  hardly  likely,  because  the  calves  that  go 
and  other  consequences.  there  are  veal  calves,  worth  more  money  than 

8875.  Did  any  of  those  cattle  which  were  they  would  be  likely  to  pay  for  them  for  stores, 

inoculated  die  ? — Yes;  in  one  case.  8891.  They  are  sent  there  fit  for  the  butchers? 

8876.  From  pleuro-pneumonia? — Yes,  from  — Yes  ; that  is  the  chief  trade, 
pleuro-pneumonia ; but  it  is  possible  that  that  8892.  Mr.  J.  Bright.]  I think  you  say  you 
might  have  arisen  from  their  not  being  inoculated  have  written  a pamphlet  upon  the  subject  of  the 
early  enough  after  getting  the  disease;  the  disease  cattle  plague  in  Cheshire? — I have. 

might  have  been  too  far  advanced  in  the  system ; 8893.  In  that  pamphlet,  did  you  discuss  at  all 

that  is  a possible  suggestion  or  idea  of  it.  the  causes  and  the  reasons  why  Cheshire  should 

8877.  In  many  cases  did  the  cows  lose  their  have  been  exceptionally  injured  by  the  cattle 

tails  ?—Not  very  many  ; the  per-centage  is  not  plague  ? — My  conclusions  are,  that  it  was  because 
very  high.  we  are  very  largely  stocked  with  cattle ; cattle 

8878.  When  they  did  lose  their  tails  it  was  are  very  numerous  all  over  the  county,  and  the 
nom  mortification  setting  in  ? — Yes ; there  is  less  contagion  would  be  more  readily  spread.  I mean 
danger  from  it  if  done  in  cold  weather  than  in  in  this  way,  that  the  farms  are  small,  and  the 
very  hot  months  in  summer.  I would  not  re-  buildings  are  contiguous ; they  are  near  together, 
commend  inoculation  to  be  performed  in  July  or  and  disease  spreads  more  rapidly  from  farm  to 
August;  I think  it  might  then  posssibly  be  as  farm. 

1D,RS7QU8  *S  ^ie  c^sease  itself.  8894.  But  is  there  no  other  part  of  England 

8879.  Then  you  do  not  agree  with  the  veteri-  where  there  are  so  many  cattle  per  acre  as  in 
nary  professors,  who  look  upon  inoculation  as  Cheshire  ? — l believe  in  Norfolk  there  are,  but 

useless  ? — I do  not.  the  homesteads  are  larger  there,  and  consequently, 

^ you  ever  try  inoculation  for  foot-  further  asunder ; I have  not  been  in  Norfolk 

Sr$rdisease  No.  myself,  but  I think  that  would  be  the  state  of 

; regard  to  the  loss  upon  foot-and-  things. 

°-58.  6 1 z 1 3 8895.  You 
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Mr.  Rigby.  8895.  You  think  that  Cheshire  stands  alone  in 
— — that  respect  ? — I know  that  it  prevails  in 

12  June  Cheshire,  and  I think  that  is  a very  probable 
1873.  explanation  of  it. 

8896.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  extent 
to  which  the  cattle  plague  prevailed  in  Lanca- 
shire?— I am  not  very  conversant  with  any  facts 
or  figures  about  it,  but  I do  not  think  it  prevailed 
so  largely  as  in  Cheshire. 

8897.  I suppose  that  cattle  plague  did  not  pre- 
vail more  largely  in  Lancashire  than  in  other 
counties  ? — I think  not. 

8898.  But  it  appears  that  Lancashire  has  just 
as  large  a number  of  cattle  per  acre  as  Cheshire  ? 
— Yes;  but  they  are  located  in  districts  more 
closely.  In  the  Fylde  district,  for  instance,  the 
cattle  are  more  numerous,  but  in  some  parts  of 
Lancashire  very  few  cattle  are  kept. 

8899.  When  human  beings  are  attacked  by 
epidemics  we  usually  find  that  the  places  where 
the  least  sanitary  precautions  have  been  taken 
suffer  the  most,  do  we  not  ? — Ye3,  we  do,  I 
believe. 

8900.  Then  it  would  not  be  remarkable  if  that 
should  be  the  cause  why  Cheshire  suffered  so 
much  more  than  the  rest  of  the  country  with 
cattle  plague,  would  it?-- It  would  not  be  re- 
markable ; but  the  fact  is,  that  in  many  places 
where  there  was  the  greatest  negligence,  they 
escaped  the  disease  more  than  where  there  was 
the  most  care  taken.  I could  give  instances 
upon  instances  where  there  was  the  greatest 
neglect  of  sanitary  arrangements,  and  yet  the 
cattle  escaped  the  plague. 

8901.  That  would  be  so  in  particular  instances, 
but  upon  the  average  you  would  scarcely  suppose 
that  would  be  so? — No,  I would  not  suppose  it; 
but  I know  upon  the  other  hand,  where  every 
possible  care  was  taken,  and  the  use  of  preven- 
tives supplied  in  the  shipped,  but  it  did  not  seem 
to  avail  at  all. 

8902.  Then  if  the  reason  which  you  give  for 
the  excessive  amount  of  cattle  plague  be  true, 
you  would  suppose  that  at  any  future  time 
Cheshire  would  be  much  more  liable  to  cattle 
plague  than  other  counties? — If  cattle  plague 
got  in,  I think  that  similar  results  would  follow 
again. 

8903.  And  you  think  that  Cheshire  would 
suffer  very  much  from  being  so  very  largely 

stocked  with  cattle?— Yes,  I do. 

8904.  The  only  way  to  make  Cheshire  as  secure 
as  other  counties  would  be  to  arrange  that  she 
should  only  have  about  half  the  number  of  cattle? 
— I think  the  only  way  would  be  to  stamp  it  out 
as  soon  as  it  appeared.  My  view  would  be  that 
ff  it  appeared  upon  one  farm  the  cattle  upon  that 
farm  should  all  be  killed. 

8905.  Have  there  not  been  many  other  expla- 
nations suggested  for  the  intensity  of  the  cattle 
plague  there  besides  the  one  which  you  have 
given  ? I do  not  think  there  have ; not  any 
which  seem  to  be  feasible ; indeed,  it  did  not  seem 
to  be  amenable  to  any  rule.  The  utmost  differ- 
ence of  circumstances  prevailed  with  similar 
results ; there  was  as  much  fatality  in  one  place 
where  the  utmost  care  was  taken,  as  in  others 
where  the  very  reverse  was  the  case. 

8906.  Have  the  authorities  of  Cheshire  adopted 
no  plan  in  regard  to  stamping  out  disease  among 
cattle,  and  have  the  local  authorities  clone  nothin"- 
in  altering  their  mode  of  conducting  their  busi^ 
ness?— -I  do  not  think  they  have,  except  than 
from  other  circumstances,  and  perhaps  from  that 


also,  the  cattle  are  being  better  fed  i»  ft, 
time  than  they  we  formerly,  and  every  po™ff 
care  is  taken  of  them,  but  it  would  be  a miatak 
to  suppose  that  the  cattle  were  ever  neglecM 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  induce  disease,  ?ecan£ 
the  interests  of  the  farmer  are  bound  un  in 
keening  them  m the  best  order  possible.  That 
is  the  rule,  but  there  are  exceptional  ea*es  as  f 
have  said,  and  in  those  exceptional  cases  singu- 
larly enough  the  least  loss  occurred.  0 

8907.  Has  Cheshire  suffered  more  than  other 
counties  in  respect  to  other  diseases  ?— I should 
think  it  has  suffered  quite  as  much  from-foot-and 
mouth  disease  as  any  other  counties. 

8908.  And  with  regard  to  any  other  disease  > 
— Pleuro-pneumonia  has  been  very  prevalent  in 
Cheshire ; I cannot  speak  decidedly  in  reference 
to  comparisons. 

8909.  Do  you  think  that  with  regard  to  every 
other  kind  of  disease  Cheshire  has  had  its  full 
share  of  them  all  ? — I think  it  has. 


8910.  Mr.  Tipping. 1 You  were  speaking  as 
regards  the  conveyance  from  Ireland,  and  you. 
were  referring  to  trucks  generally,  and  especially 
to  the  route  by  Holyhead  to  Chester ; to  your 
own  knowledge,  are  those  cattle  trucks  neglected 
as  regards  the  cleansing ; are  you  aware  from 
your  own  knowledge  that  the  railway  authorities 
do  not  cleanse  those  trucks  as,  according  to  the 
regulations,  they  ought  to  do  ? — I have  seen  the 
trucks  coming  from  Welsh  fairs  on  the  Holyhead 
and  Chester  line,  and  I think  they  are  not  always 
cleansed  as  they  ought  to  be. 

8911.  I want  to  arrive  at  the  action  of  the 
railway  companies  in  carrying  out  those  regu- 
lations ; to  your  knowledge  you  have  seen  cases 
of  neglect  ? — Yes,  I have.  1 trucked  some  cattle 
myself  this  Bpring  from  Corwen,  and  one  of  the 
trucks  was  in  a very  dirty  state  when  the  animals 
were  put  in. 

8912.  And  you  wero  attaching  some  impor- 
tance to  this ; that  in  the  loading  of  cattle  on 
board  ships  they  should  not  be  over-crowded; 
are  you  not  aware  that  it  is  frequently  main- 
tained that  if  cattle  arc  too  loosely  packed,  in 
rough  weather  they  suffer  extremely  from  the 
rolling ; that  a certain  amount  of  compactness  is 
required  to  meet  the  rolling  about  of  the  vessel  ? — 
Yes;  1 conceive  it  would  be  better  to  have  the 
animals  packed  so  as  to  prevent  that,  but  I speak 
of  excessive  crowding,  when  they  would  be  more 
thronged  than  to  be  comfortable. 

8913.  Have  you  at  all  considered  this  question 
of  sea  transit  ? — Not  much  personally,  for  I have 
never  seen  the  animals  come  into  Holyhead. 

8914.  Do  you  advocate  deck  transit  as  prefer- 
able to  stowing  the  animals  in  the  holds?— I 
think  not,  so  far  as  my  judgment  would  go;  I 
think  it  would  be  better  to  put  the  cattle  in  the 
holds,  if  they  were  well  ventilated  and  not  so 
crowded. 

8915.  Speaking  about  your  own  county,  as 
regards  the  county  and  the  boroughs,  you  seemed 
to  draw  a distinction  between  the  management  of 
the  county  authorities  andthe  boroughauthoriiies; 
do  you  think  that  the  borough  authorities  in  large 
towns  have  shown  a want  of  strictness  ?— The 


borough  authorities  are  more  lax  in  carrying  out 
the  regulations. 

8916.  You  are  aware  that  they  have  to  bear 
their  share  of  the  heavy  losses  caused  by  the 
slaughter  and  what  not,  and  then  the  high  price 
of  meat  as  well,  so  that  they  have  almost  more 
reason  to  restrict  the  disease  than  the  county 
authorise  & 
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authorities  can  have  ? — I think  not ; because  the 
rateable  value  is  so  much  higher,  and  they  only 
compensate  for  cattle  which  die  within  then- 
boundary.  For  instance,  in  the  case  of  the  county 
of  Chester  I do  not  remember  the  figures ; but 
the  loss  in  the  county  of  Chester  as  distinguished 
from  the  county  of  Cheshire  was  very  much  less. 

8917.  But  doubtless  it  had  to  bear  a very 
decided  share  of  the  total  cost  of  the  cattle 
plao'ue  originally.  Now,  as  regards  the  peculiar 
loss3 in  Cheshire,  do  you  consider  that  dairy  stock 
is  more  liable  to  disease  and  more  tender  than 
store  and  fattening  stock  ? — Yes. 

8918.  Would  that  at  all  account  for  the  exces- 
sive amount  of  disease  in  the  county  of  Cheshire? 
— It  might  to  some  extent. 

8919.  Then  you  are  of  opinion  decidedly  that 
that  would  be  the  tendency  ? — I think  that  feed- 
ing cattle  would  perhaps  be  in  a more  robust 
state  of  health. 

8920.  Am  I to  understand  from  your  observa- 
tions in  reply  to  the  honourable  Member  for 
Carlow  County  that  you  denied  that  there  was 
anything  like  singular  obstinacy  in  the  earlier 
days  of  the  disease,  upon  the  part  of  the  Chesire 
farmers,  which  obstinacy  was  rather  strengthened 
and  supported  by  the  leading  people  in  the 
county?  It  was  certainly  the  case,  was  it  not, 
that  in  the  earlier  days  of  the  disease  there  was 
a singular  obstinacy  upon  the  part  of  many 
people  in  Cheshire  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  ? — You  may  call  it  obstinacy,  but  I do 
not  think  it  was  singular  obstinacy ; that  is  too 
hard  a term. 

8921.  You  do  not  mean  that  it  was  very  sur- 
prising, hut  that  it  was  stronger  there  than  any- 
where else  ? — I will  not  say  that  it  was  stronger 
there  than  auy where  else,  but  it  was  very  strong. 

8922.  Mr.  Barclay .]  There  was  a strong  feel- 
ing generally  throughout  England  at  the  first 
against  sjaughtering  out  cattle  plague,  was  there 
not? — Yes,  there  was,  except  in  tire  county  of 
Aberdeen. 

8923.  I am  speaking  of  England? — In  England 
there  was. 

8924.  The  farms  are  small  in  Cheshire,  are 
they  not,  comparatively  speaking  ? — They  are. 

8925..  And  it  is  principally  a stock  county  as 
contradistinguished  from  a grain  county?  — 


8926.  The  proportion  of  cattle  per  acre  is 
larger  in  Cheshire  than  in  most  of  the  other 
counties  in  England,  is  it  not?— Yes. 

8927.  How  are  the  cattle  fed  and  housed  in 
Cheshire,  as.  compared  with  other  counties  ? — I 
think  the  animals  are  not  fed  quite  so  liberally 
m the  winter  season.  That  arises  from  the  fact 
that  they  are  cattle  in  calf,  and  are  being  kept 
tor  store  purposes  for  the  next  season;  they  do 
not  require  so  much  rich  food  as  is  required  for 

eedinw  cattle.  The  general  practice  is  to  feed 
em  tor  the  first  months  of  winter  upon  oat- 
s.  iaw  and  hay,  and  as  they  get  nearer  calving  a 
noeral  allowance  of  com  is  given,  with  hay  and 


^ *s  not  desirable  to  feed  dairy  cows  s 
I^r\^ring  the  time  they  are  off  milk,  a 
rqoo  n1  are  beInS  Atoned  ?~No,  it  is  not. 
* 7 , ,an  you  give  the  Committee  any  ide 
dn;^,^lueof11ie  cattle  in  Cheshire?— 
sat  n , can  Wltb  any  certainty. 

OWi  •’  , ad  the  cattle  plague  a great  hold  upo 
Cheslureby  thetime  the  Act  wls  passed?!] 

0.58. 


8931.  And  the  slaughtering  out  provisions  at 
that  time  looked  very  likely  as  if  they  might 
exterminate  the  cattle  in  Cheshire  altogether?— 
They  did. 

8932.  Are  the  farmers  now  educated  up  to  the 
point  of  a slaughtering  out  for  cattle  plague,  if 
it  should  unfortunately  break  out  again  In  the 
country  ? — I think  they  are. 

8933.  They  would  enter  into  it  cordially  now? 
— Yes,  I think  they  would. 

8934.  Are  you  satisfied  with  the  constitution 
of  the  present  county  board,  or  do  you  think 
that  the  farmers  should  have  a voice  in  the 
election  of  the  county  local  authorities  ? — I 
think  we  have  no  occasion  as  farmers  to  com- 
plain, hut  I have  thought  that  if  practical  farmers, 
interested  in  the  matter,  were  combined  with  the 
local  authorities,  their  practical  experience  would, 
perhaps,  be  of  use  sometimes. 

8935.  The  local  authority  is  constituted  ex- 
clusively of  the  justices  of  the  peace,  is  it  not? — 
It  is. 

8936.  Would  ycu  approve  of  making  the  local 
authorities  consist  partially  of  justices  of  the 
peace,  and  partially  of  tenant  farmers,  elected  by 
these  bodies  respectively  ? — I think  I should  for 
conducting  the  Act;  there  could  be  no  objec- 
tion to  it. 

8937.  Would  the  tenant  farmers  and  the  owners 
of  cattle  he  likely  to  have  more  confidence  in 
such  a board  than  in  the  boards  as  presently 
constituted  ? — I have  not  heard  any  expressions 
of  want  of  confidence  in  the  present  board; 
but  I think  there  are  some  who  would  say  they 
would  have  more  confidence  in  the  board  if  there 
were  a few  members  upon  the  board  who  were 
farmers  themselves. 

8938.  You  think  that  farmers  would  approve 
of  a certain  portion  of  the  local  authority  being 
elected  from  farmers  in  the  county? — Yes ; there 
could  be  no  objection  to  that. 

8939.  Do  you  think  there  is  necessarily  any 
conflicts  between  the  interests  of  the  counties  and 
boroughs,  or  cities,  in  reference  to  carrying  out 
the  Cattle  Diseases  Act  ? — There  is  a little  con- 
flict of  interest. 

8940.  Upon  what  point?— It  is  the  interest  of 
the  boroughs  of  the  county  of  Cheshire  to  have 
their  fairs  well  attended ; they  get  better  tolls, 
and  they  do  not  put  the  same  impediment  upon 
cattle  coming  into  the  markets.  The  cattle  come 
in  to  pass  through  merely ; but  if  the  disease 
breaks  out  in  any  part  of  the  county,  the  whole 
county  is  rated  to  the  compensation. 

8941.  Is  there  any  other  point  upon  which 
you  think  there  is  a conflict  of  interest  between 
the  boroughs  and  counties? — No;  I do  not  know 
of  any. 

8942.  Now,  supposing  we  make  provisions  for 
dealing  with  pleuro-pneumonia  by  slaughtering 
diseased  animals  and  isolating  the  stock  for  two 
or  three  months,  as  may  be  resolved  upon ; and 
supposing  it  is  made  illegal  to  move  animals 
labouring  under  foot-and-mouth  disease  upon  a 
public  highway,  or  to  exhibit  them  in  fairs  or 
markets,  do  you  think  there  is  any  necessity  for 
stopping  fairs  or  markets? — No;  I do  not  think 
there  is.  If  that  were  done,  I think  that  would 
be  sufficient. 

8943.  Then  if  the  local  authorities  have  not 
power  to  stop  fairs  and  markets  within  their 
jurisdiction,  there  is  no  other  point  upon  which 
you  think  there  could  ho  a conflict  of  interest 
between  the  counties  and  the  boroughs  ? — No,  I 
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think  not ; but  I would  have  the  other  points 
very  strictly  enforced. 

.8944.  The  stoppage  of  fairs  and  markets  is  a 
very  extreme  measure,  is  it  not? — Yes  ; it  pro- 
duces a great  deal  of  inconvenience  and  loss. 

8945.  It  would  be  necessary  to  accompany 
such  a measure  by  a measure  providing  for  a 
total  stoppage  of  movement  within  the  county, 
would  it  not? — Yes;  I think  it  would,  except 
under  very  careful  revision. 

8946.  Have  you  had  any  experience  of  how 
the  movement  of  cattle  by  certificate  was  carried 
out  in  your  county  ? — Yes ; during  the  cattle 
plague  the  cattle  were  moved  by  certificate. 
There  were  abuses ; certificates  were  issued  some- 
what thoughtlessly  and  recklessly  in  many  cases; 
but  upon  the  whole,  the  provision  was  very  fairly 
carried  out. 

8947.  Would  you  have  much  confidence  in  the 
safety  of  moving  cattle  by  certificate,  particularly 
if  there  was  any  very  great  danger  in  the  face  of 
the  farmer  ? — Not  if  there  was  no  great  danger; 
but  in  the  case  of  cattle  plague,  I should  have 
confidence  in  them.  I think  that  persons  would 
feel  the  responsibility  in  giving  those  certificates 
if  they  saw  a danger  in  doing  so. 

8948.  Would  they  be  likely  to  feel  such  a 
responsibility  in  the  case  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  ? — I think  not  so  great  a responsibility ; 
but  I think  that  if  it  was  the  law,  there  would  be 
men  who  would  be  conscientious  in  administering 
the  law,  to  administer  it  fairly  and  justly. 

8949.  Whograntedthe  certificates  in  Cheshire? 
— The  members  of  the  local  committees.  There 
were  committees  of  the  local  authority  in  the 
different  petty  sessional  divisions ; about  half  of 
them  were  farmers,  and  about  half  of  them  were 
justices  of  the  peaces. 

8950.  There  were  a very  great  number  of 
people  altogether  in  Cheshire  who  were  autho- 
rised to  grant  certificates,  were  there  not? — 
Yes. 

8951.  You  think  that  many  of  those  people 
would  be  very  conscientious,  and  would  feel  the 
responsibility  of  granting  certificates ; but  a great 
many  people  would  not  be  so  particular? — I 
believe  those  people  were  chosen  because  it  was 
thought  they  would  be  particular,  and  as  a rule 
they  were,  I think. 

8952.  Looking  to  the  future,  would  you  place 
any  great  confidence  in  the  safety  of  the  system 
of  removing  any  cattle  under  certificate  ? — I 
would  if  it  was  proved  that  they  were  to  be 
removed  to  a butcher  for  slaughter,  but  I do  not 
think  that  I should  have  very  much  confidence  in 
the  licensing  system  if  it  was  simply  for  store 
animals,  and  in  reference  to  foot-and-mouth 
disease. 

8953.  You  think  the  certificate  might  be 
depended  upon  in  the  case  of  moving  fat  animals 
from  an  infected  place  to  a slaughter-house,  but 
not  in  the  general  moving  of  the  aninals  about 
the  country  ? — Yes,  that  is  so.  I would  like  to 
see  that  done,  because  when  foot-and-mouth 
disease  breaks  out  upon  a farm,  a man  has  a 
number  of  fat,  or  three-parts  fat  cattle,  which  he 
would  like  to  sell  rather  than  expose  them  to  the 
loss  of  going  through  foot-and-mouth  disease,  and 
if  there  was  some  provision  which  would  allow  of 
their  being  sent  direct  to  slaughter,  that  would  be 
a desirable  relaxation. 

8954.  You  would  be  in  favour  of  allowing  a 
fat  animal,  in  a case  of  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
to  be  removed  to  the  nearest  slaughter-house, 


under  the  certificate  of  the  nearest  local  authority? 
—I  would.  3 ' 

8955.  Would  you  put  any  limit  upon  the  dis- 
tance that  an  animal  should  travel  ? — I do  not 
think  I would,  because  you  might  send  animals 
by  rail  30  or  40  miles  in  as  little  time  as  to  the- 
nearest  slaughter-house. 

8956.  You  would  not  allow  fat  animals  affected 

with  foot-and-mouth  disease  to  be  sent  to  the 
nearest  slaughter-house ? — No;  I mean  animals 
in  the  same  herd  not  affected  with  the  foot-and- 
mouth  disease. 

8957.  You  would  trust  to  the  discretion  of  the 
local  authority  with  reference  to  the  place  where 
the  animals  should  be  slaughtered? — Yes,  I 
would. 

8958.  Would  you  give  the  same  discretion 
also  as  regards  fat  animals  in  the  same  herd  with, 
but  not  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — I think 
I should. 

8959.  Would  you  allow  fat  animals  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia  to  be  moved  to  the  nearest 
slaughter-house  ? — Not  if  they  were  affected.  I 
would  insist  upon  those  being  slaughtered  upon 
the  place,  if  they  were  affected. 

8960.  The  animal  would  be  slaughtered  upon 
the  premises,  and  if  the  flesh  was  fit  for  food  it 
should  be  made  the  most  of? — Yes,  it  should. 

8961.  In  a good  many  cases  the  salvage,  or 
the  proceeds  of  the  animal  slaughtered  upon  the 
place,  would  amount  to  at  least  half  of  the  sound 
value  of  the  animal? — In  the  case  of  feeding 
animals  it  would. 

8962.  Possibly  more? — Yes;  possibly  more. 

8963.  In  such  a case  you  would  propose  that 
the  owner  should  be  compensated  to  the  extent 
of  about  three-fourths  of  the  value  of  the 
animals? — Yes;  and  including  the  salvage,  of 
course. 

8964.  Would  you  approve  rather  of  a system, 
whereby  the  owner  was  paid  a certain  pro- 
portion of  his  loss  ; that  is  to  say,  assuming  tha 
the  animal  which  is  slaughtered  realises  one-hal 
of  the  sound  value ; that  the  loss,  amounting  in 
this  case  to  one-half,  should  be  divided  in  certain 
proportions  between  the  local  authority  and  the 
owner  of  the  animal  ? — Yes  ; I think  that  would 
be  a good  plan. 

8965.  You  would  give  flic  owner  of  the  animal 
an  interest  in  making  the  most  of  the  carcase  ?— 
Yes,  I would. 

8966.  And  also  in  reporting  the  disease  as  early 
as  possible? — Yes. 

8967  In  the  case  of  fat  stock,  or  stock  in  a fair 
condition,  the  farmer’s  loss  would  not  be  large? 
— His  loss  would  not  be  so  large,  and  it  would 
very  likely  prevent  more  effectually  the  spread 
of  the  disease. 

8968.  With  such  provision  the  loss  which  the 
farmer  would  have  to  encounter  under  any  cir- 
cumstances would  not  be  so  formidable,  as  to  deter 
him  from  reporting  the  disease,  and  trying  to  make 
the  most  of  his  cattle  by  selling  them  off  ?— No. 

8969.  Have  you  had  any  great  experience  01 
inoculation? — Yes,  I have. 

8970.  T-Tow  many  different  cases  have  you  seen 

it  tried  in  1 — I quoted  three  instances  winch  l 
have  specially  superintended,  and  I have  heard 
of  many  other  instances  in  which  it  has  been 
done;  the  farmers  have  told  me  that  they  nave 
very  great  confidence  in  it,  and  those  who  have 
tried  it  have  told  me  that  if  the  disease  revisite 
their  farms  they  would  try  inoculation.  , . 

8971.  You  told  the  Committee  of  an  animat 
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that  died  of  inoculation  ? — Not  of  inoculation,  but 
from  the  effects  of  the  disease  after  the  inocula- 
tion • the  animals  were  inoculated  after  they  got 
the  disease,  and  they  died  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
after  being  inoculated. 

8972.  In  those  cases  you  know  of  might  the 
same  results  have  happened  if  the  diseased  animals 
had  been  strictly  isolated  and  kept  away  from  the 
healthy  animals  in  the  herd  ? — It  might,  of  course, 
hut  I think  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  when  there 
are  many  instances  of  inoculation  seeming  to 
prevent  it  and  so  many  cases  where  the  disease 
spreads  where  it  is  not  practised,  that  is  very 
good  evidence  in  favour  of  inoculation. 

8973.  In  the  cases  you  refer  to  isolation  was 
practised  as  well  as  inoculation,  was  it  not? — 
Yes,  it  was. 

8974.  If  isolation  was  attended  with  the  same 
results,  as  isolation  plus  inoculation,  that  shows 
that  those  cases  which  you  have  adduced  are  no 
great  arguments  in  favour  of  inoculation  ? — I do 
not  say  that  they  are  perfect  proof  of  the  value 
of  inoculation,  but  I think  they  tend  in  that 
direction. 

8975.  One  case  that  you  spoke  of  was  where 
two  calves  which  had  been  incoculated  had  been 
put  beside  some  diseased  cows  and  did  not  take 
the  disease  ? — That  is  so. 

8976.  How  long  were  those  calves  with  the 
diseased  cows  ? — Six  weeks ; they  were  the  pro- 
perty of  Mr.  Tollemache,  who  was  then  Member 
for  Cheshire ; he  was  very  much  interested  in 
the  subject,  and  he  sent  me  the  two  yearling 
calves,  and  I sent  them  to  a herd  where  the 
disease  existed,  and  they  were  placed  in  a house 
where  the  disease  existed,  amongst  the  cows  there. 

8977.  How  many  were  affected  ? — Three  were 
ailing  at  the  time,  and  the  farmer  could  not  isolate 
them,  as  his  buildings  were  open. 

8978.  How  many  more  cattle  had  the  farmer 
besides  the  three  affected  with  the  disease? — There 
were  nine  in  the  same  shippon. 

8979.  Did  the  others  escape  the  disease  or  not? 
— I think  the  farmer  had  only  one  more  of  his 
own  herd,  which  had  the  disease  after  the  calves 
were  placed  with  them. 

8980.  Then  it  seems  there  were  four  animals 
altogether  attacked  ? — Y es. 

8981.  And  five  escaped? — Yes. 

8982.  And  the  two  calves  escaped  ?— Yes,  they 
did. 

8983.  Were  the  five  cows  inoculated? — They 
were  not  at  the  time  ; that  is  three  years  ago. 

8984.  There  was  very  little  difference  between 
the  case  of  the  five  cows,  which  were  not  inocu- 
lated, and  the  two  calves,  which  were  inoculated  ? 
— There  was  not  much. 

. ^85.  That  does  not  seem  to  be  much  evidence 
in  favour  of  inoculation  ? — Mr.  Tollemache  places 
very  great  reliance  upon  it. 

,8986.  Do  you  place  any  great  reliance  upon 
it r— Not  so  much  as  he  does,  but  I place  some 
reliance  upon  it,  as  there  is  so  little  risk  in  inocu- 
^hon  if  properly  done ; I think  it  is  worthy  of 

8987.  Supposing  you  had  the  evidence  of 
veterinary  professors  that  they  had  tried  to  com- 
niunicate  pleuro-pneumonia  by  various  processes, 
n that  they  hau  in  every  case  failed,  would  you 

. . suPpose  that  that  is  very  much  stronger 
aV«af DCe  a?a*nst  possibility  of  inoculation  as 
eguard  than  the  mere  statement  which  you 

oifven?~Ye8' h would  seem  so. 


_ 8988.  What  evidence  is  there  that  inoculation 
gives  pleuro-pneumonia  disease  at  all  ? — I do  not 
think  it  does  give  pleuro-pneumonia  at  all ; in- 
oculation does  not  produce  the  disease,  as  I 
understand  it;  it  seems  to  produce  inflammation, 
which  results  in  the  formation  of  some  virus  or 
matter  in  the  tail,  and  it  leaves  behind  it  a 
kind  of  pockmark,  something  like  the  small-pox 
disease. 

8989.  But  I daresay  putrid  matter  of  any  kind 
inoculated  upon  a living  subject  would  be  at- 
tended with  unpleasant  local  results,  and  possibly 
to  a far  greater  extent? — Very  likely  it  might  be. 

8990.  M.  Dent.~\  In  carrying  out  the  present 
Act  have  you  any  sub-committees  appointed  by 
the  local  authority  ? — Not  now ; there  is  a com- 
mittee of  the  magistrates,  who  constitute  the 
local  authority  of  the  county ; they  issue  their 
instructions  to  the  chief  inspector,  and  he  works 
out  those  instructions  by  the  police. 

8991.  Then  is  the  chief  inspector  a veterinary 
surgeon? — No;  he  is  the  chief  constable. 

8992.  Then  in  your  petty  sessional  division 
you  do  not  have  sub-committees  at  present  ? — 
No,  not  at  present. 

8993.  But  are  you  aware  that  under  the  Act 
the  local  authority  has  power  to  appoint  sub- 
committees, and  to  delegate  to  those  sub-com- 
mittees all  the  powers  except  that  of  making  a 
rate  ? — Yes,  I believe  they  have. 

8994.  So  that  by  the  Act  there  is  nothing  to 
prevent  practical  farmers  from  being  associated 
with  the  magistrates  in  carrying  out  the  law  ? — 
I understand  there  is  not. 

8995.  What  regulations  are  you  carrying  out 
at  present  in  Cheshire  with  respect  to  the  foot- 
and-mouth  disease ; if  foot-and-mouth  disease 
breaks  out  upon  a farm,  is  that  farm  declared  an 
infected  district  ? — It  is. 

8996.  And  no  cattle  can  be  removed  from  it  ? 
— They  cannot  be  removed  from  it  at  all. 

8997.  How  long  have  you  carried  out  those 
stringent  regulations  with  regard  to  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  in  Cheshire  ? — For  two  or  three 
years. 

8998.  I believe  you  have  had  the  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  more  virulently  in  Cheshire  than 
in  any  other  county  ? — Yes,  we  had  last  year. 

8999.  That  does  not  seem  as  if  those  regula- 
tions had  done  much  good  in  checking  the  di- 
sease ? — It  does  not. 

9000.  What  is  your  idea  of  dealing  with  foot- 
and-mouth  disease ; if  you  were  going  to  devise 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  how  would  you  deal 
with  foot-and-mouth  disease ; would  you  have 
stringent  regulations,  or  would  you  leave  the 
farmers  to  deal  with  the  disease  themselves  ? — I 
should  say  that  the  regulations  must  be  of  use, 
though  I cannot  speak  very  decidedly  to  any 
very  good  effects  arising  from  them  in  preventing 
the  disease.  It  is  possible,  however,  that  we 
might  have  had  the  disease  very  much  worse  if 
we  had  not  had  the  restrictions. 

9001.  But  it  goes  to  prove  that  in  Cheshire 
where  the  Act  has  been  carried  out  very  strin- 
gently, they  have  not  escaped  the  foot-and-mouth 
disease,  but  have  had  it  more  violently  than  any 
county  in  England? — It  may  have  been  that  the 
cattle  which  are  brought  into  the  county  were 
diffusing  the  disease ; that  is  the  only  explanation 
that  I could  give  of  the  matter. 

9002.  Cheshire  is  not  a very  large  importing 
county  is  it? — Many  calving  cows  come  from 
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Ireland  in  tlie  spring,  and  numbers  of  store 
cattle. 

9003.  Do  you  import  many  calving  cows  into 
Cheshire? — Yes. 

9004.  I thought  that  the  farmers  generally 
kept  their  own  heifer  calves,  to  replenish  their 
dairies?— Yes,  that  is  so,  but  still  a large  quan- 
tity of  calving  cows  come  from  Ireland;  the 
stock  from  Ireland  has  improved  in  dairy  qualities 
lately.  I do  not  say  that  the  best  farmers 
purchase  them,  but  they  are  largely  purchased 
by  the  smaller  farmers;  they  come  at  less  cost, 
and  the  farmer  can  buy  them  as  cheaply  as  he 
can  rear  them. 

9005.  It  has  been  a matter  of  reproach,  has  it 
not,  to  Cheshire  farmers  that  their  buildings  are 
bad,  and  that  they  keep  their  dairy  cattle  very 
poorly  during  the  winter  ? — Yes,  that  has  been 
said,  and  there  are  many  cases  in  which  it  may 
apply,  but  they  are  a very  small  per-centage  of 
the  whole. 

9006.  With  the  present  prices  of  stock  and 
of  cheese,  there  is  very  great  inducement  to 
keep  the  cattle  better  than  there  used  to  be  ? — 
There  is. 

9007.  But  the  figures  which  I noticed  in  the 
return  from  Cheshire  seem  to  show  that  Cheshire 
is  a county  which  to  a large  extent  keeps  up  its 
own  stcck? — During  the  last  year  or  two  many 
farmers  have  turned  their  attention  to  rearing, 
and  they  have  reared  more  calves.  I should 
think  upon  every  farm  there  has  been  about 
double  the  quantity  kept  for  rearing  than  used 
to  be  kept. 

900B.  Are  those  calves  kept  until  they  are 
yearlings,  and  then  sold  away  to  other  grazing 
counties  ? — The  heifer  calves  are  generally  kept 
for  the  dairy  when  they  become  cows. 

9009.  Do  they  keep  the  steer  calves  at  all  ? — 
No,  the  bull  calves  are  fed,  and  sent  to  Manchester, 
and  Liverpool,  as  veal. 

9010.  But  upon  the  whole  you  are  hardly  pre- 
pared to  say  that  you  would  enforce  anything 
more  stringent,  or  as  stringent  as  you  are  doing 
now  in  Cheshire  with  regard  to  foot-and-mouth 
disease  ?— I would  not  mind  allowing  the  present 
stringency  to  exist.  I would  rather  like  it  if  we 
were  protected  by  some  other  means  against  the 
importation  of  disease,  chiefly  from  Ireland- 

9011.  You  would  like  the  same  rules  to  be 
carried  out  in  every  county  as  are  carried  out  in 
the  county  of  Cheshire,  would  you  not— Yes. 

9012.  You  would  like  to  have  uniformity  in 
England  and  Ireland  ? — I would. 

9013.  And  greater  care  exercised  in  the  mode 
of  transit  of  cattle? — Yes;  and  with  that  I am 
quite  willing,  and  I am  sure  that  the  farmers  of 
Cheshire  would  be,  to  submit  to  any  means  that 
wonld  tend  to  repress  disease. 

9014.  But  supposing  those  restrictions  not  to 
be  uniform  in  other  counties,  you  do  not  see  much 
good  in  retaining  them  in  Cheshire ? — No;  and 
it  is  a hardship  to  be  compelled  to,  obey  those 


restrictions,  and  I should  like  to  be  under  the 
relief  of  being  able  to  send  away  animals  f0» 
slaughter. 


from  the  cattle  plague  in  Cheshire  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  had  you  not? — Yes,  we 


9016.  Were  there  many  cattle  slaughtered  by 
order  of  the  inspectors  for  which  no  compensation 
was  given  at  all? — Yes;  there  were  a wood 
number. 


9017.  Were  they  Government  inspectors  or 
local,  inspectors? — They  were  local  inspectors 
appointed  by  the  Privy  Council  at  the  time. 

901B.  And  it  was  very  natural  that  fanners 
should  resist  that  ? — I should  think  so. 

9019.  But  after  compensation  was  given  there 
was  not  the  same  amount  of  opposition  to  the 
slaughter,  was  there  ? — No,  not  by  any  means. 

9020.  Do  you  remember  after  the  cattle  plague 
ceased  with  you,  whether  you  had  any  eases  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  or  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
your  county  ? — We  had  not  much  pleuro-pneu- 
monia or  foot-and-mouth  disease  for  some  time 
afterwards. 

9021.  For  how  long? — I should  say  for  12 
months  or  more ; but  there  is  this  to  be  said, 
that  there  were  a very  small  number  of  cattle  in 
the  county  then.  So  many  had  died  of  the  plague, 
and  for  some  time  farmers  were  very  cautious  and 
chary  about  purchasing.  I should  think  it  was 
12  months  or  two  years  before  we  had  any  very 
serious  losses  from  foot-and-mouth  disease. 

9022.  The  farmers  increased  their  stock  of 
sheep,  did  they  not? — Yes. 

9023.  Do  you  apprehend  that  the  disappear- 
ance of  those  diseases  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
strictness  with  which  the  cattle  plague  regula- 
tions were  carried  out? — Yes;  it  was  thought  so, 
and  I think  it  is  fair  to  infer  that  it  was  so, 
although  it  would  seem  that  the  restrictions  have 
not  very  materially  suppressed  foot-and-mouth 
disease  in  the  last  year  or  so. 

9024.  Of  course  the  restrictions  were  veiy 
much  stricter  during  the  cattle  plague  than  they 
have  been  since? — They  were  in  many  respects; 
but  the  restrictions  were  very  close  and  severe 
last  year. 

9025.  Was  not  it  the  case  that  all  movement 
of  cattle  was  for  the  time  entirely  prohibited  ?— 
Y cs ; with  regard  to  declaring  places  to  he  infected 
places  where  disease  prevailed,  we  had  the  same 
regulations  as  during  cattle  plague. 

9026.  But  there  was  not  the  same  chance  of 
importing  disease  ? — No,  there  was  not. 

9027.  .Supposing  Irish  cattle  came  into  your 
county  as  healthy  as  the  Welsh  cattle,  would 
they  be  increased  in  value? — Yes,  decidedly;  if 
farmers  had  the  same  confidence  in  the  purchase 
of  Irish  cattle  as  they  have  in  the  purchase  of 
Welsh  cattle,  they  would  give  at  least  a pound 
a-head  more  for  an  animal,  or  it  might  be  even 
more,  say  1 /.  or  2 1.  a-head  more. 


Professor  John  Adam  M'Bride,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


: Professor 
M‘ Bride. 


9028.  Chairman.']  You  are  a member  of  the 
Koyal  College  of  V eterinary  Surgeons,  I believe  ? 
— Yes,  I am. 

9029.  And  Professor  of  Veterinary  Medicine 
at  the  -Royal  Agricultural  College,  at  Ciren- 
cester?— Yes. 


9030.  Have  you  ever  been  an  inspector  at  any 
port  ? — I have. 

9031.  Where  was  that  ? — At  Glasgow. 

9032.  Mad  you  means  there  of  inspecting 
foreign  cattle  as  well  as  Irish  stock  ?— Yes ; J>°  • 

9033.  What  is  your  opinion  as  to  the  emca  7 
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of  inspection?— I think  that  it  is  of  no  use  in  that  before  adopting  any  course  with  regard  to 
preventing  the  introduction  of  contagious  and  in-  that,  some  experiments  should  be  performed  by 
fectious  diseases.  _ ?he  Privy  Council  or  other  parties,  to  see  whether 

9034.  Does  that  observation  apply  to  the  inoculation  is  a preventive  for  this  disorder  or 
whole  of  these  diseases,  including  foot-and-mouth  not. 

disease,  as  well  as  others  ? — It  applies  to  cattle  9051.  But  in  the  generality  of  cases  in  the 

aue,  foot-and-mouth  disease,  pleuro-pncumonia,  country  districts,  you  would  go  so  far  as  not  only  to 
sheep-pox.  . _ _ slaughter  those  animals  which  were  diseased  but 

9035.  You  think  that,  inspection  at  the.  ports  those  which  were  in  contact  with  them  in  the  case 
could  not  guard  us  against  the  introduction  of  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I should  slaughter  all 
those  diseases  ? — It  could  not  be  carried  out  so  those  that  had  been  in  contact  with  them  more 
effectually  as  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  those  especially  if  they  had  been  confined  in  shippens, 
diseases  into  the  country.  as  the  disease  is  more  certain  to  spread  in  those 

9036.  How  long  does  cattle  plague  take  to  cases, 
develop  itself.?— The  period  of  incubation  varies  9052.  I believe  that  when  an  animal  which 
very  much ; it  is  generally  from  seven  to  nine  has  been  the  subject  of  pleuro-puenmonia  is 
days,  and  in  shorter  periods  we  have  had  it.  killed,  almost  all  fear  of  contagion  is  o-one  ?— For 

9037.  What  would  you  say  would  be  the  almost  all  practical  purposes,  I should  suppose 
shortest  period  ? — From  six  to  seven  days.  that  was  a correct  idea.  1 1 ’ 

9038.  And  from  eight  to  nine  days  the  maxi-  9053.  If  that  were  the  case  would  you  not 
mum?— Yes,  I think  so.  think  that  it  might  be  sufficient  to  stay  the  dis- 

9039.  And  sheep-pox;  how  long  does  that  take  order,  by  killing  all  the  cattle  that  were  actually 
to  develop  ? — Sheep-pox  takes  about  nine  days.  diseased,  and  insolating  all  the  others  and  killino- 

9040.  And  pleuro-pneumonia  ?— Forty  days,  them  as  they  fell  down  with  the  disease  ?— There 
and  even  more.  would  be  a chance  of  spreading  the  disease  in 

9041.  And  foot-and-mouth  disease  ? — From  that  way.,  simply  because,  sooner  or  later  the  rest 
three  to  seven  days.  . . of  the  animals  would  be  affected  with  the  disorder 

9042.  So  that,  although  the  animals  might  be  especially  if  they  were  kept  in  shippens. 
perfectly  healthy  at  the  time  they  were  examined,  9054.  But  if  the  animals  were  isolated  for  a 
they  might  have  the  disease  incubating  in  them,  period  of  three  months,  would  there  be  any 
and  no  professor  on  earth  could  find  it  out? — No;  danger  then?  — There  would  be  no  danger 
during  the  incubative  stage  we  cannot  find  it  out  then.  " ° 

by  any  inspection  which  we  can  give  to  public  9055.  Do  you  think  that  wo  mmht  try  this 
StrA0a^f  r^llway8‘  . . . . Plan : hill  ad  the  cattle  which  are  the  subjects  of 

9043.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to  the  disease,  and  inoculate  the  rest  of  them,  with 
the  present  regulations  under  the  Act  with  regard  strict  isolation  for  three  months  ?— It  would  be  a 
to  cattle  plague ; do  you  think  they  are  suffi-  very  good  plan ; but  with  regard  to  dairies  I 
ciently  stringent  in  the  case  of  an  outbreak  ? — I could  not.  recommend  that, 
do  not  know  very  much  about  the  present  Act  9056.  What  would  you  recommend  with  regard 
with  regard  to  the  cattle  plague ; if  you  will  tell  to  them  ?— For  a city  such  as  London  I should 
-Te.y  aV®’  1 Avi11  Sive  m7  opinion.  recommend  that  some  experiment  should  be  per- 

9044.  It  is  this,  that  all  cattle  affected  with  formed  to  try  the  effect  of  inoculation,  because 
cattle  plague  are  to  be  slaughtered,  and  all  those  although  some  foreign  authorities  believe  in  it 
that  are  herded  with  them  may  be  slaughtered;  yet  we  in  England  do  not  believe-  so  much  in  it! 
and  1 believe  it  is  possible  to  slaughter  with  con-  I think  the  Privy  Council  officers  should  have 
sent  of  the  owner  those  that  may  be  in  adjacent  performed  some  experiments,  and  that  they  should 
places ; would  you  have  it  imperative  that  all  be  carried  out  most  thoroughly,  and  on  a very 
cattle  which  are  herded  with,  diseased  cattle,  extensive  scale.  We  have  English  authorities 
be  at  once  killed  ?— -Decidedly.  who  believe  in  it,  but  where  I am  I have  no 

. 9045,  -^nd  power,  we  will  say,  given  to  some  opportunity  of  performing  such  experiments, 
inspectors  of  the  Privy  Council  to  slaughter  all  9057.  Have  you  any  belief  in  inoculation 
tnose  that  are  adjacent  ?— If.  there  is  any  yourself? — I cannot  disbelieve  it,  we  have  such 
anger  or  the  disease  spreading  in  that  direction,  good  reports  from  elsewhere  about  it. 

6 Qnlft  'nr  . 9058.  Where  have  we  good  reports  from  ?— 

su4b.  Would  you  give  that  power  to  the  local  In  Belgium,  Holland,  Austria,  Prussia,  and  in 
spector,  or  to  the  Privy  Council  ? — It  would  be  France,  from  Professor  Bouley,  who  is  a very 
q er  “ were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Privy  good  authority ; and  in  the  colonies,  in  Australia, 
To47  ’ q , . for  example,  from  Mr.  Bruce’s  report ; and  in 

* I-.0  “*at  in  case  a spark  of  disease  this  country,  Professor  G-aingee. 

.F*™;  d could  be  stamped  out  without  the  9059.  You  are  of  opinion  that  inoculation 
904^! 0 'wr  f-aPPea™g ** — ^"es-  ought  to  be  tried? — I should  decidedly  be  of 

voii  A » t1  r®Sard  t0  sheep-pox,  what  would  that  opinion.  I should  not  like  to  recommend 
and  flb\l  wo,  kill  all  those  that  were  affected,  that  all  our  stock  suffering  from  pleuro-puen- 
9049  Y6  tlat  w?re  *n  ?°.ntacfc  with  them.  monia,  and  all  other  animals  in  contact  with  them 
— t * . u are. quite  positive  upon  that  point  ? should  be  destroyed,  without  some  experiment 
9050  « Pos*dve  uPon  that  point.  to  prove  whether  inoculation  be  effective  or  not. 

nlsii  ‘ "“at  would  you  do  with  regard  to  I tliink  it  would  be  a great  waste  of  money, 
regard  ^neui?oula  ? — There,  is  a difficulty  with  9060.  When  cuttle  are  first  attacked  by  pleuro- 
tricta  P^uro-pneumonia.  In  country  dis-  pneumonia,  is  the  flesh  marketable ? — Decidedly, 
slauffhtp  GTn  T86®?®  *lad  broken  out,  I should  9061.  You  would  not  have  those  animals  killed 
contact  r S vf6  dasea8.ed  animals,  and  those  in  and  buried  ? — Decidedly  not. 
it  is  a ved’ffien!V  ’n  reSard  to  town  dairies  9062.  Foot-and-mouth  disease  has  been  very 
0t5g  ^ dl®cult  matter  to  deal  with.  I think  prevalent,  and,  according  to  some  witnesses  here, 
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it  is  not  very  important ; -what  is  your  opinion 
with  regard  to  that? — The  spread  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  over  the  whole  length  and  breadth 
of  the  country  is,  I think,  a very  important 
matter. 

9063.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to 
the  average  damage  which  cattle  sustain  from  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  ? — There  are  a very  great 
many  things  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  In 
store  stock  the  loss  is  not  very  great ; perhaps 
30  s.,  or  perhaps  less,  would  be  the  amount  of  loss 
we  should  suffer  from  it,  and  in  fat  stock  the  loss 
would  be  much  greater ; it  would  be  even  4 l.  or 
5 l.  on  good  fat  stock,  and  upon  dairy  stock  it 
may  ruin  them,  as  they  will  frequently  be  unable 
to  give  any  further  milk.  I have  heard  an 
estimate  given  this  morning  of  2 l.  10  s.  per  head. 
I think  that  is  a low  estimate,  because  you  must 
take  into  account  the  loss  of  milk,  and  the  num- 
ber of  abortions,  and,  in  the  course  of  two  or 
three  years,  you  may  have  the  same  animals 
aborting  again,  and  I have  found  this  year  upon 
our  farm  that  our  sheep  had  to  be  taken  to  be 
served  with  the  ram  more  than  once,  and  some 
of  them  did  not  hold,  and  in  others  we  found  they 
had  only  one  lamb  instead  of  twins ; we  have  had 
very  few  twins  this  year,  in  consequence  of  the 
foot-and-mouth  disease. 

9064.  Have  you  seen  much  of  the  disease 
amongst  sheep  ? — Not  a very  great  deal. 

9065.  Is  there  not  much  more  disease  than 
formerly  amongst  them  ? — I could  not  say  as  to 
that,  because  formerly  I had  not  much  to  do 
with  sheep  ; but  recently  the  disease  has  spread 
extensively  through  Gloucestershire. 

9066.  And  with  disastrous  results  to  the  sheep  ? 
— Yes,  that  is  so. 

9067.  What  do  you  estimate  the  damage  done 
to  sheep  by  the  disease  ? — I could  hardly  estimate 
that,  but  I know  we  had  some  of  our  own  sheep 
which  were  ill,  and  it  took  three  months  before 
we  could  get  them  up  to  the  same  condition. 

9068.  With  regard  to  ewes,  you  say  the  effect 
was  more  permanent? — Yes,  there  were  a great 
many  abortions. 

9069.  Does  not  foot-and-mouth  disease  de- 
velope  itself  two  or  three  times  in  the  same 
animal? — I have  seen  it  twice  in  the  same  stock, 

I have  not  seen  it  three  times. 

9070.  Is  that  disease  more  general  than  it 
used  to  be  ? — I never  saw  it  to  the  same  extent 
before  as  I do  now,  and  I believe  that  is  the 
general  opinion. 

9071.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  general 
opinion  of  the  farmers  with  regard  to  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  ? — There  can  be  only  one  opinion 
about  it  when  men  are  losing  money,  that  it  is  a 
very  serious  matter. 

9072.  We  have  had  evidence  from  the 
veterinary  authorities  that  the  farmers  do  not 
care  about  foot-and-mouth  disease,  and  that  the 
sooner  they  get  it  over  the  better  ?— That  is, 
that  they  look  upon  it  as  a necessity,  but  where 
a man  loses  2 1. 10s . a-head  upon  each  animal  it  is 
a matter  which  he  will  think  about,  and  he  will 
not  venture  to  bring  in  fresh  stock  while  he  has 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  which  Bhows  plainly  that 
he  must  think  a great  deal  about  the  disorder. 

9073.  Do  you  think  that  foot-and-mouth 
disease  has  been  more  prevalent  last  year  than 
we  have  had  it  before  ? — I have  seen  more  of  it 
and  I should  think  that  it.  was  more  prevalent 
last  year  than  previously. 


9074.  Is  it  dying  out  now,  apparently 

our  district  it  is.  J 

9075.  If  foot-and-mouth  disease  were  to  d' 
out  and  we  were  to  get  rid  of  it  should  we  have 
any  danger  of  its.  spontaneous  origin  again  in  this 
country  ? — Certainly  not. 

9076.  Do  not  you  think  that  foot-and-mouth 
disease,  pleuro-pneumonia,  sheep-pox,  and  cattle 
plague  are  all  forign  diseases  ?— There  is  no 
doubt  about  that  in  the  slightest  degree. 

9077.  In  case  we  get  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
and  foot-and-mouth  disease,  do  you  think  there 
will  be  a danger  of  re-importing  those  diseases 
from  abroad?— There  is  no  doubt  about  it,  that 
we  shall  never  get  rid  of  those  diseases  as  W 
as  we  import  cattle  from  abroad. 

9078.  What  would  you  do  with  the  fat  stock 
that  come  here  ? — I would  kill  them. 

9079-  Where  ? — At  the  ports  ; and  prevent 
people  from  walking  to  and  fro  from  the  live 
stock  to  the  store  stock  in  other  markets,  as  they 
may  carry  the  virus  in  that  way. 

9080.  Do  you  think  that  would  create  any  diffi- 
culty or  deprivation  ? — I do  not  think  we  should 
find  any  difficulty  arising  from  that.  In  Glasgow 
we  had  to  kill  a large  number  to  supply  the  sur- 
rounding country,  and  we  did  not  find  any  diffi- 
culty in  doing  so. 

9081.  You  do  not  think  that  if  the  foreign 
stock  which  were  imported  into  Hull  were  killed 
at  a water-side  market,  there  would  be  any  diffi- 
culty in  supplying  a great  city  like  Manchester 
with  meat  ? — I should  think  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  doing  that. 

9082.  You  were  in  Scotland  for  some  time; 
did  you  sec  much  of  the  transit  of  dead  meat?— 
No,  not  much  of  it. 

9083.  Does  some  of  the  meat  that  is  killed  in 
the  north  of  Scotland  come  to  Glasgow  ? — Not  a 
great  quantity  of  it. 

9084.  The  meat  that  is  killed  in  the  north  of 
Scotland  chiefly  comes  south,  does  it  not? — It 
does. 

9085.  You  really  do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
reason  to  believe  that  the  inland  towns  would 
suffer  if  the  foreign  stock  should  be  killed  at  the 
ports  at  which  they  were  landed  ? — I do  not;  in 
fact,  I think  they  would  be  benefited. 

9086 . How ? — Simply  becau se  so  many  animals 
would  not  be  moving  in  the  lines  of  cattle  traffic ; 
that  would  lessen  the  number  of  animals  that 
would  be  diseased. 

9087.  Do  you  think  that  there  is  a possibility 
of  diminishing  the  number  which  are  imported  if 
you  were  to  kill  the  animals  at  the  port  of  landing? 
— I do  not  think  so. 

9088.  You  think  that  if  all  cattle,  sheep,  and 
pigs  that  were  imported  from  abroad  were  killed 
at  proper  water-side  markets  that  would  be  a 
means  of  keeping  out  foreign  diseases,  and  would 
be  no  injury  to  the  great  consumers  of  meat?— 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  if  you  do  so  that 
would  prevent  the  introduction  of  infectious  and 
contagious  diseases.  I do  not  think  it  would 
injure  the  consumers,  I think  that  they  would  be 
benefited  rather  than  injured  by  it. 

9089.  You  mean  to  say  that  we  should  be 

directly  benefited  by  a reduction  in  the  Pn®®  0 
meat  by  having  no  disease  in  our  own  stock  r— 
Quite  so.  . . 

9090.  Have  you  made  any  sort  of  calculatio 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  loss  that  we 
suffer  from  those  foreign  diseases? — I ^ave, 
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culated  it.  I have  looked  over  a lot  of  statistics  9104.  Have  you  had  any  opportunity  of  seeing 
with  regard  to  the  matter,  but  there  is  always  the  way  in  which  the  Act  has  been  carried  out 
great  difficulty  in  getting  them;  you  will  find  with  regard  to  home  stock ’—No  verv  little 
a..  ™ a*  *»">  9105.  With  regard  to  disinfecting  mavketa,  for 

example  ? I have  seen  the  Bristol  and  Gloucester 
markets ; they  are  said  to  disinfect  there,  but  I 
fail  to  see  it ; the  market  is  in  a filthy  condition, 
and  diseased  animals  stand  in  the  markets. 

9106.  Have  you  seen  anything  in  reference  to 
disinfecting  trucks  upon  railways?— I always 
look  at  railway  trucks  in  every  part  of  the 
country  I am  in  to  see  the  state  of  them ; and  at 


•the  statistics  in  the  Fifth  Medical  Report, 
which  appears  to  be  very  accurate.  Mr.  Kilby, 
who  is  an  eminent  agriculturalist  in  the  north, 
lias  devoted  much  time  to  the  matter ; his  statis- 
tics appear  to  be  very  reliable  upon  the  subject. 

9091.  Do  you  suppose  that  the  present  exces- 
sively high  price  of  meat  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  amount  of  disease  that  we  have  suffered  from 

recently? — There  can  be  no  doubt  about  it.  

9092.  That  it  has  materially  increased  the  price  our  own  goods  stations  at  Cirencester,5  I vTent 

0^  meat  ? — That  it  has  materially  increased  the  down  one  day  a big  market,  and  I found  ei<riit 
1,riCl0/ • ••  „ or  nine  trucks  in  a filthy  condition,  which  had  not 

9093.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to  been  disinfected.  They  were  being  loaded  with 
quarantine  ?— That  is  a very  difficult  matter  to  sheep ; cattle  were  in  them  formerly  and  the 
deal  with  ; my  idea  is  this,  that  I do  not  think  droppings  were  plainly  visible  on  the  side  of  the 
that  quarantine  is  practicable  at  all,  that  is  to  say,  truck.  I mentioned  it  at  a meeting  of  our  chamber 
that  the  quarantine  premises  would  form  distinct  of  agriculture,  and  it  was  mentioned  to  the  Great 

spread  of  the  disorder.  Western  Company;  but  no  action  was  taken 

9094.  lhen  under  your  regulations,  as  I may  upon  it. 

rail  them,  there  would  be  no  foreign  stores  im-  9107.  Do  not  the  railway  companies  charge  for 

'“oooe  A a ? „ . disinfection  ?-Yes  ; they  charge  a shilling  for 

9095.  And  no  foreign  cows  ? — No  foreign  each  truck. 

C0Qcae  , n . . 9108.  But  the  railway  companies  do  not  dis- 

909t>.  Do  you  believe  that  foreign  cows  are  infect  the  trucks  ?— They  do  not  do  it. 
unsafe  to  import?— I believe  so;  they  are  not  9109.  How  would  you  remedy  that;  would 
onol  means-  you  have  a Government  inspector  going  about 

9097.  As  you  have  said  no  amount  of  mspec-  travelling  from  place  to  place  ?— Decidedly  I 
tion  can  discover  latent  disease,  you  think  the  would. 

animals  would  develop  it  after  they  came  into  9110.  What  further  improvement  in  carrying 
this  country  ? They  would  not  in  all  cases,  but  out  the  Act  would  you  suggest  with  regard  to 

PnnrQ«en?ge  0f  them  WOrli  do  80- home  8tock  ?~X  ^ould  not  care  about  suggesting 

9 98.  Are  you  aware  of  the  quantity  of  disease,  anything  further  in  regard  to  our  homo  stock, 
we  will  say  pleuro-pneumonia,  which  exists  upon  for  the  simple  reason  that  we  have  not  the  facts 
some  parts  of  the  continent  ? — No  ; I do  not  before  us. 

tnZoVer7w^Ch  abo,ut  that  at  the  Pre8ent  9111.  You  would  decidedly  kill  all  cases  of 

yu99.  with  regard  to  stores,  you  think  that  pleuro-pneumonia,  of  which  we  have  a great 
tney  should  not  be  imported,  because  you  cannot  many  now  ?— Not  in  all  cases, 
quaranfane  them  ?— 1 should  be  afraid  to  recoin-  9112.  I understand  you  to  say  that  you  would 
mend  ; I should  be  afraid  that  disease  would  kill  in  all  cases  of  developed  disease  ?— Yes ; 
PqTnn  ^ 8U°b  centres-  , when  the  disease  was  upon  the  animal ; all 

■ Supposing  we  had  one  or  two  ports  animals  suffering  actually  from  pleuro-pneumonia. 
tnat  were  set  apart  for  the  purpose  of  importing  9113.  And  in  other  cases  in  the  country,  you 
fi  J11  ,r1e  stock  simply,  .do  you  think  that  would  kill,  in  some  instances,  those  herded  with 
_aHlo  fwoulcl  ;)C.  a possibility  of  quarantining  them? — Yes;  where  the  disease  was  introduced 
• tor  a certain  time  ? — The  chief  difficulty  to  a stock.  I should  prevent  the  disease  snread- 
“ * * m the  eve.nt  of  y°ur  getting  a lot  ing  by  killing  the  whole  of  the  stock. 

. °y°“r 'quarantine  premises,  andpleuro-  9114.  And  you  would  give  compensation?1 — I 
p eumonia  or  foot-and-mouth  disease  breaks  out,  would  give  compensation. 

Ynn  ^re  +^i°-ri ^ l. do  w*tb  the  rest  of  the  stock?  9115.  Would  you  give  full  compensation? — 
i-1*!  . them  out,  so  that  that  would  really  I would  give  full  compensation  for  the  healthy 

that  >e  introduction  of  foreign  stock  under  animals,  and  half  for  the  diseased  animals. 
mpm;8^  eDj  i ^ y?u  can  Set  stock  into  those  9116.  You  think  that  the  town  dairies  are 
find  ttio  aad  r eP  tkem  there  a certain  time,  and  great  sources  of  disease  ? — They  are  centre, 
wmilrl  aif  iref  Xrom,  disease,  no  doubt  that  9117.  Do  you  see  much  of  them  in  Glas 
2.  S?  aAenefit  t0  country,  but  that  : 
where  the  difficulty  is. 

proposal  to  quarantine  cattle  you 
not  n°fc  entertain  for  a moment  ?— Decidedly 


i you  see  much  of  them  in  Glasgow? 
-A  great  deal.  I inspected  the  dairies  there 
under  the  town  council.  We  were  instructed 
to  visit  them  all,  and  to  report  upon  them,  and 
in  consequence  of  that,  we  saw  a great  deal  of 
91  no  T\  , . , the  town  dairies,  and  the  pleuro-pneumonia  in 

rielit  5;  • y0"  •t?mk  we  ore  in  the  them. 

diseaqp/T11011  WIt  l reSar(i  t0  the  prevention  of  9118.  Are  they  generally  the  homes  of  plei 
, aases  amoilff  our  RtAP.lr.  T o if.  ° rf  ... 


that  you  f1011®  our,  st?ck*  I gather  from  you  pneumonia  ? — They  are  the  homes  of  it.  It  arises 
that  wp  rlnanY  iVe  beSm  a*  “e  wrong  end,  and  m this  way : they  frequently  change  their  stock, 
there  mi,  iaQDOt  j P * , disease  out?— I think  and  they  go  to  the  public  market  and  purchase 
9103  1 \ a°  d°ubt  whatever  about  that.  fresh  cattle, 
makinffan^f . U,dess  ^e.  do  that,  it  is  no  use  9119.  Do  you  think  that  it  has  nothing  to  do 
— I am  full  ^cgmatwnS'for  our  own  cattle  ? with  the  artificial  way  in  which  the  cattle  are 
ing  auv  / ot  opinion  that  it  is  no  use  adopt-  kept? — It  predisposes  them,  but  it  is  not  an 
until  you  J,U  atl0ns  with  regard  to  home  stock  exciting  cause;  it  may  lead  them  to  take  the 
0 58  pUt  a 8toP  to  foreig»  importations.  disorder,  but  that  is  all. 

3 a 3 9120.  Do 
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9120.  Do  you  think  that  the  stock  suffer  much 
from  transit  by  land  or  sea  ? — In  many  cases  they 
do. 

9121.  In  coming  from  Ireland? — In  coming 
from  the  north  of  Ireland ; from  Belfast.  I have 
gone  down  into  the  hold  to  inspect  the  cattle,  and 
I could  not  stay  more  than  one  or  two  minutes 
in  the  place ; the  ventilation  was  so  bad ; the 
odour  was  dreadful. 

9122.  Would  that  be  worse  when  they  were 
unloading  than  when  they  were  at  sea  ? — I refer 
to  going  on  board  before  the  animals  were  un- 
loaded. 

9123.  When  the  ship  was  stationary  ?— When 
the  ship  was  stationary. 

9124.  The  ventilation  would  not  be  so  bad 
when  at  sea,  when  the  wind  sails  were  at  work, 
would  it? — I do  not  think  the  wind  sails  do 
much  good  ; I have  gone  down  the  hold,  and 
near  the  mouth  of  the  hold  there  was  some  differ- 
ence ; but  in  the  further  parts,  where  the  ani- 
mals were  stowed  away,  the  air  was  very 
foul. 

9125.  How  long  is  it  since  you  were  inspector 
at  Glasgow  ? — It  must  be  nearly  seven  years. 

9126.  And  you  have  not  had  much  experience 
of  the  Irish  trade  since  ? — Except  at  Bristol, 
where  I have  been  sometimes. 

9127.  Do  you  think  the  Irish  vessels  are  im- 
proved '! — I could  not  say  that,  because  the  Clyde 
vessels  are  very  well  adapted  for  the  trade,  and 
I could  not  say  that  they  have  improved  since 
that  time. 

9128.  When  those  vessels  were  badly  venti- 
lated, one  diseased  animal  would,  I suppose,  be 
the  means  of  infecting  a great  number  of  others  ? 
— There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

9129.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  plcuro-pncu- 
monia  can  only  be  conveyed  by  the  breath  of  an 
animal? — Only  by  the  breath  of  an  animal. 

9130.  Then  when  the  breath  is  out  of  his  body, 
we  hope  there  would  be  little  danger  of  the  infec- 
tion spreading? — There  is  one  very  strange  thing, 
which  will  go  to  prove  that  it  is  produced  by  the 
exhalation  from  the  lungs.  In  these  town  dairies, 
if  there  was  an-  animal  standing  near  the  door, 
perhaps  next  the  door,  that  animal  was  the  first 
victim,  and  the  next  victim  lias  been  found  to  he 
an  animal  right  in  against  the  wall,  furthest  from 
that  animal  first  attacked ; we  attribute  that  to  a 
current  of  air  stiiking  the  animal  newly  placed 
there  which  had  the  disease,  and  carrying  it 
against  the  wall  over  the  heads  of  the  other 
cattle. 

9131.  What  distance  would  that  be  ? — Per- 
haps 50  or  60  feet, 

9132.  You  do  not  believe  in  the  spontaneous 
generation  of  those  diseases  ? — I do  not. 

9133.  Has  there  been  any  new  light  thrown 
upon  the  diseases  of  animals  during  tlie  last  ten 

ears? — No,  I do  not  think  so.  I think  all  we 
now  now  we  knew  in  1863,  from  Professor 
Garngee. 

9134.  I suppose  we  have  not  tried  very  much 
to  ascertain  new  facts? — No;  it  is  so  difficult  to 
carry  out  those  experiments  for  private  parties, 
as  they  are  liable  to  endanger  the  district. 

9135.  Have  the  Veterinary  College  done  any- 
thing with  regard  to  that  ? — Not  since  the 
experiments  which  they  made  some  time  ago,  as 
I understand. 

9136.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  foot-and-mouth 
disease  can  be  contracted  by  other  animals  besides 


cattle,  pigs,  sheep,  goats,  and  deer  ?—It  i8  s • j 
so,  I believe,  but  I do  not  know  that.  1(1 

9137.  I suppose  that  although  hares  mioht  Mt 
be  subject  to  the  disease,  they  could  carry  th 
contagion  from  one  field  to  another? — Yes-  if  the  6 
get  the  contagion  adhering  to  their  coat,  they  miaht 
convey  it  just  the  same  as  hay  or  grass  would  ° 

9138.  Do  you  think  that  cattle  which  have 
recovered,  say  from  the  foot-and-mouth  disease 
carry  the  contagion  with  them  for  any  length  of 
time  ? — It  is  in  my  opinion  that  they  do. 

9139.  And  sheep  in  the  same  way?— Sheen 
undoubtedly  do  so  ; they  carry  the  contagion  in 
their  coats. 

9140.  What  would  you  do  with  reference  to 
inoculation;  did  I understand  you  to  suggest 
anything  in  regard  to  that? — It  is  simply^this 
that  from  what 1 have  heard  of  Professor  Simonds’ 
and  Professor  Brown’s  experiments,  they  have 
performed  some  few  experiments,  and  they  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  inoculation  was  of  no  use 
as  a preventive  of  pleuro-pncumonia.  Now,  we 
found  in  this  country  and  in  other  countries,  that 
many  people  do  believe  it  who  have  experi- 
mented largely,  and  they  have  found  that  it  is  a 
preventive.  _ Now  I should  recommend  that  the 
authorities  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  perhaps  two 
or  three  other  authorities  in  this  country,  who 
know  as  much  about  cattle  disease  as  anybody, 
should  have  a district  given  to  them  each ; let 
each  have  a county,  and  let  each  of  them  make 
experiments,  and  let  it  be  tried ; I should  say 
that  we  should  gain  a great  deal  from  such  ex- 
periments. 

9141.  Do  you  believe  in  the  posibility  of  get- 
ting rid  of  plcuro-pneumonia  ? — Undoubtedly. 

9 142.  And  also  foot-  and-mouth  disease  ? — Stop 
the  foreign  importations,  and  foot-and-mouth 
disease  will  die  out ; it  is  the  nature  of  all  con- 
tagious aiul  infectious  diseases,  that  they  die  out 
in  parts  remote  from  the  seats  where  they  arise. 
Take  the  human  subject;  small-pox  and  yellow 
fever,  and  all  those  sort  of  tilings  die  out  after  a 
while. 

9143.  They  must  be  fed  with  fresh  contagion 
to  keep  them  up,  must  they  not? — Yes;  we  find 
that  when  the  virus  passes  through  many  animals 
it  dies  out,  the  poison  is  destroyed,  and  unless  we 
import  fresh  virus  from  abroad,  the  disease  will 
die  out. 

9144.  Arc  you  quite  positive  that  these 
diseases  are  of  foreign  origin  ? — I have  no  doubt 
whatever  about  it. 

9145.  Mr.  Dodson .]  You  have  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  in  your  opinion  inspection  was  no 
kind  of  use  ? — Not  as  a preventive  of  contagious 
diseases. 

9146.  You  say  that,  having  been  an  inspector 
yourself  at  the  port  of  Glasgow  ? — I was  in- 
spector at  the  port  of  Glasgow. 

9147.  Were  you  inspector  for  local  authority, 
or  were  you  under  the  Privy  Council  ? — I was 
inspector  for  the  local  authority. 

9148.  For  how  long  were  you  an  inspector 
there? — For  some  seven  or  eight  months,  I 
think. 

9149.  How  long  ago  was  that? — Seven  years, 

I think. 

9150.  When  you  say  that  inspection  is  no  use, 
do  you  mean  that  the  present  regulations  at  the 
ports  are  of  no  use  ? — Inspection  is  of  no  use ; 
that  is  what  I meant  to  say. 

9151.  The  basis  of  the  present  system  as 

regards 
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regards  foreign  animals  is  inspection,  is  it  not  ? — 
Just  so. 

9152.  And  you  say  that  that  is  of  no  use  ? — 
It  is  of  no  use. 

9153.  You  might  just  as  well  abolish  the 
present  regulations,  might  you  not? — You  might 
abolish  the  present  regulations. 

9154.  And  let  the  importations  be  perfectly 
free  ? — I do  not  know  whether  I should  recom- 
mend such  a course  or  not,  but  when  I say  that 
inspection  is  of  no  use,  I mean  that  it  of  no  use 
in  detecting  disease  during  the  incubative  stage, 
but  when  the  disease  is  in  an  animal,  any  person 
who  knows  anything  about  an  animal  would  be 
able  to  detect  the  disorder. 

9155.  Then  you  qualify  your  statement,  that 
inspection  is  of  no  use,  by  saying,  that  it  is  of  no 
use  as  regards  the  admission  of  animals  in  which 
the  disease  is  not  developed  ? — It  is  no  use  as  a 
preventive  to  the  introduction  of  contagious  and 
infectious  diseases  into  this  county. 

9153.  Then  the  present  regulations  are  of  no 
use  and  they  might  as  well  be  abolished  ? — They 
might  be  so. 

9157.  Would  you  recommend  the  present 
regulations  being  abolished  ? — I should  not. 

9158.  If  the  present  regulations  are  of  no  use 
what  is  the  use  of  keeping  them  up  ? — That  is 
for  the  authorities  to  say.  What  I can  say  in  the 
matter  is,  that  when  I was  an  inspector  I could 
not  detect  disease  in  the  incubative  stage,  but  in 
the  acute  stage  I could ; therefore,  I take  it  that 
inspection  is  of  no  use  to  prevent  the  importation 
of  contagious  diseases. 

9159.  Therefore,  it  comes  to  this,  that  the  pre- 
sent regulations  are  of  no  use,  hut  still  you  would 
not  take  upon  yourself  to  advise  that  they  should 
be  abolished  ? — Decidedly  not. 

9160.  Therefore,  there  is  a lurking  idea  in  your 
mind  that  the  present  regulations  are  of  some 
use  ?■  I do  not  think  they  are  of  any  use  in  pre- 
venting the  spread  of  disease ; they  may  lessen 
the  number  of  cases  appearing;  in  this  country, 
but  they  cannot  prevent  the  disorder  from  enter- 
ing the  country;  that  is  exactly  what  I mean. 

. 9161.  And  unless  the  regulations  prevent  the 
importation  of  disease  they  are  practically  useless, 
that  is  the  legitimate  conclusion  from  your  posi- 
tion ! — Quite  so. 

9162.  Still  you  do  not  recommend  their  aboli- 
tion?— No,  I do  not. 

. Now,  with  regard  to  sheep-pox,  you  told 
the  Committee  that  you  would  kill  the  diseased 
annuals  and  those  that  were  herded  with  them, 
would  it  he  worth  while  trying  inoculation  with 
respect  to  sheep-pox  ? — I should  say  not. 

9164.  Has  it  been  tried?— I should  say  it  has 
been  tried  frequently. 

9165.  Has  it  been  sufficiently  tried  to  show 
a it  ia  inefficient  ? — I think  inoculation  merely 

oims  distinct  centres  for  the  spread  of  the  dis- 
Jv>  e^’  increases  the  number  of  animals 

way0  ^ aU<^  ^ *kink  that  it  is  inefficient  in  that 

anrl  T°v  Committee  that  the  foot- 
er disease  and  all  the  contagious  diseases 

T61’?  of  fo.reign  origin  ?— Yes. 

• And  that,  if  we  kept  them  from  being 
ported,  those  diseases  would  die  out  at  home? 
1Svmy  °Pinion' 

' ■Xou  have  explained  the  theory  upon 
thp  rUc7°U  Sround  that  opinion,  that  the  virus  of 
on*  lneaSej  llnie8s  renewed  from  its  source,  dies 
0.58  *)10cess  hime ; have  you  any  other 


ground  than  that  of  theory  for  what  you  say ; 
can  you  point  out  any  instances  of  disease  being 
introduced  from  abroad  since  the  present  regula- 
tions have  been  in  force  ? — I do  not  know  when 
the  present  regulations  were  in  force. 

9169.  The  present  Act  and  the  Orders  of  the 
Council  as  regards  foreign  animals  came  into 
force  m 1869  ; has  any  foreign  disease  been  in- 
troduced into  this  country  since  then  ? — I do  not 
know  anything  about  that” because  I am  altogether 
out  of  the  district. 

9170.  You  not  having  been  engaged  as  an  in- 
spector have  not  had  any  opportunity  of  seeing 
it  yourself? — Decidedly  not, 

9171.  But  you  proceed  upon  the  theory  which 
you  have  explained  to  the  Committee,  that  the 
virus  would  die  out  unless  it  was  renewed  from 
time  to  time  from  the  countries  in  which  it  had 
its  seat? — Yes,  we  have  seen  that  occur  in  former 
outbreaks  of  foot-and-mouth  disease;  we  have 
seen  it  die  out. 

9172.  But  do  you  know  that  the  disease  was 
really  introduced  from  abroad  ? — The  disease 
could  not  be  produced  spontaneously,  therefore 
it  must  be  introduced. 

9173.  You  proceed  upon  a theory;  you  have 
no  fact  to  ]ioint  to? — We  have  seen  the  disease 
die  out. 

9174.  But  have  you  seen  it  re-introduced  into 
this  country  ? — We  have  seen  it  break  out  again, 
and  it  must  be  re-introduced,  as  au  actual  fact. 

9175.  We  are  assuming  that  the  disease  lias 
died  out,  but  have  we  got  the  fact  that  it  lias 
been  re-imported  ?— If  the  disease  died  out  the 
virus  must  have  been  re-imported  from  abroad, 
before  it  could  produce  the  disorder. 

9176.  Of  course,  unless  we  had  any  proof  that 
a cargo  had  introduced  the  disease  into  the 
country  after  the  disease  had  died  out,  that  rests 
upon  theory  ? — If  you  look  at  the  Privy  Council 
Returns  you  see  that  cargo  after  cargo  and 
animal  after  animal  is  condemned  at  the  ports. 

9177.  But  those  animals  are  stopped  at  the 
port  ? — But  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  same 
ships  from  spreading  the  disease  when  they  come 
again  next  time ; I am  now  out  of  the  inspection, 
and  I am  in  the  country,  but  I am  morally  cer- 
tain of  the  thing. 

9178.  You  are  likewise  morally  certain  that 
the  disease  has  died  out  of  the  country  ? — Yes,  I 
am. 

9179.  Are  you  more  than  morally  certain  that 
the  disease  has  died  out;  have  you  had  proof 
of  that? — Yes ; I believe  so,  during  the  cattle 
plague. 

9180.  You  mean  that  the  cattle  plague  regula- 
tions had  the  effect  of  stamping  out  the  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  ? — Yes ; by  preventing  the  moving 
of  animals,  and  so  stamping  it  out. 

9181.  You  feel  morally  certain  that  by  the 
time  the  cattle  plague  had  expired,  and  the  cattle 
plague  regulations  went  out  of  existence,  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  had  ceased  to  exist  in  the 
country  ? — Yes,  as  far  as  my  experience  goes, 
and  as  far  as  I have  heard  about  it. 

9182.  You  stated  that  you  would  prohibit 
altogether  the  importation  of  foreign  animals  into 
the  country  ? — I would. 

9183.  When  did  foot-and-mouth  disease  first 
appear  in  this  country  ? — I believe  it  first  ap- 
peared in  1839. 

9184.  Were  there  any  foreign  animals  im- 
ported at  that  time  7 — They  were  imported  before, 
that. 
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9185.  We  have  been  told  that  the  importation 
of  foreign  animals  was  prohibited  until  1841  or 
1842  ? — It  was  1842, 1 believe. 

9186.  How  do  you  account  for  the  appearace 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  the  country  before 
the  importation  of  foreign  animals  ? — It  is  difficult 
to  account  for  it,  because  it  may  come  in,  in  so 
many  different  ways ; but  I think  the  hides  com- 
ing from  infected  districts  in  1839,  goes  a great 
way  to  prove  that  that  was  the  origin  oi  the 
disease. 

9187.  Then,  if  we  altogether  prohibit  the  in- 
troduction of  foreign  animals  into  England,  we 
should  still  not  have  absolute  security  against  the 
introduction  of  disease? — No  ; not  it  wo  allowed 
unsound  hides  to  be  brought  into  our  ports  with- 
out prohibition. 

9188.  It  would  be  necessary  to  allow  them, 
then,  to  be  imported  only  under  strong  restric- 
tions?— Yes;  under  strong  restrictions. 

9189.  You  would  have  to  make  very  strong 
restrictions  with  regard  to  persons  in  the  port 
who  are  engaged  in  handling  and  slaughtering 
the  foreign  imported  animals,  would  you  not  i — 
Yes. 

9190.  Of  course  you  would  have  to  provide 
water-side  markets  for  slaughter  at  all  the  ports 
where  the  animals  would  have  to  be  landed  ? — 
Yes,  that  would  be  so. 

9191.  At  whose  expense  could  that  be  done? — 
I have  not  considered  that ; my  only  object  is  to 
provide  the  country  with  cheap  butchers’  meat, 
and  to  keep  the  stock  of  the  country  healthy.  I 
do  not  care  who  pays  for  the  water-side  market. 

9192.  You  told  the  Committee  that  quarantine 
was  impracticable? — Yes,  I did  say  so. 

9193.  Were  you  an  inspector  in  the  year  1868? 
—-It  was  before  that,  I think,  that  1 was  an  in- 
spector. 

9194.  For  a certain  period  of  the  time,  in  the 
course  of  the  year  1868,  foreign  sheep  were  sub- 
jected to  quarantine;  are  you  aware  of  that? — I 
do  not  know  that;  in  Glasgow  wc  had  no  quaran- 
tine premises. 

9195.  At  all  events  you  had  no  experience  of 
that? — No,  I had  no  experience  of  that. 

9196.  What  suggestions  have  you  to  make  as 
regards  the  importation  of  Irish  stock  ? — Ireland 
is  a breeding  country ; I do  not  think  there  can 
be  much  done  with  that.  Ireland  is  a very 
healthy  country  in  a natural  way;  that  is  my 
experience  of  it. 

9197.  You  think  that  the  disease  would  die  out 
in  Ireland  ? — There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

9198.  Iveland  imports  very  little  foreign  stock 
now,  does  she  not  ? — She  imports  foreigners  from 
England  in  the  shape  of  calves. 

91 99.  Ireland  imports  its  disease  from  England, 
you  think? — There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

9200.  In  order  to  stamp  out  disease  from  Ire- 
land would  you  have  to  begin  by  prohibiting  all 
importations  from  England  into  Ireland?— -No, 
certainly  not. 

9201.  How  would  you  begin  with  Ireland?— 
The  disease  would  die  out ; if  you  stop  it  in 
England  it  could  not  go  to  Ireland. 

9202.  You  would  stop  the  disease  in  England? 
— If  you  put  a stop  to  foreign  importations  the 
disease  will  die  out  in  England  and  Scotland. 

9203.  And  in  process  of  time  the  disease  will 
die  out  in  Ireland  too  ? — I have  no  doubt  about 
that. 


. 9204.  Returning  to  sheep-pox,  does  sheep-p0x 
always  spread  through  a flock? — No;  not  Vail 
cases. 

9205.  But  still  you  recommend  slaughtering 
the  whole  flock  ? — Yes ; to  prevent  its  spreading 
to  other  flocks  simply. 

9206.  Would  it  not  be  enough  if  the  flock  in 
which  the  disease  appeared  was  kept  apart  from 
other  flocks;  would  it  then  he  necessary  to 
slaughter  the  flock  ? — But  the  great  difficulty 
is  to  isolate  the  flocks;  in  another  week  it 
would  go  on,  and  you  would  find  another  case 
and  you  would  isolate  that,  and  then  it  would  go 
on  until  you  had  isolated  a large  number  of 
animals. 

9207.  Provided  the  flock  in  which  the  disease 
appeared  could  be  isolated  from  other  flocks, 
would  you  think  it  necessary  to  slaughter  the 
whole  of  the  flock  ? — No  ; if  you  have  a 
guarantee  that  the  flock  shall  he  kept  entirely 
separate  from  any  other  flock  ; but  if  you  could 
not  get  such  a guarantee,  I would  destroy  the 
whole  of  the  floclc. 

9208.  How  long  would  sheep-pox  take  in  going 
through  a large  flock  ? — I should  not  like  to 
say. 

9209.  Chair Do  you  think  it  would  he 
two  or  three  weeks  ? — I think  it  would  not, 
decidedly. 

9210.  In  a flock  of  200  or  300  sheep  would  it 
be  two  or  three  weeks? — Decidedly  not. 

9211.  Mr.  Dodson."]  There  has  been  no  cattle 
disease  introduced  into  Ireland  except  from  Eng- 
land ; is  that  your  opinion  ? — If  they  did  not  im- 
port foreign  stock,  I should  think  not. 

9212.  But  as  a matter  of  fact,  do  you  know 


whether  any  disease  has  been  introduced  into 
Ireland  except  from  England  ? — As  a matter  of 
fact,  I do  not  know  that. 

9213.  You  do  not  know  whore  they  got  the 
cattle  plague  from  ? — From  England,  I believe. 

9214.  You  do  not  know  any  instance  in  which 
Ireland  got  the  disease  from  any  other  country  ? 
—No. 

9215.  What  would  you  do  as  regards  foot- 

and-mouth  disease  at  home  under  present  circum- 
stances ? — What  I should  do  is  simply  to  stop 
the  foreign  supplies,  and  then  the  disease  will 
die  ont.  . 

9216.  But  until  the  disease  had  died  out,  would 
you  retain  the  present,  regulations,  or  what  regu- 
lations would  you  recommend  ? — The  best  plan 
would  be  to  appoint  district  inspectors,  under  the 

control  of  the  Privy  Council  or  ot  the  local 
authority,  who  would  attend  to  the  disease  when 
it  broke  out  upon  a farm,  and  isolate  the  cases  0 
disease  upon  the  farm,  and  prevent  the  cat  e 
going  into  the  public  markets.  , 

9217.  Would  you  recommend  the  slaughter  01 

diseased  animals  in  the  case  of  foot-and-mou 
disease? — No.  . . 

9218.  You  would  simply  have  central  inspe - 

tors,  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council,  all  over 
the  country,  and  wherever  disease  appe 
upon  a farm  you  would  blockade  that  iarm  • 
Quite  so.  , ,ift. 

9219.  Would  you  keep  up  the  present  regm 

tions,  making  it  penal  to  expose  an  animal  n ^ 
foot-and-mouth  disease  in  a fair  or  market, 
send  it  along  a road  ? — Decidedly.  .»  & 

9220.  Under  the  present  regulations, 
diseased  animal  having  cattle  plague,  she  PP  ,’ 
or  glanders,  is  exposed  for  sale  in  a publi 
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the  local  authorities  have  power  to  seize  and  kill 
it,  have  they  not,  without  compensation? — Yes. 

9221.  Would  you  maintain  that  rule?  — 
Decidedly. 

9222.  If  an  animal  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  or  foot-and-mouth  disease  is  exposed  for 
sale  in  a fair  or  market,  the  local  authority  has 
now  power  to  seize  it ; would  you  give  the 
local  authority  power  to  kill  the  animal  too  ? — 
I would  make  short  work  of  it;  I do  not  know 
what  else  you  can  do  with  it. 

9223.  You  are  prepared  to  give  the  local 
authorities  the  same  power  with  regard  to  an 
animal  exposed  for  sale  having  foot-and-mouth 
disease,  as  they  have  now  with  regard  to  the 
more  serious  disorders,  are  you  not  ? — That  is  a 
matter  which  requires  a little  more  serious  con- 
sideration. 

9224.  You  have  not  considered  that  matter  ? 
— I have  not  considered  that  matter;  I am  entirely 
ignorant  of  the  existing  rules,  because  1 have  not 
had  to  do  with  this  matter ; the  difficulty  is  that 
I do  not  know  what  to  do  with  the  animals  unless 
you  kill  them. 

9225.  Take  the  case  of  an  animal  landing  from 
Ireland,  would  you  give  the  local  authority  power 
to  kill  it  upon  arriving  in  port? — That  should 
have  been  done  long  ago. 

9226.  Is  it  too  late  to  mend  ? — I think  it  is  too 
late  to  mend  now.  1 should  not  like  to  advise 
the  killing  of  the  whole  of  the  animals  coming  to 
the  Bristol  market,  for  example. 

9227.  Would  you  give  the  local  authorities 
power  to  seize  and  kill  an  animal  which  had  the 
disease  upon  it  when  it  was  landed  ? — I think  so. 

I think  it  would  be  the  best  for  the  agriculturists 
in  the  end. 

9228.  You  stated  that  in  the  case  of  animals 
that  were  killed  by  order  of  the  local  authority, 
you  would  give  half  compensation  for  animals 
actually  having  the  disease,  and  full  compensa- 
tion for  animals  which  were  killed,  because  they 
had  been  associated  with  the  diseased  animals  ? — 
Decidedly. 

9229.  How  would  you  measure  the  compen- 
sation ; when  you  say  you  would  give  compen- 
sation, do  you  mean  the  value  of  the  animal 
as  if  it  had  no  disease  upon  it  ? — Decidedly  ; it 
would  be  difficult  to  value  .an  animal  diseased. 

9230.  The  value  of  the  animal  which  has  got 
the  disease  upon  it,  is  that  of  a diseased  animal  ? 
— Yes. 


9231.  Nevertheless,  you  would  give  half  the 
full  value  ? — Yes,  I would. 

9232.  And  in  the  case  of  animals  which  were 
associated  with  diseased  animals,  you  would  give 
the  full  value  of  those  animals  ? — Yes;  that  is  so. 
f ^ P1,esume.  a dealer  would  not  give  the 
ull  value  for  an  animal  which  he  knew  had  been 
associated  with  diseased  ones? — Quite  so. 

9234.  But  you  would  put  that  fact  quite  out 
0t  au<*  §*ve  value  ? — Yes. 

235.  Upon  what  ground  ? — Because  the 
iarmers  now  try  to  get  the  animals  off  at  the 
markets,  and  in  that  way  spread  the  disease, 
lereas  they  would  then  be  induced  to  declare 
e existence  of  the  disease;  it  would  be  an 
Ji°emeat  f°  farmers  to  report  all  cases. 

■L  °*  , n objection  has  been  made  to  that 
that^t  recommended  by  former  witnesses, 
w°old  make  the  farmers  comparatively 
0 58*  re^erertce  to  the  disease,  if  they 


knew  that  they  were  safe  to  get  the  full  value  of 
the  animals?— I do  not  think  so. 

9237.  Why  not?— Because  a farmer  would 
not  care  about  having  the  disease ; he  would  be 
glad  to  get  rid  of  it. 

9238.  Would  it  be  a loss  to  the  farmer  ?— If 
he  only  got  half  the  value  for  the  diseased  animals 
it  would  be  a direct  loss  to  him. 

9239.  You  said  that  no  experiments  had  been 
tried  with  regard  to  inoculation;  do  you  know  of 
your  own  knowledge  that  no  experiments  have 

been  tried  by  the  Royal  Veterinary  College  ? 

I know  some  experiments  have  been  tried  upon 
inoculation _ by  Professor  Simonds,  and  I know 
some  experiments  have  been  made  with  reference 
to  foot-and-mouth  disease,  but  I do  not  know 
that  the  experiments  with  regard  to  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  have  done  anything  to  demonstrate 
the  curability  of  those  disorders. 

9240.  You  have  seen  no  statements  in  those 
reports?— I have  read  most  of  the  reports,  and  I 
have  seen  nothing  in  them.  I have  looked  up 
the  reports  several  times,  so  that  I might  be  able 
to  give  my  class  of  students  an  idea  how  to  pre- 
vent this  disease.  I should  have  expected  the 
Privy  Council  to  have  given  us  an  idea  upon  the 
subject,  but  they  have  not  done  so. 

9241.  Have  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society, 
the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  or  any  such 
body,  made  any  experiments?— Not  at  all,  that 
I am  aware  of. 

9242.  Mr.  Kovanagh.']  Do  you  know  what  the 
present  law  in  Ireland  is,  in  reference  to  con- 
tagious diseases  ? — I have  no  idea  of  that. 

9243.  The  present  rule  in  Ireland  is,  that  there 
is  an  inspector  at  the  port  of  shipment,  and  he 
has  power  to  seize  any  infected  animal  which  he 
finds  upon  the  gangway ; that  is  to  say,  in  the  act 
of  being  shipped ; do  you  think  that  is  a good 
rule? — A very  good  rule;  if  the  animal  is 
diseased  a sharp  veterinary  surgeon  would  detect 
it  at  once. 

9244.  Do  you  think  that  would  be  of  any  use  ? 
— When  an  animal  has  been  herded  with  other 
animals,  that  is  the  difficulty ; the  other  animals 
have  got  the  disease  although  they  do  not  show 
it. 

9245.  It  is  not  necessary  that  every  animal 
which  has  been  herded  with  an  infected  animal, 
must  catch  the  disease  ? — No,  only  a per-centage. 

9246.  WTiereas,  it  is  perfectly  certain  that  if 
an  animal  is  6ent  to  a place  with  disease  upon 
him,  he  may  infect  the  place  where  he  is  sent  to  ? 
— That  is  quite  true. 

9247.  Therefore,  inspection  would  be  of  some 
little  use  in  that  way  ?— It  is  of  some  little  use. 

9248.  Have  you  gone  into  the  meat  question? 
— I have  not  considered  it  very  deeply. 

9249.  Have  you  considered  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  stopping  the  importation  of  cattle, 
or  in  fact,  confining  the  supply  of  meat  to  the 
dead  meat  trade  ?— -My  idea  is  that  it  would  be 
beneficial  to  the  public. 

9250.  Do  you  think  that  the  owners  of  fat 
cattle  abroad  would  be  as  ready  to  send  the  cattle 
here,  if  they  were  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports 
of  landing,  and  take  their  chance  of  how  they 
could  be  sold  ? — I think  so. 

9251.  You  do  not  think  it  would  depreciate 
their  interests  in  any  way  ? — I do  not  think  so, 
because  they  know  that  this  is  a good  market 
for  their  stock. 

9252.  Do  you  not  think  that  compulsory 
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slaughter  at  the  port  of  landing  is  a restriction 
upon  the  owner  finding  the  best  market  where 
he  can  ? — It  might  be  to  a very  slight  degree  but 
very  little ; but  then  that  is  compensated  for  by 
the  danger  being  stopped  in  our  own  stock,  and 
giving  us  a larger  supply  of  meat  for  the  people, 
than  we  have  at  the  present  time. 

9253.  That  is  an  indirect  deduction  from  it, 
but  the  direct  inference  would  be  that  it  would 
deter  a foreign  owner  from  sending  his  cattle 
here  ? — But  only  to  a very  slight  extent. 

9254.  Do  you  know  to  what  extent  England 
is  dependent  upon  foreign  meat  for  the  supply  of 
its  population? — As  far  as  I can  understand, 
about  44  per  cent,  of  live  animals. 

9255.  I must  be  misinformed,  but  I thought 
it  was  a great  deal  more  than  that;  I do  not  wish 
to  include  salt  meat;  I refer  to  dead  fresh  meat, 
not  taking  into  account  meat  such  as  meat  which 
comes  from  Australia,  or  salted  hams,  or  salt  beef; 
I am  talking  of  the  fresh  meat  supply  at  the  pre- 
sent time  ? —I  cannot  say. 

9256.  Supposing  it  was  found  that  this  restric- 
tion upon  the  importation  of  fat  cattle  into 
England  was  a serious  stoppage  to  the  supply  of 
meat,  do  you  think  that  that  would  alter  your 
opinion  at  all;  do  you  consider  that  that  is  a 
serious  consideration  ? — The  supply  of  meat  is 
decidedly  a serious  consideration. 

9257.  Therefore  you  consider  that  it  is  of  im- 
portance to  weigh  well  whether  any  restriction 
we  recommend  would  have  the  effect  of  raising 
the  price  of  meat  in  this  country  to  the  con- 
sumer?— Yes,  decidedly;  but  my  opinion  is  that 
it  would  not. 

9258.  But  still,  if  it  would,  I am  asking  you  if  wo 
should  consider  it  ? — There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

9259.  You  stated  something  about  inoculation? 

I believe  you  have  faith  in  it  yourself? — I am 
rather  inclined  to  think  about  it ; but  it  is  simply 
from  the  authorities  which  I have  read  upon  the 
subject. 

9260.  Have  you  had  any  personal  experience 
with  regard  to  inoculation  ?—  Only  in  one  case, 
but  I can  hardly  tell  you  the  result  of  it. 

9261.  Was  that  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia? — 
It  was  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

9262.  How  did  you  inoculate? — By  matter 
from  the  lung ; I inoculated  the  tail. 

9263.  Was  the  matter  from  the  lung  of  a dead 
animal  ? — Yes,  it  was. 

9264.  Could  you  tell  the  Committee  the  effect 
that  was  produced  ? — The  effect  was  that  the  ani- 
mal had  not  the  lung  disease,  but  it  was  sold  very 
shortly  afterwards,  so  I could  not  follow  it  any 
further. 

9265.  It  did  not  die.  from  the  effects? — No; 
but  there  was  a great  deal  of  inflammation  in  the 
tail. 

9266.  Is  it  a wrong  idea  of  mine  that  it  is 
generally  accepted  as  a medical  fact  that  in  the 
case  of  any  living  animal  inoculated  with  matter 
from  a dead  animal,  the  part  inoculated  would  be 
likely  to  mortify  ?— No,  I do  not  think  so ; it 
might  have  a severe  inflammation  of  the  part,  but 
I am  certain  it  would  not  be  followed,  in  a large 
per-centage  of  cases,  by  mortification. 

9267.  Then  upon  that  point  I am  wrongly  in- 
formed ? — That  is  my  opinion. 

9268.  You  say  you  believe  that  infection  can 
only  be  carried,  in  your  opinion,  by  the  breath  ? 
— By  the  breath. 

9269.  What  sort  of  disease  would  you  impart 


by  inoculating  with  the  virus  of  the  lun°-  0f  a 
diseased  animal  ?— That  I cannot  answer.  I think 
the  effect  is,  that  it  is  a preventive  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, if  it  is  successful ; but  why  it  should 
be,  I do  not  attempt  to  account  for. 

9270.  You  merely  think  it  is  a preventive?— 
I think  so. 

9271-  Mr.  Clay.']  I understand  that  you  would 
stop  the  entering  into  the  interior  of  this  country 
of  all  beasts  coming  from  abroad  ?— Yes,  I would 
stop  the  entering  into  this  country  of  all  cattle 
coming  from  abroad. 

927  2 . Irrespective  of  their  coming  from  countries 
where  disease  did  not  exist  and  had  not  existed 
at  any  rate  for  a considerable  time  ? — Quite  so- 
because  we  always  find  whenever  animals  are 
travelling  through  a country,  that  disease  follows 
upon  the  lines  of  traffic.  They  have  always  got 
such  disorders  upon  the  Continent,  and  that° is 
the  reason  why  1 would  exclude  all  foreign 
stock. 

9273.  You  believe  that  this  exclusion  would 
not  affect  ihe  price  of  meat  ? — I do  not  . I believe 
it  would  be  cheaper  to  the  public  in  the  end ; and 
that  there  would  be  a reduction  in  the  price  of 
meat  rather  than  a rise. 

9274.  Have  you  any  recollection  in  the  history 
of  trade  of  the  entrance  of  any  article  being  pro- 
hibited into  this  country  without  raising  the  price 
of  the  article? — But  the  articles  were  not  de- 
teriorated by  disease  ; they  were  stock  in  trade. 

9275.  The  question  was,  whether  any  article 
was  ever  prohibited  from  being  imported  from 
abroad  without  its  price  being  raised  at  home? — 
It  is  a vital  point  to  take  into  consideration  in 
answering  such  a question  that  our  home  stock 
would  be  free  from  disease,  and  in  that  way  it 
would  lessen  the  cost. 

9276.  That  only  applies  to  the  measures  which 
you  recommend,  but  it  does  not  affect  the  ques- 
tion which  1 asked,  namely,  whether  it  is  pos- 
sible to  prohibit  an  article  coming  from  abroad 
without,  raising  the  price  of  it  at  home  ? — It  does 
really  materially  influence  me  in  giving  an 
answer,  that  if  the  diseased  animals  from  abroad 
were  prohibited  from  entering  the  country  we 
should  lessen  the  disease  amongst  home  stock, 
and  as  a result  lessen  the  price  of  butcher’s  meat, 
and  instead  of  the  price  going  up  I am  inclined 
to  think  that  it  would  go  down. 

9277.  Mr.  J.  Bright!]  I think  you  are  a veteri- 
nary surgeon  ? — I am. 

9278.  What  is  the  kind  of  education  which  a 

veterinary  surgeon  would  have  to  go  through 
before  he  is  entitled  to  practice,  or  is  there 
any  diploma? — There  is  a diploma;  a veteri- 
nary surgeon’s  education  depends  very  much 
upon  the  man  himself ; we  find  that  the  usual 
curriculum  is  two  or  three  sessions  at  the  college, 
and  then  they  are  examined  by  a board  of 
examiners,  who  are  members  of  the  Eoyal  College 
of  Veterinary  Surgeons,  and  the  examiners  find 
out  whether  they  are  qualified  to  practise  in  the 
profession,  if  so,  they  give  a man  a diploma,  and 
if  not.,  they  reject  him.  , 

9279.  May  anybody  practise,  whether  he  naB 

a diploma  or  not  ? - He  may.  . . 

9280.  Is  it  supposed  that  the  instruction  of 

veterinary  surgeons  has  improved  much  r— 
should  think  it  had.  , 

9281.  And  that  they  are  more  capable  tnan 
they  used  to  be? — I should  think  so. 

J 9282.  Does 
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9282.  Does  it  appear  to  you  that  veterinary 
surgeons  are  of  much  use  anywhere  ? — They  are 
very  useful  indeed. 

9283.  In  what  respect? — In  preventing  loss  to 
stockowners,  and.  in  that  respect  I should  not 
like  to  look  upon  them  as  a very  useless  body. 

9284.  But  when  gentlemen  come  here  and  re- 
commend that  animals  which  are  affected  with 
various  diseases  should  be  slaughtered,  and  that 
animals  in  contact  with  those  animals  should  be 
slaughtered,  and  that  there  should  be  an  entire 
stoppage  of  the  trade  in  cattle  between  foreign 
countries  and  this  country,  does  not  it  look  like  a 
declaration  of  complete  impotency  upon  the  part 
of  the  veterinary  profession  ? — Decidedly  not ; it 
looks  as  if  they  had  some  knowledge  of  the  value 'of 
pounds  shillings  and  pence;  our  practice  is  wholly 
a matter  of  pounds,  shillings  and  pence. 

9285.  You  practice  is  a matter  of  science  to 
cure  animals,  is  it  not?— We  are  called  in  to 
advise  owners  whether  it  is  advisable  to  kill 
their  animals  or  to  sell  them. 

9286.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  the  chief  part 
of  your  business  is  to  destroy  animals  and  pre- 
vent the  trade  in  animals  ? — Decidedly  not. 

9287.  You  think  that  veterinary  surgeons  are 
of  some  use  ? — They  are  a great  deal  of  use. 

92S8.  I understand  you  to  express  the  opinion 
that  nature  has  worked  a miracle  with  regard  to 
the  health  of  animals  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land?— I do  not  understand  that  I said  so. 

9289.  I gather  that  you  consider  that  if  we 
could  erect  a permanent  barrier  between  this  and 
other  countries,  British  animals  would  be  free 
from  contagious  diseases  ? — I believe  so. 

9290.  That  is  to  say,  the  farmer  and  his  wife 
and  his  children  are  to  be  subject  to  diseases  of 
all  kinds  at  various  times,  but  that  it  is  quite  in 
our  power  to  prevent  the  animals  from  being 
subject  to  such  diseases? — Precisely. 

9291.  You  think  that  nature  has  worked  a 
miracle  in  favour  of  these  islands  ? — We  are  very 
favourably  situated,  no  doubt. 

9292.  That  other  countries  are  subject  to  cattle 
diseases,  but  that  this  country  is,  from  some 
reason  or  other,  entirely  free  ? — No,  I do  not 
mean  to  say  that,  there  are  other  countries  which 
are  free  as  well  as  this,  and  were  always  free 
until  they  imported  cattle. 

9293.  You  think  there  is  some  great  difference 
between  the  inferior  animals  and  man? — In  what 
respect  ? 

9294.  With  regard  to  inferior  animals  if  we 
only  separate  one  country  from  another  you  may 
banish  all  disease,  according  to  your  statement  ? 

There  is  a great  difference  between  animals 
and  men. 

.9295.  Would  you  say,  with  regard  to  men, 
that  if  you  could  isolate  this  country  from  all 
other  countries  no  disease  would  exist?— It  de- 
pends upon  whether  the  disease  is  indigenous  to 
this  country  or  not. 

9296.  I will  take  small -pox  for  example,  if  you 
could  separate  this  country  from  all  other 
countries  would  you  kill  out  small-pox  ?— No,  I 
do  not  think  so. 

9297.  Small-pox  is  therefore  indigenous  to 
this  country?— Yes. 

9298.  Take  cholera,  for  example  ? — There  are 
niany  kinds  of  cholera ; there  is  only  one  kind 
o contagious  cholera;  what  they  call  British 
° Q9 ta  18  a very  simple  malady. 

0^58^U^  even  regard  to  cholera,  nobody 


ever  dreamt  that  because  this  country  might  be 
subject  to  Asiatic  cholera,  of  permanently  iso- 
lating this  country  from  all  other  countries  ?— 
No  ; but  if  cholera  was  only  20  hours’  sail  from 
Great  Britain,  the  Government  might  take 
measures  to  keep  out  the  cholera  From  the 
country ; there  D only  one  country  which  is  the 
natural  habitat  of  such  a disorder,  and  we  should 
merely  need  to  be  separated  from  that  one 
country,  not  from  all  countries. 

9300.  At  any  rate  you  take  it  for  granted  that 
those  diseases  of  which  we  have  been  speaking 
we  should  be  free  from,  if  we  were  separated 
from  other  countries  ? — That  is  my  opinion. 

9301.  You  must  acknowledge  that  the  con- 
ditions of  this  country,  atmospheric  or  otherwise, 
are  extremely  favourable  to  disease  ?— I do  not 
know  what  conditions  you  refer  to. 

9302.  Take  the  case  of  Ireland,  where  there 
is  very  little  importation;  perhaps  there  is  as 
little  importation  into  Ireland  as  into  any  country 
in  the  world,  yet  you  find  disease  spread  broad- 
cast all  over  Ireland  ? — You  find,  as  far  as  Ire- 
land is  concerned,  that  it  is  only  in  the  large 
centres  where  the  animals  are  brought  together 
that  there  is  any  disease ; that  breeding  districts 
are  fully  exempt  from  it. 

9303.  Have  we  not  had  disease  in  the  breed- 
ing districts  ? — But  it  is  radiated  off  from  such 
centres. 

9304.  You  would  limit  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle,  I believe  ? — Yea. 

9305.  You  would  shut  the  cattle  out  from 
Spain  and  Portugal  ?— No ; we  have  no  disease 
from  there. 

9306.  You  would  not  shut  them  out  from  places 
where  there  is  no  disease? — No;  but  from  places 
where  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot-and-mouth  dis- 
ease were  known  to  exist  all  the  year  round  I 
would  shut  them  out ; and  as  far  as  Spain  and 
Portugal  go,  I do  not  know  that  they  have 
any  such  disease. 

9307.  You  would  admit  Spain  and  Portugal  ? 

9308.  Do  you  know  about  Sweden  and 
Norway  ? — I do  not  know  about  those  countries. 

9309.  Is  it  wise  of  you  to  give  such  a positive 
opinion  about  the  prohibition  of  the  trade  in 
cattle  when  you  are  ignorant  of  the  condition  of 
countries  from  which  our  supplies  are  drawn  ? — 

I say  it  would  be  advisable  to  keep  them  out. 

9310.  You  have  given  a positive  opinion  that 
we  had  better  abolish  the  trade  in  live  cattle  ? — 
Yes,  I did. 

9311.  Now  you  would  make  an  exception  in 
regard  to  Spain  and  Portugal? — Yes. 

9312.  And  when  I ask  you  about  Norway  and 
Sweden,  you  say  you  know  nothing  of  those 
countries? — 1 know  this  much  ; I have  examined 
Spanish  cattle,  and  I have  no  objection  to  them. 

I do  not  know  the  others,  therefore,  I do  not 
speak  of  them. 

93 1 3.  Therefore,  1 ask,  is  it  not  a little  unwise 
to  give  that  positive  opinion  which  you  have  given, 
that  it  would  be  advantageous  to  abolish  the  trade 
in  live  animals,  if  you  are  so  ignorant  with  regard 
to  the  condition  of  the  animals  in  those  countries  ? 

I am  not  entirely  ignorant  of  their  condition,  but 
I hold  that  the  exclusion  of  foreign  animals 
would  not  be  beneficial  to  the  country. 

9314.  But  you  say  that  you  would  admit 
cattle  from  Spain  and  Portugal? — I say  admit 
them  if  you  like. 

3 B 2 9315.  But 


Professor 
M'Bride . 

12  June 
1 8 73. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


380 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Professor 
M‘ Bride. 

12  June 

1873- 


9315.  But  you  say  that  you  are  ignorant  of 
the  condition  ot  cattle  in  Sweden  and  Norway  ; 
perhaps  if  you  were  better  informed,  you  would 
say  we  might  admit  them? — No;  in  Norway, 
foot-and-mouth  disease  existed,  but  it  was 
stamped  out  by  killing  out,  and  if  you  admitted 
them, the  disease  would, perhaps, break  out  again. 

9316.  With  regard  to  Schleswig-Holstein,  if 
it  was  shown  that  the  cattle  there  were  perfectly 
healthy,  would  you  admit  those  cattle? — We 
have  no  means  of  knowing  that  they  arc  perfectly 
healthy. 

9317.  They  know  at  the  Privy  Council.  Mr. 
Forster  has  the  means  of  knowing  with  regard 
to  other  countries  whether  they  are  perfectly 
healthy  or  not  ? — I think  it  would  be  wise  to 
exclude  all  foreign  stock  from  our  markets,  for 
although  the  cattle  of  any  particular  countries 
might  be  free  from  disease,  as  those  of  Spain  and 
Portugal,  yet  cattle  from  diseased  centres  in  other 
countries  might,  and  would  be  passed  through 
their  ports  into  ours. 

9318.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  since  Germany 
was  a scheduled  country  the  importations  from 
Germany  have  considerably  diminished  ? — I do 
not  know. 

9319.  But  before  you  give  a positive  opinion 
that  the  abolition  of  the  trade  would  not  raise  the 
price  of  meat,  do  not  you  think  that  we  ought  to 
know  whether  that  has  been  the  case  or  not? — 
No,  I do  not. 

9320.  I should  have  thought  it  would  have 
been  necessary  to  know  that? — No;  because  the 
per-centage  is  so  small,  that  it  would  not  affect 
the  meat  market. 

9321.  Do  you  not  know  that  4£  per  cent,  of  the 
foreign  importations  of  any  raw  material  has  an 
enormous  effect  upon  the  price  of  the  article  in 
the  country? — Yes;  but  in  this  case  you  would 
increase  your  home  supply. 

9322.  I ask  you  whether  in  the  case  of  Ger- 
many, you  do  not  know  whether  the  obstructions 
to  the  importation  of  cattle  from  Germany,  have 
diminished  the  import  of  cal  tie  from  that  country  ? 
— No,  I do  not  know  that  as  a matter  of  fact. 

9323.  Seeing  that  we  had  disease  wide-spread 
before  the  free  importation  of  cattle  in  1842,  it 
shows,  does  it  not,  how  easily  the  disease  is  intro- 
duced from  abroad?— Yes,  it  docs. 

9324.  I am  assuming  that  the  disease  was 
introduced  from  abroad ; I do  not  know  anything 
about  it,  and  you  have  a strong  opinion  upon  it ; 
but  we  have  the  disease,  and  you  say  that,  it  was 
introduced  from  abroad.  Now,  as  the  disease  was 
introduced  under  the  absolute  prohibition  of 
foreign  cattle,  it  might  be  admitted  into  the 
country  if  the  importation  was  prohibited,  might 
it  not  ?— -The  question  is,  were  there  no  foreign 
animals  imported  in  1839. 

9325.  We  had  no  trade  then  in  foreign  animals  ? 
— But  private  individuals  were  permitted  to  im- 
port one  or  two  foreign  animals  to  improve  their 
stock  ; that  is  a material  element  in  the  question, 
and  we  have  no  means  of  knowing  that  that  was 
not  done. 

9326.  You  would  introduce  thousands  of  ani- 
mals, but  only  to  the  ports?— Yes,  only  to  the 
ports;  and  the  importation  of  them  must  be  placed 
under  able  heads,  and  under  the  charge  of  intel- 
ligent men ; and  the  place  must  he  thoroughly 
disinfected. 

9327.  Mr . Z)ent.l  Were  you  educated  at  the 
Royal  Veterinary  College  in  London? — No. 


9328.  Where  did  you  receive  your  veteriner, 

education  ! — In  Edinburgh.  J 

9329.  Do  you  know  nothing  of  the  course  of 

study  ot  the  Royal  veterinary  College ?— Onlv 
by  the  prospectus.  0 * 

9330.  With  regard  to  the  veterinary  education 
at  Edinburgh,  were  the  diseases  of'  cattle  and 
sheep  part  of  the  teaching  of  the  college,  as  well 
as  those  of  horses  ? — Yes  ; and  of  dogs  and  cats 

9331.  Had  you  anything  corresponding  to 
what  medical  students  have ; had  you  any  hos- 
pital to  walk,  or  any  opportunity  of  examining 
cases,  or  was  your  instruction  derived  merely 
from  studying  hooks?— It  was  much  the  same  as 
with  medical  students ; we  had  a hospital  with  a 
good  many  patients  in  it,  and  we  had  all  the  out- 
side practice  to  attend  to,  ancl  we  had  dressers  to 
attend  to  the  details  of  the  treatment  and  rive 
the  medicine. 


9332.  But  1 want  to  know  what  opportunities 
you,  as  a student,  had  of  acquiring  practical 
knowledge  of  the  diseases  of  cattle,  sheep,  and 
pigs  ? — There  were  animals  for  treatment. 

9333.  Had  you  any  quantity  of  animals  sent 
to  you  for  treatment,  as  I understand,  a medical 
student  attached  to  Guy’s  or  Sc.  Bartholomew’s, 
or  some  other  hospital,  sees  all  kinds  of  cases 
brought  before  him ; and  what  I want  to  know  is 
whether  a veterinary  student  in  London  or 
Edinburgh  has  any  such  opportunity  of  studying 
the  diseases  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs?— Yes; 
he  has  many  opportunities ; he  has  cases  in  the 
hospital,  and  outside  practice  as  well. 

9334.  Your  professors  in  veterinary  sciences 
attended  sick  animals,  and  took  their  students 
to  examine  those  cases,  was  that  so  ?— Yes ; out- 
side, in  the  surrounding  country. 

9335.  Had  you  any  great  number  of  cases 
which,  as  a student,  you  had  an  opportunity  of 
observing? — Yes,  a great  many. 

9336.  But  in  the  veterinary  colleges  horses 
are  the  principal  subjects  of  study,  are  they  not? 
— There  is  a large  fancy  for  them  from  the  fact 
that  there  is  more  money  to  be  made  out  of  that 
practice. 

9337.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  treatment 
of  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs,  is  so  unremunerative, 
that  veterinary  surgeons,  as  a rule,  have  neglected 
that  branch  of  their  study  in  order  to  follow  the 
diseases  of  horses  ? — I should  not  like  to  say  that 
they  neglected  it,  but  there  is  a little  more  atten- 
tion given  to  the  one  than  to  the  other. 

9338.  You  ave  now  professor  of  veterinary 
science  to  the  Royal  Agricultural  College,  are 
you  not? — Yes,  I am. 

9339.  Have  you  a hospital  there? — Yes. 

9340.  Do  you  make  the  diseases  of  cattle, 
sheep,  and  pigs,  a particular  study  ? — We  would 
if  we  could  get  the  farmers  to  support  us  a little 
more  than  they  do,  but  they  do  not  send  us  so 
many  patients  as  we  should  like. 

9341.  I want  to  know  whether  you  are  able  to 
give  practical  information  upon  the  diseases  of 
cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs,  from  cases  submitted  to 
you  ? — Yes ; it  is  not  a large  practice  that  we 
have. 

9342.  Do  you  practise  independently  of  your 

professorship? — Yes,  I do.  _ 

9343.  I understand  you  to  say  that  since  180/ 
the  veterinary  professors  have  learnt  nothing  or 
scarcely  anything  with  respect  to  the  contagious 
diseases  of  animals  ? — Quite  so. 

9344.  You  think  that  the  veterinary  art  is  at  a 

Btand 
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stand  still?— As  far  as  that  department  is  con- 
oeroed,  it  is  at  a stand  still. 

9345.  You  would  not  think  that  medical 

science,  with  respect  to  the  contagious  diseases 
of  human  beings,  is  at  a stand  still,  do  you?— 
No ; it  is  advancing  very  rapidly  from  the 
numerous  experiments  which  have  been  per- 
formed recently.  . 

9346.  You  do  not  perform  experiments,  and 
do  not  see  so  much  of  these  diseases,  because  a 
farmer  does  not  think  it  worth  while  generally 
speaking  to  doctor  a sick  beast  or  sheep ; he 
thinks  it  would  cost  more  to  call  in  a veterinary 
surgeon  than  to  stick  the  animal  and  make  the 
most  of  it  he  could  'l — That  is  so. 

9347.  And  therefore  veterinary  science  is  at 
a low  ebb  ? — I should  not  like  to  say  so. 

9348.  But  with  respect  to  cattle,  sheep,  and 
pigs,  is  it  not  so  ? — No ; we  have  a lot  of  good 
stock  shorthorns  in  our  country,  and  they  are 
worth  treating. 

9349.  But  if  you  have  learnt  nothing  of  con- 
tagious diseases  in  the  last  10  years,  when  con- 
tagious diseases  have  been,  according  to  your 
account,  decimating  the  stock  of  the  country, 
that  does  not  say  much  for  veterinary  science  ? — 
It  does  not  say  much  for  the  experimentalising 
of  our  veterinarians. 

9350.  Nor  of  the  veterinary  ’ professors  ? — I 
could  not  say  with  reference  to  the  veterinary 
professors,  because  if  I made  experiments  at  our 
college,  for  example,  there  would  be  a chance  of 
the  disease  spreading,  and  the  sooner  I left  after 
that  the  better. 

9351.  But  medical  science  goes  on  without 
extraneous  aid  ? — I beg  your  pardon ; the  Go- 
vernment support  the  medical  profession,  and 
they  do  not  support  the  veterinary  profession. 
Professor  Sanderson  is  aided  by  the  Privy 
Council. 

9352.  But  the  greater  part  of  the  advancement 
in  medical  science  has  not  arisen  from  Govern- 
ment supervision,  but  from  the  medical  bodies 
themselves? — Yes  ; because  there  are  so  many 
scholarships.  Young  men  have  an  opportunity 
of  studying,  which  they  have  not  with  us ; the 
Government  give  us  no  help. 

9353.  You  say  that  in  your  opinion  the  inspec- 
tion of  cattle  is  of  no  use  ? — W e cannot  rely  upon 
it  as  a preventive  measure  against  disease  coming 
into  our  country. 

9354.  With  regard  to  the  last  outbreak  of 
cattle  plague,  do  you  not  think  that  inspection 
prevented  the  spread  of  cattle  plague  into 
our  country ; take  the  case  of  last  year  when 
you  had  the  cattle  plague  introduced  into  four  or 
five  different  centres,  would  you  not  say  that  in- 
spection at  the  ports  had  a great  deal  to  do  with 
preventing  its  spreading  through  the  country  ? — 
You  could  hardly  say  ; the  farmers  are  so  well 
educated  now,  that  in  the  case  of  cattle  plague 
they  would  take  all  the  measures  themselves  if 
they  were  well  assured  that  it  was  cattle  plague. 

9355.  Do  you  think  that  in  case  of  cattle  plague 
the  farmers  might  be  left  to  defend  themselves  ? 

ho  ; because  they  would  be  in  this  difficulty  ; 
that  they  would  require  to  know  that  it  was  the 
disease ; and  they  would  require  to  have  an  in- 
spector or  somebody  who  could  inform  them  that 
it  was  the  disease. 

9356.  Then,  we  come  to  the  advantage  of  in- 
spection. You  think  that  by  inspection  you  may 

-over  animals  which  are  infected  in  a cargo. 


and  prevent  their  being  taken  about,  and  so 
prevent  the  spread  of  disease? — That  is  what 
I said ; that  you  simply  limit  the  number  of 
animals  brought  into  ihe  country  if  they  are  suf- 
fering in  an  acute  stage,  but  if  they  are  suffering 
in  an  incubative  stage  it  is  no  real  use,  and  you 
cannot  prevent  it. 

9357.  But  in  the  case  of  cattle  plague  you  can 
at  a very  early  period  by  the  use  of  the  ther- 
mometer discover  the  disease? — That  would  be 
a very  difficult  thing  to  apply  to  cargo  after 
cargo. 

9358.  But  that  plan  has  answered  with  respect 
to  cattle  plague  ? — There  is  no  doubt  that  so  far 
as  the  northern  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  is  con- 
cerned it  was  promptly  stopped. 

9359.  With* respect  to  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
are  the  farmers  so  afraid  of  it  that  they  would 
submit  to  any  similar  restrictions  to  those  which 
were  in  force  during  the  time  of  the  cattle 
plague  ? — I would  not  advocate  that  the  animals 
should  be  killed. 

9360.  The  last  witness  told  the  Committee  that 
they  had  a strict  system  of  blockade  in  Cheshire, 
and  yet  that  Cheshire  had  suffered  more  violently 
from  foot-and-mouth  disease  than  any  other 
county  in  the  kingdom  ? — That  is  easily  ex- 
plained ; it.  is  a dairy  county,  and  they  have  to  buy 
in  the  public  markets. 

9361.  But  there  are  other  counties.  Take  my 
own  district,  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
which  is  a very  large  importing  county.  We 
buy  an  enormous  number  of  stock ; we  have  not 
had  those  restrictions,  and  at  this  present  moment 
I believe  that  we  have  not  more  than  one  case 
reported;  in  the  whole  of  the  West  Riding  the 
disease  was  very  severe,  undoubtedly,  but  cer- 
tainly it  was  not  more  severe,  or  so  severe,  as  it 
was  in  Cheshire,  where  they  had  this  system  of 
blockade  ; the  circumstances  are  very  much  the 
same  in  both  counties,  except  that  ours  is  not  a 
dairy  county  ? — That  makes  a very  great  differ- 
ence, because  the  cows  are  being  brought  from 
dairies. 

9362.  But  a Cheshire  farmer  does  not  go  to 
Manchester  or  Liverpool  to  get  cows  for  his 
dairy  ? — He  must  get  the  disease  in  that  way. 

9363.  A farmer  does  not  buy  from  a town  dairy 
to  stock  his  farm? — But  he  buys  cows  in  the 
town,  some  of  which  may  have  come  from  a town 
dairy,  and  in  this  way  spreads  the  disease  amongst 
the  stock. 

9364.  You  think  that  the  way.  in  which  the 
disease  spread  so  much  in  Cheshire,  was  from 
buying  cows  which  had  been  in  town  dairies  ?— 
No ; it  was  by  buying  cows  which  had  been  in 
contact  with  cows  which  had  been  the  subjects  of 


disease. 

9365.  Then  you  do  not  think  the  disease  has 
spread  extensively  in  Cheshire  from  the  Irish 
cattle  ? — The  Irish  cattle  may  have  spread  the 
disease.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  transit  of 
Irish  cattle  gives  them  every  chance  of  contract- 
ing the  disease,  and  it  is  quite  possible  that  the 
Irish  cattle  may  have  introduced  it. 

9366.  The  frequent  change  of  hands  which 
stock  undergoes  gives  every  chance  to  the  in- 
crease of  disease,  does  it  not? — There  is  no 
doubt  about  that. 

9367.  But  does  not  that  show  to  you  that  the 
disease  ebbs  and  flows  in  spite  of  all  the  regula- 
tions, and  everything  that  is  done? — I do  not 
think  so. 

3 B 3 9368.  Then 


Professor 
M‘ Bride. 
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Professor  9368.  Then  how  do  70a  account  for  it,  now  many  which  depends  upon  peculiarities  of  s •> 

Ml Bride,  that  the  disease  dies  out  throughout  the  country  ? and  climate.  8011 

— It  is  easily  explained  ; it  is  the  nature  of  the  9379.  Have  we  any  diseases  amono-  0ur  sto  V 

1 2 June  disorder  to  die  out  throughout  the  country.  which  are  not  general  throughout  other  coun 

'873.  9369.  That  explains  what  I say,  that  the  dis-  tries  ; have  we  any  diseases  peculiar  to  thes' 

ease  comes  in  waves,  and  ebbs  and  flows,  that  islands  ? — I do  not  remember  any  that  ar6 
with  ordinary  restrictions  you  cannot  prevent  it ; peculiar. 

sometimes  the  disease  increases,  and  then  at  9380.  We  have  scab  iu  sheep,  which  I suppose 
other  times  there  is  a gradual  decrease  of  the  is  not  a foreign  disorder  ?— Scab  in  sheep  is  seen 
disease  ? — It  is  simply  what  I mentioned  before ; among  foreign  animals  too. 
it  is  the  law  of  all  contagious  and  infectious  dis-  9381.  It  is  not  a foreign  disorder? — No;  it  is 
eases  that  they  tend,  after  being  in  a strange  indigenous. 

country,  to  die  out  of  themselves  for  want  of  9382.  Glanders  among  horses  is  indigenous 

more  fuel ; and  that  to  keep  up  the  disease  in  is  it  not?— That  is  the  case, 
the  country,  you  must  have  fresh  importations  of  9383.  With  regard  to  splenic  apoplexy,  do  you 
the  poisen.  If  we  have  no  fresh  importations  of  think  that  that  is  indigenous  amongst  cattle?— 
poison,  assuredly  the  disease  will  die  out ; and  it  That  is  indigenous. 

is  my  opinion  that  if  we  do  nothing  in  reference  9384.  And  common  lung  disease  ?— In  a spo- 
to  foot-and-mouth  disease,  but  prevent  the  intro-  radio  form,  yes. 

Auction  of  foreign  animals  into  this  country,  the  _ 9385.  So  that  we  have  a good  many  native 
disease  will  die  out  of  itself.  ailments? — Yes,  a great  many. 

9370.  Now,  we  are  not  only  destroying  the  9386.  But  previously  to  the  year  1839,  with 
diseased  animal  itself,  but  every  animal  which  the  exception  of  cattle  plague  in  the  last  century, 
has  been  in  the  cargo  ; the  disease  is  now  reaching  we  had  none  of  those  foreign  disorders,  l believe?' 
its  ebb,  and  if  we  continue  to  do  that,  is  there  — Not  so  far,  as  I am  aware. 

not  reason  to  believe  that  we  shall  stop  the  im-  9387.  We  have  got  rid  of  cattle  plague  and 
portation  of  any  fresh  virus? — But  all  animals  sheep-pox,  and  have  been  able  to  keep  them  out? 
are  not  stopped;  the  importation  of  sheep  and  ---Yes. 

pigs  is  not  stopped.  9388.  But  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot-and- 

9371.  All  animals  which  are  on  board  in  a mouth  disease  have  found  a home  in  this  country 
cargo  in  which  any  one  animal  is  affected  have  for  many  years? — They  have. 

been  for  some  time  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  9389.  And  notwithstanding  that  long  period 
debarkation  ? — Supposing  an  animal  had  con-  those  diseases  have  been  here  you  think  we  may 
tracted  the  disease  in  its  passage  by  virus  adher-  get  rid  of  them,  just  as  we  have  got  rid  of  sheep- 
ing  to  the  hold,  that  animal  is  sent  to  the  pox  and  cattle  plague  ? — I have  no  doubt  about 
market,  being  passed  as  sound,  and  three  or  four  that. 

days  afterwards  it  is  found  suffering  fom  the  9390.  The  honourable  Member  for  Hull  asked 
disease;  that  will  not  prevent  the  introduction  you,  if  you  were  to  prohibit  the  importation  of 
of  it;  the  animal  had  the  disease  in  its  system.  some  foreign  commodity  which  was  only  5 per 

9372.  But  at  present  if  an  animal  is  found  cent,  of  the  consumption  in  this  country,  whether 

affected  with  the  disease,  the  whole  of  that  cargo  that  would  enhance  the  price  of  the  home  pro- 
in which  the  animal  has  been,  is  slaughtered  at  duce ; do  you  wish  in  any  way  to  prohibit  a 
the  port,  but  of  course  if  there  are  no  animals  pound  of  meat  coming  into  the  country  ? — No ; 
affected  they  may  be  passed  ? — Those  animals  I should  be  in  favour  of  as  much  meat  coming 
may  be  suffering  from  disease  in  an  incubative  into  the  country  as  we  could  get,  if  we  got  no 
stage.  disease. 

9373.  There  is  no  doubt  they  may;  but  do  not  9391.  And  you  d,o  not  wish  J suppose  to  pro- 

you  think  that  the  present  system  presents  as  hibit  the  importation  of  live  animals,  provided 
fair  a means  of  stopping  the  disease  as  can  pos-  they  are  killed  at  a water-side  market?— 
sibly  be  resorted  to,  short  of  the  complete  slaugh-  Decidedly  so ; have  as  many  foreign  cattle  as 

ter  at  the  port  ? — Quite  so.  you  like.  I should  like  to  have  plenty  of  them, 

9374.  And  even  with  slaughter  at  the  port,  but  have  no  disease. 

you  never  could  be  certain  with  so  subtle  a 9392.  You  apprehend  that  slaughter  at  the 
disease  as  foot-and-mouth  disease  that  you  might  port  of  landing  would  not  diminish  the  importa- 
not  convey  it  inland  ? — If  you  had  the  proper  tion  ? — I think  not. 

man  in  the  proper  place  to  have  everything  tho-  9393.  Whereas  if  the  animals  were  all  killed 
roughly  looked  after,  and  if  the  markets  were  at  the  same  market,  there  would  not  be  the 
thoroughly  cleansed,  I think  you  could  limit  that  difference  which  now  exists  where  some  animals 
very  much,  and  I do  not  think  there  would  be  have  to  goto  a water  side  market,  and  others  are 
much  chance  of  spreading  the  disease.  allowed  to  go  over  the  country  ? — There  might 

. 9875.  Is  the  disease  very  prevalent  in  your  he  a little,  but  it  would  be  very  trifling, 

district  at  this  very  moment? — No;  it  is  dying  9394.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.']  Have  you  had  much 
out;  it  is  very  nearly  out.  experience  of  the  introduction  of  disease  from 

9376.  Have  any  very  restrictive  measures  been  Ireland  into  England  ? — I have  seen  a good  deal 
adopted  in  that  district? — It  has  been  simply  of  it  at  Bristol. 

confined  in  the  farmers.  9395.  Chairman.']  Had  you  any  disease  at 

9377.  The  farms  upon  which  the  outbreak  Glasgow  at  that  time  ?— At  Glasgow  the  animals 
has  occurred  have  been  declared  infected  districts,  were  very  healthy  at  that  time. 

and  the  animals  not  allowed  to  be  removed  for  9396.  Mr.  W.  Johnston.]  Wbat  is  your  expe- 
slaughter  or  any  other  purpose  ?— That  has  been  rience  of  the  introduction  of  disease  from  Ireland 
done.  ^ into  England  and  Scotland  ? — I believe  tha 

9378.  _ Chairman.]  I suppose  we  have  some  most  of  the  Irish  cattle  get  the  disease  at  Dublin, 
native  diseases  among  our  stock  ?— Yes  ; a great  if  not  there,  then  on  board  the  steamers,  if  no1 
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there,  then  at  the  markets  upon  this  side.  The  disease  and  being  packed  closely  in  steamers  Professor 

Irish  cattle  are  the  healthiest  we  can  have ; but  which  renders  them  very  susceptible  to  con-  Bride . 

it  is  simply  coming  from  those  hot-beds  of  tagion.  

li  J une 
1873. 

Mr.  William  Clode,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


9397.  Chairman.']  You  are  the  Secretary  of 
the  Census  Department  of  England  and  Wales, 
are  you  not  ? — I am. 

9398.  And  Superintendent  of  the  Registrar- 
General’s  Office  in  Somerset  House  ? — I am  one 
of  the  Superintendents. 

9399.  You  were  the  Superintendent  of  the 
Statistical  Office  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council  during  the  prevalence 
ot  the  cattle  plague,  were  you  not  ? — Yes ; for 
rather  over  12  months,  from  the  beginning  of 
May  1866  to  the  middle  of  May  1867. 

9400.  What  was  the  state  of  the  office  when 
you  went  there  with  regard  to  the  statistics  ?—  1 1 was 
rather  in  a state  of  confusior),  partly  owing  to 
the  accumulation  of  work,  and  to  the  inex- 
perience of  the  additional  clerks  who  had  been 
so  rapidly  required ; they  were  mo.-tly  persons 
inexperienced  in  official  work,  and  they  had  to 
be  instructed  in  their  duties,  and  of  course  a 
good  deal  of  loss  of  time  and  confusion  arose  from 
that  circumstance ; and  the  staff  had  to  be  sup- 
plemented by  clerks  from  different  Government 
offices,  who  worked  extra  time. 

9401.  They  were  all  raw  hands,  I suppose? — 
There  were  about  100  clerks  at  the  time  of  my 
taking  charge  of  the  department,  and  many  of 
them  were  raw  hands. 

9402.  Did  they  work  pretty  hard  ? — I found 
that  they  required  some  reorganisation  as  regards 
their  duties,  and  I undertook  that,  and  by  dint 
of  so  doing,  and  getting  them  to  make  a daily 
return  of  work  they  performed,  I got  the  depart- 
ment into  better  working  order. 

9403.  How  many  clerks  did  you  leave  in  that 
department?— I left  about  30  clerks  in  the  Sta- 
tistical Department,  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion. 


9404.  Did  you  compile  the  Statistical  Report 
01  the  cattle  plague  for  that  department  ? — I did, 
according  to  plans  which  I submitted  to  Colonel 
Harness,  r.e.  (then  Secretary  of  the  department), 
and  winch  were  approved  by  his  Grace  the  Lord 
.President  of  the.Council. 

9405.  At  what  time  was  that  ready? — That 
Report  was  ready  by  the  middle  of  1867. 

9406.  I do  not  think  that  we  had  it  in  the 
House  until  the  middle  of  1868  ? — I am  informed 
y.  Her  Majesty’s  printers  that  copies  were 

18706re^  t0  ^ouae  °*  Commons  on  21st  May 


Txnw1'  waa  that?— Chiefly  because  Dr. 

tte  Secretary  of  that  department, 
“ougnt  ht  to  have  my  Report  set  up  in  different 
and  8mal|er  t from  that  in  which  it  had  been 
,,  / anti  that  of  course  toot  some  time  to  do, 

and  entaled  considerable,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
-m  °essaF7  exPensei  aQd  lie  then  presented  it  as 
man??'  vV°, his  own  ReP°rt?  together  with  the 
and  n.v,oi  veterinary  professors  prepared, 

94nfi'  wkole  in  one  volume, 

out  wkl  "U‘ad  cattle  plague  pretty  well  died 
94M  I™ 1 left  the  department  ?— -It  had. 
Renort  the  countrY  dId  not  have  the 

three  v<*o  ^ree  years  afterwards?— Not  until 
0 587  aft6r  1 left 


9410.  Then  the  chief  interest  of  it  was  gone, 
I suppose  ? — Yes,  it  was. 

9411.  In  your  official  capacity  have  you  had 
considerable  experience  in  dealing  with  clerical 
work  and  organisation  ? — I have. 

9412.  Do  you  think  the  present  Veterinary 
Department  might  with  advantage  be  tranferred 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  ? — I think  so. 

9-413.  In  what  respect  do  you  think  this  trans- 
ference would  be  advantageous  ? — At  the  time 
of  the  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague  in  1865  the 
regulations  necessary  were  of  a character  so  novel 
and  stringent  that  I think  no  other  department 
could  so  well  have  enforced  them  as  the  Privy 
Council  Department ; the  influence  of  so  power- 
ful a body  as  the  Lords  of  the  Council,  and 
the  great  experience  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Council, 
were  invaluable  in  that  great  emergency.  But 
under  the  normal  state  of  things  as  regards  cattle 
diseases,  I think  it  is  no  longer  essential  that  that 
department  should  form  a part  of  the  Privy 
Council  office,  and  1 think  that  it  might  very 
well  be  transferred  to  the  Local  Government 
Board. 

9414.  In  the  same  way  as  the  Medical  De- 
partment of  the  Privy  Council  ? — In  the  same 
way  as  the  Medical  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council.  And  I think  that  the  urban  and  rural 
sanitary  authorities  created  under  the  Public 
Health  Act  of  1872,  would  make  good  local 
authorities  for  cattle  disease  purposes,  and  pos- 
sibly the  sanitary  inspectors  might  be  utilised  in 
an  emergency. 

9415.  Now  that  it  is  more  a question  of  law 
than  of  Privy  Council  orders,  you  think  that  it 
would  be  advisable  ? — I think  the  duties  of  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Bill  could  be  very  efficiently  done 
under  the  Local  Government  Board. 

9416.  Rather  than  by  the  Privy  Council? — 
Yes,  rather  than  by  the  Privy  Council ; and  I 
think  that  economy  would  result  from  that 
arrangement. 

9417.  What  amount  of  economy  do  you  think 
would  result? — The  Privy  Council  Department 
is  an  old  and  historical  department,  and  one  of 
great  influence,  being  brought  into  personal  con- 
tact with  the  Sovereign  and  with  the  highest 
personages  in  the  kingdom,  and  it  is  therefore 
very  properly  a highly  paid  department.  But  to 
attach  any  newly  formed  office  to  it  is  not  an 
economical  arrangement,  for  although  the  new 
department  would  not  participate  in  the  same 
scale  of  salaries  as  the  central  office,  yet  it 
pitches  the  key,  60  to  speak,  of  their  salaries, 
and  they  gain  an  advantage  in  consequence. 

9418.  Who  is  the  head  of  the  Census  Depart- 
ment?— The  Registrar  General. 

9419.  What  office  does  Dr.  Farr  hold? — Dr. 
Farr  is  the  Superintendent  of  Statistics  in  the 
office  of  the  Registrar  General  and  is  assistant 
to  him  in  taking  the  Census. 

9420.  Am- 1 right  in  supposing  that  his  salary 
is  about  800  l.  a year  ? — The  maximum  salary  of 
his  office  is  700  l.  per  annum;  but  he  has  a special 
allowance  in  consequence  of  having  formed  the 

3 B 4 Statistical 
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Statistical  Branch,  and  as  a reward  for  his 
eminent  and  peculiar  services  during  many  years. 

9421.  How  many  years  has  he  been  in  the 
Government  employ? — About  35  years. _ 

9422.  Then  they  appear  to  be  more  liberal  in 
the  salaries  at  the  Privy  Council  Office  than  they 
are  in  that  department? — Yes. 

9423.  Do  you  think  that,  as  a general  rule 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  Government  offices, 
the  officers  of  the  Privy  Council  Department  are 
paid  more  highly  than  those  of  other  departments? 
— They  are  not  paid  more  highly  than  the  officers 
of  a certain  class  of  departments,  such  as  the 
Home  Office,  the  Poreign  Office,  the  House  of 


Commons,  and  a few  others,  but  in  comparison 
■with  the  majority  of  Government  offices  their 
pay  is  decidedly  higher. 

9424.  You  think  that  it  would  he  advantageous 
and  economical  to  transfer  this  office  in  the  same 
way  that  the  Medical  Department  was  transferred 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  ?— Yes ; I think 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  would  admin- 
ister the  department  more  economically.  por 
instance,  it  is  a small  office,  and  I do  not  think 
they  would  require  the  services  of  a secretary  as 
well  as  a chief  clerk  ; I think  they  could  carry  on 
the  duties  with  an  officer  of  the  rank  of  super- 
intendent, thus  saving  one  of  the  salaries. 
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Monday , 16th  June  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT  : 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Kavanagb. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  Clare  Head. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Foster. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

Mr.  William  Johnston. 

The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Professor  John  Gamgee,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


9425.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  I believe  you  have 
not  very  much  interest  in  the  veterinary  profes- 
sion just  now  ? — [ have  retired  from  the  pro- 
fession, but  I take  a great  interest  in  the  pre- 
vention of  cattle  disease  in  the  country,  since  I 
have  adhered  steadily  to  this  subject  throughout 
life  up  to  the  present  moment.  I am  most  anxious 
to  do  every  thing  in  my  power  for  the  extinction  of 
foreign  cattle  diseases  in  Great  Bi'itain  and  Ire- 
land. 

9426.  We  will  go  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
first ; do  you  consider  that  there  is  any  sponta- 
neous origin  of  that  disease  in  this  country  ? — 
Certainly  not.  I may  be  permitted  to  say 
here  that  I may  perhaps  claim  the  honour  of 
being  the  originator,  not  of  the  theory  but  of  the 
demonstration,  that  tire  contagious  diseases  which 
have  afflicted  our  cattle,  since  1842  more  espe- 
cially, are  exclusively  of  foreign  origin.  The 
great  difficulty  at  first  was  the  demonstration  that 
pleuro- pneumonia  was  of  foreign  origin.  Hul- 
Ier,  in  the  last  century,  and  Gerlach  in  the  pre- 
sent, as  far  back  as  1836,  independently  of  my 
own_ observations,  proved  that;  and  in  1862,  I 
furnished  a report  to  the  Privy  Council,  in  which 
Mr.  Simon  quite  admitted  that  I had  made  out 
my  case,  that  the  diseases  which  interfered  with  a 
proper  meat  supply  were  exclusively  of  foreign 
origin. 

9427 . Do  you  think  it  is  possible  to  rid  this 
country  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  V — I think  it  is 
not  only  possible  but  easy,  as  our  daily  experi- 
ence and  very  recent  experience,  for  example, 
with  regard  to  America,  would  demonstrate. 

9428.  Would  you  tell  the  Committee  what 
diseases  you  consider  of  foreign  origin  ? — I will 
just  mention  them  in  the  order  in  which  they 
were  imported.  The  first  malady,  which  was 
nnported  in  1839,  was  the  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease. At  that  time  probably  an  importation  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  occurred  ([  have  no  doubt  of 
it  m my  own  mind)  in  the  county  of  Cork,  from 
direct  importation  from  Holland ; and  I may  ex- 
plain that  for  some  years  prior  to  that  time,  the 
wants  of  W estern  Europe  had  led  to  a strong  cur- 
rent m the  trade  of  cattle  turning  westward,  and 
1 supplied  maps  to  the  Privy  Council  in  1 862  to 

emonstrate  the  way  in  which  pleuro-pneumonia 
spread  gradually  into  Holland,  and  afterwards  to 
our  own  country.  Those  maps  were  never  pub- 
is ed,  but  I believe  they  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
eaical  department  now.  Then  smallpox  in 
i j6P  Was  introduced,  variola  ovina.  Then  we 

0 5«e  °attle  pla2ue  of  1865- 


9429.  Those  four  are  the  chief  foreign  diseases 
from  which  ive  have  suffered,  two  of  which  we  are 
suffering  from  at  the  present  moment?— Two  of 
which  we  are  suffering  from  at  thepresentmoment. 

9430.  And  the  other  two  have  been  got  rid  of, 
have  they  not  ? — The  other  two  have  been  got 
rid  of. 

9431.  In  your  opinion  would  Professor  Bald- 
win’s plan  of  stopping  all  movement  for  six 
weeks  or  two  months  exterminate  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  this  country?— I should  say  no.  Of 
course  it  is  almost  impossible  to  deal  with  a 
question  of  this  sort  in  a dogmatic  way;  but 
having  been  very  anxious  to  ascertain  the  truth 
on  this  subject,  I have  investigated  it  in  a com- 
prehensive manner.  Last  century  we  were 
afflicted  with  these  cattle  plagues  by  importations 
from  Holland  and  Denmark.  I am  not  prepared 
to  say,  as  Dr.  Ileadlam  Greenougk  does,  that 
pleuro-pneumonia  was  here.  Cattle  plague  was 
here.  The  last  records  that  we  have  correctly 
are  about  1769  and  1770.  One  of  the  greatest 
physicians  we  have  ever  had,  Dr.  Cullen,  with  Ur. 
Layard  and  others,  saw  that  these  maladies  came 
along  the  Eastern  coast,  and  they  stopped  the  im- 

f)ortation.  To  that  circumstance  we  owe  the 
ugh  position  of  British  live  stock  during  the  first 
half  of  the  present  century. 

9432.  To  the  year  1839  ?— To  the  year  1839, 
and  notice  the  effect  of  the  restriction ; that  we 
had  the  price  of  meat  high  iu  1800,  and  steadily 
down  it  went  in  spite  of  our  population 
rising  from  over  16,000,000  to  over  27,000,000 
in  the  38  years,  from  1801  to  1839. 

9433.  You  consider  that  the  supply  of  meat 
was  plentiful  then,  in  consequence  of  the  freedom 
from  disease? — What  did  our  stock  come  to; 
what  did  our  shorn-horn  breeders  do  for  us? 
The  price  of  meat  supplied  by  contract  to  Green- 
wich Hospital  in  1800  or  1801  was  3 l.  4 j.  4 d. 
per  cwt.  In  1840  it  was  2 l.  14  s. ; the  reduc- 
tion bad  been  gradual,  aud  the  increase  in  our 
stock  was  very  great ; and  by  the  cattle  plague 
year  it  had  risen  to  3 /.  12s.  Id.  I need  scai-cely 
say  anything  with  reference  to  the  price  of  meat 
now,  but  I deliberately  say  that  the  high  price 
of  meat  now  is  due  to  the  persistent  introduction 
of  foreign  animals  and  foreign  diseases,  and  that 
we  should  be  very  much  better  fed  _ at  the  pre- 
sent moment  if  we  did  not  import  a single  foreign 
animal,  and  that  the  recuperative  energies  of  the 
country  are  such  that  in  two  years  we  should 
have  more  meat  if  we  stopped  the  foreign  impor- 
tations than  we  have  now. 

9434.  Provided. 
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9434.  Provided  tliat  we  got  rid  of  the  disease 
as  well  as  of  the  importations? — Yes,  but  the 
one  disease  which  affects  us  most  we  should  get 
rid  of  by  itself ; loot  and  mouth  disease  would 
cure  itself ; we  do  not  need  to  trouble  ourselves 
with  curing  it. 

9435.  Are  you  of  opinion  with  Dr.  McBride 
that  the  virus  would  burn  itself  out,  if  there 
were  no  fresh  importations? — It  is  illustrated  as 
a fact,  and  there  are  thousands  of  instances  of  it. 
Every  farmer  knows  it ; and  when  very  lately 
and  very  exceptionally  foot  and  mouth  disease 
was  introduced  into  Canada  and  the  United 
States  it  passed  away  spontaneously.  In  that 
case  you  had  not  as  you  have  in  the  case  of 
England  and  Ireland,  the  fact  that  you  send 
diseased  cattle  to  Ireland,  and  that  you  get  the 
disease  back  ’with  compound  interest,  and  so 
keep  on  creating  the  disease,  but  even  here  it  is 
wonderful  how  readily  it  dies  out,  as  it  did  in  the 
cattle  plague  time.  During  the  year  of  the 
cattle  plague,  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  extin- 
guished in  this  country. 

9436.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? — I am  as  sure  of 
it  as  it  is  possible  for  a man  to  be  sure  of  a fact 
of  that  kind. 

9437.  You  did  not  hear  of  a case,  and  did  not 
know  of  one  ? — I did  not  hear  of  a case,  and  I 
drew  special  and  marked  attention  to  it,  because 
it  bore  out  all  that  I had  said  before. 

9438.  Did  you  not  either  write  a pamphlet  or 
deliver  a lecture  about  that  time  in  which  you 
said,  “ We  have  now  got  rid  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  we  shall  not  have  it  again  until  it  is 
re-imported,"  or  words  to  that  effect? — I could 
not  put  my  finger  upon  the  thing  at  this  moment, 
but  I have  no  doubt  whatever  that  I did  say 
such  a thing.  In  fact,  I knew  it  at  that  time, 
and  as  the  cattle  plague  extinguished  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  it  was  natural  that  1 should 
draw  special  attention  to  the  fact,  because  when 
Mr.  Bruce  actively  supported  me  in  1863  and 
1864,  when  Professor  Simonds  said,  “ This  disease 
is  not  of  foreign  origin ; it  may  arise  spontaneously 
here."  With  his  support,  the  farmers  looking 
upon  restrictions  as  being  very  detrimental  to 
their  interests,  we  were  defeated.  But  when  the 
cattle  plague  came  in,  without  any  effort  foot  and 
mouth  disease  was  stamped  out. 

9439.  And  I suppose  pleuro-pneumonia  was 
very  much  curbed  by  those  restrictions?  — Yes, 
no  doubt,  because  a great  many  of  the  sick 
cattle  were  killed,  and  the  regulations  to  a great 
extent  checked  the  disease.  But  the  reason 
why  pleuro-pneumonia  constantly  comes  into  this 
country  is  that  it  has  established  stations  now  in 
Central  Europe  ; that  is  a very  important  point. 
It  is  very  strange  that  these  contagious  plagues 
spread  always  from  east  to  west.  I have  followed 
out  their  general  history  from  Eastern  Prussia 
mainly,  but  when  they  undoubtedly  originate 
further  East,  and  exactly  where  they  have  in 
times  gone  by  originated  in  the  East,  we  know 
not. 

9440.  You  stated  something  about  established 
stations  in  Europe,  could  you  name  any  of  them? 
— No.  In  this  country  the  established  stations 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  are  the  town  dairies,  con- 
cerning which  we  have  nothing  in  the  veterinary 
reports,  because  they  know  nothing  whatever 
upon  that  subject,  so  far  as  we  can  read.  Cattle 
dealers’  farms,  I proved  many  years  before  I re- 
ported to  the  Privy  Council,  were  the  established 
stations,  owing  to  the  weekly  importations  always 
kept  up.  Pleuro-pneumonia  is  an  insidious 


disease ; it  kills  in  such  a way  that  the  farmers 
are  impoverished,  but  yet  they  can  go  on  with 
their  dairies.  We  do  not  see  now  the  flourishino- 
dairies,  with  1 ,000  cows  in  them,  which  we  used 
to  do,  but  by  the  purchase  of  fat  cattle,  which 
can  be  sold  to  butchers  if  attacked  with  disease 
dairymen  have  greater  facilities  for  counteracting 
the  ordinary  consequences  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
that  is  to  say,  pecuniarily.  The  reason  why  we 
stamped  out  cattle  plague  was  because  we  were 
obliged  to  do  so  from  the  prompt  mortality 
amongst  the  cattle,  and  we  did  not  come  to  that 
until  we  had  suffered  a good  many  months,  and 
pressed  the  point  very  firmly  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country. 

9441.  What  do  you  consider  the  loss  per  head 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  iu  cattle  ?— I should 
say  from  1 1 to  5 1.  or  6 1.  a head ; it  may  be  the  total 
loss  of  the  animal,  but  that,  as  you  are  aware,  is 
rare.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  affecting  an  animal 
a day  before  it  is  slaughtered,  of  course,  leads  to 
a certain  waste.  A fat  animal  kept  over  from 
one  market  to  another,  will  go  back  5 1.  at  once 
and  in  the  dairy  districts  of  this  country,  in 
Cheshire,  and  in  some  other  parts ; indeed,  all 
over  the  country  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  the 
greatest  scourge  that  we  have,  and  one  tliat 
interferes  the  most  severely  with  the  production' 
of  animal  food.  That  is  a point  upon  which  I 
have  been  at  variance  with  some  of  my  profes- 
sional brethren  of  the  old  school ; foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  a malady  which  they  are  not  aware  we 
lose  anything  by ; but  we  have  lost  millions  upon 
millions  every  year  for  30  years  past,  and  the 
very  fact,  that  you  have  stopped  cattle  plague  will 
open  the  eyes  of  the  country  to  it.  We  shall 
have  done  our  work  when  we  get  rid  of  that. 

9442.  Would  you  exclude  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease from  the  Act  of  1869? — Never.  I should 
legislate  for  contagious  diseases.  I should  first 
attempt  to  get  rid  of  foot  and  mouth  disease ; it 
is  the  one  which  docs  most  mischief,  and  it  is  the 
one  which  must  be  got  rid  of  at  all  cost. 

9443.  It  has  been  stated  that  your  estimate  of 
the  loss  from  cattle  diseases  at  5 per  cent,  has  been 
greatly  overstated,  and  that  1 per  cent,  would 
more  nearly  represent  the  losses  between  1842 
and  1867  ? — I am  afraid  I must  trouble  you  with 
a little  history  upon  that  point.  When  I studied 
in  London,  more  than  twenty  years  ago,  I went 
into  one  dairy  and  saw  21  cows  in  a week  carted 
out  of  a place  where  there  were  200  head  of 
cattle.  At  that  time  we  knew  absolutely  nothing 
either  of  the  origin  of  that  disease  or  of  its  ex- 
tent, except  this,  that  when  it  first  came  in  it 
was  called  the  “ new  disease,”  and  the  Germans 
recognise  it  as  their  “ lungenseche,”  or  lun| 
plague,  and  therefore  we  called  it  “lung  disease; 
but  I travelled  about  abroad,  and  made  inquiries 
about  the  relative  mortality  in  cases  of  this  de- 
scription, and  at  Edinburgh  I began  to  investi- 
gate the  insurance  statistics,  and  was  amazed 
to  find  out  that,  whereas,  we  did  not  Deed  any- 
thing but  very  limited  cow  clubs  before,  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  cattle,  the  agricultural  in- 
surance companies  came  into  existence  after  the 
free  importations  of  foreign  stock,  and  within  * 
few  years  they  were  all  bankrupt ; they  were 
all  ruined.  I took  my  ground  upon  t e 
evidence  of  the  books  in  which  the  cattle  losses 
were  actually  paid  for,  the  books  of  people  there- 
fore having  a deep  interest  in  not  paying  tor  too 
many,  and  it  was  from  the  most  accurately  r 
corded  facts  and  the  most  careful  investigation 
that  I was  continually  making,  that  I caQ1®^e 
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the  conclusion  that  our  losses  were,  as  a rule,  not 
less  than  5 per  cent,  since  the  introduction  of 
foreign  animals,  and  very  often  unfortunately 
above  7 per  vent.  Now,  at  the  time  that  the 
Government  endeavoured  to  bring  in  Bills  toput  a 
stop  to  those  cattle  diseases  in  1864,  since  my  posi- 
tion in  relation  to  the  foreign  origin  of  those  dis- 
eases could  not  be  very  well  impugned,  with  Mr. 
Simon  at  my  back,  they  “ abused  the  plaintiff,” 
as  the  lawyers  say,  and  tried  to  make  out  that  I 
had  published  statistics  which  were  not  actually 
warranted  by  facts,  a matter  in  which  Mr.  Bruce 
not  only  most  cordially  supported  me,  but  he 
knew  all  the  time  that  I had  taken  every  possible 
precaution. 

9444.  Who  are  “ they  ” ? — Dr.  Hall  Maxwell 
and  other  witnesses  who  were  brought  here  to 
give  evidence  to  weaken  the  position  which  I had 
taken. 

9445.  Who  had  opposed  your  views? — Yes, 
and  who  were  responsible  for  the  introduction  of 
cattle  plague  in  1865,  according  to  ray  view  of 
the  matter. 

9446.  Do  you  think  that  inspection  of  fairs  and 
markets  is  of  any  very  great  value  ? — 1 nspection 
at  fairs  and  markets  is  of  value  in  this  sense,  that 
we  ought  always  to  know  where  we  are,  and  cer- 
tainly we  ought  always  to  inspect.  I do  not 
wish  the  Committee  to  fancy  that  I pretend  to  any 
great  prescience,  but  if  we  only  read  our  history 
we  shall  find  all  the  information  we  require.  I 
have  here  a pamphlet  which  accidentally  dropped 
into  my  hands  from  a waste  paper  stall.  It  is 
“An  Essay  upon  the  Contagious  Disorders  raging 
in  this  part  of  the  Kingdom,”  dated  in  1748,  which 
ought  to  be  written  in  letters  of  gold  with  refer- 
ence to  the  method  of  killing  out  rinderpest.  I 
tried  to  get  the  best  information  I could  from  all 
sources,  and  to  have  a large  amount  of  science 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  matter  if  I could  pos- 
sibly get  it  together,  and  it  is  upon  that  I speak. 
I do  not  pretend  to  any  marvellous  faculties  or 
greater  perception  than  other  people. 

9447.  Would  you  advocate  a system  of  license 
or  warranty  ? — In  suggesting  a method  for  the 
prevention  of  disease  1 should  prefer  to  say  that 
my  belief  is  that  we  must  in  this  country  return 
(in  a country  that  has  intelligence  and  soundness 
about  it)  to  the  condition  prior  to  1839,  when  the 
cattle  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  were  per- 
fectly free  from  disease  ; it  is  to  that  state  of 
perfect  freedom  that  I wish  to  return.  Of 
course  for  a time  you  may  stamp  the  disease  out, 
and  in  another  case  you  may  have  licenses,  but 
we  do  not  want  the  system  of  licensing,  which  is 
said  in  the  reports  of  the  Veterinary  Department 
to  prevail  extensively  in  Switzerland,  and  which 
we  had  in  the  cattle  plague  time ; we  want  no 
such  licenses  as  a rule.  My  motto  is  minimum 
interference  with  the  home  trade,  and  rational 
dealing  with  the  foreign  trade,  so  as  to  enable 
that  to  grow  in  a proper  way. 

. 9448.  Would  you  agree  with  Professor  Simonds 
^ sending  Irish  cattle  suffering  with  imported 
disease  back  to  the  ports  from  whence  they 
cajine  ? — You  might  do  whatever  you  liked  with 
animals  from  foreign  ports,  unless  you  killed 
the  animals  at  the  port.  The  harder  you  hit 
them  the  better  you  are  off.  I do  not  say  that 
m any  spirit  against  the  foreign  trade.  I am 
working  hard  now  to  do  everything  whereby  the 
foreign  trade  may  attain  its  maximum  point,  but 
ow  can  the  foreign  trade  attain  its  maximum 
point  when  you  have  these  periodical  attacks, 


proving  that  the  disease  comes  from  abroad.  In 
one  of  the  Deports  I noticed  this  on  page  xxv. : 
“ There  appears  no  reason  to  doubt  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  pleuro  pneumonia  are  both 
introduced  into  this  country  by  Irish  cattle,  and 
that  a great  number  of  outbreaks  of  these 
diseases  are  due  to  the  introduction  of  stock  im- 
ported in  vessels  from  Ireland.  The  evidence  of 
this  is,  in  a great  number  of  cases,  incontestable.” 
I should  think  it  was.  We  send  them  so  much 
disease,  that  they  send  it  back  with  compound  in- 
terest, as  always  happens  between  farmers. 
But  you  cannot  have  regulations  for  the  county 
of  Kerry  which  would  apply  to  Cheshire;  and 
Ireland  is  one  of  the  healthiest  and  one  of  the 
finest  countries  in  the  world  to  supply  us  with 
store  cattle.  We  do  not  want  to  go  to  Australia; 
the  Irish  farmers  will  give  you  all  you  want  if 
you  could  protect  them.  You  have  not  got  to 
protect  yourself  from  them  ; you  must  protect 
the  Irish  stock.  When  I went  on  behalf  of  the 
Privy  Council  in  1862  into  Ireland,  I found 
we  were  spreading  disease  over  the  country 
by  the  calves  which  were  born  in  the  large 
towns  in  Lancashire.  There  was  the  industrious 
and  thrifty  Irishwoman  buying  with  her  hard- 
earned  savings  a few  calves,  and  rearing  them 
upon  hay-tea,  and  sundry  other  things,  and  having 
losses  of  between  50  and  60  per  cent,  by  diarrhoea 
amongst  those  calves ; those  animals  suffered  from 
pleuro-pneuraonia,  from  the  fact  that  they  were 
the  offspring  of  cattle  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  had  been  born  in  infected  dairies. 

9449.  How  would  you  deal  with  foot  and 
mouth  diseased  animals  who  were  detected  upon 
their  way  to  a fair,  or  upon  their  way  home  ? — I 
may  say,  in  a general  sense,  that,  the  traffic  of 
diseased  animals  must  be  stopped ; coutu  qui  coute 
it  must  be  stopped ; there  is  no  question  what- 
ever upon  that.  When  I gave  evidence  upon 
this  subject  many  years  ago,  they  said,  “ You  do 
not  mean  to  say  you  would  stop  a whole  cargo  of 
animals  landed  from  abroad,”  and  I said  that 
every  animal  must  be  stopped,  and  Professor 
Simonds  objected  to  that  very  strongly ; he  ob- 
jected to  stopping  the  whole  cargo ; but  what  is 
the  use  in  a contagious  disease  of  stopping  one 
animal. 

9450.  You  have  not  told  the  Committee  what 
you  would  do  with  cattle  in  a market  which  were 
found  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — By 
the  time  the  animals  have  got  into  the  market 
they  have  done  the  mischief;  you  are  bound  to 
disinfect,  but  you  have  done  the  mischief  by  that 
time.  Of  course  you  may  disinfect  them,  and  do 
the  best  you  can,  but  I am  looking  at  a larger 
question.  If  I knew  there  was  any  chance  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  spreading  from  one  centre, 
say  towards  Scotland,  by  all  means  stop  the  cattle 
going  there. 

9451.  What  would  you  do  with  those  animals 
If  you  saw  one  lot  in  a large  market  suffering 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — If  it  were  a lot 
of  store  stock  I do  not  think  it  would  be  an 
economical  thing  to  slaughter  them ; they  have 
done  the  mischief,  and  all  you  can  do  is  to  place 
them  in  such  a position  that  they  can  contaminate 
nothing  else,  and  then  watch  them  very  carefully 
as  to  where  they  go.  There  is  no  doubt  you 
cannot  prevent  disease  any  more  than  you  can 
cure  isolated  cases  of  disease  by  rote;  able  men 
as  well  as  good  measures  are  required. 

9452.  And  you  would  isolate  the  cattle,  and 
not  allow  them  to  go  about  the  country  ?—  Of 
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course  I should,  if  it  were  possible  to  do  so,  but 
sometimes  it  is  impossible  to  do  so.  We  are 
helpless  when  you  have  brought  us  the  disease ; 
what  you  must  do  is  to  stop  it  coming  here,  and 
this  will  have  to  be  done  in  time. 

9453.  How  do  you  consider  pleuro-pneumonia 
is  propagated? — By  contagion,  and  contagion 
alone. 

9454.  Would  you  slaughter  all  cattle  affected 
with  pleuro- pneumonia? — Yes,  I should  slaughter 
all  affected  cattle,  but  I would  not  sell  them  as 
human  food. 

9455.  What  would  you  do  with  those  animals 
which  were  in  contact  with  diseased  animals  in 
the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia?  — I am  simply 
dealing  with  the  matter  as  a national  question  ; 
you  are  compelled  to  sacrifice  to  a certain  extent, 
and  you  cannot  always  go  the  most  economical  way 
to  work.  I am  quite  aware  of  that;  but  as  a gene- 
ral rule  you  would  inoculate  the  animals  which 
were  not  actually  diseased,  and  in  that  way  you 
would  have  a minimum  of  loss  ; but  if  you  gave 
me  a lot  of  cows  all  affected  to  such  a stage  that 
the  cases  were  coming  on  very  rapidly,  if  I had 
a stock  of  30  cows,  for  example,  and  had  them 
nearly  all  ill,  you  would  be  obliged  to  sacrifice 
them,  but  I will  give  you  an  illustration  of  that : 
I am  no  longer  practising  in  the  veterinary  pro- 
fession; I am  most  anxiously  pursuing  the  ques- 
tion of  turning  the  live  cattle  trade  into  a dead- 
meat  trade  as  much  as  possible ; neverthe- 
less people  constantly  come  and  ask  me, 
“ What  shall  I do  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia?” The  last  case  that  I had  any  special 
connection  with,  I asked  Professor  Duguid,  who 
is  now  at  the  Brown’s  Institute,  to  go  and  inocu- 
late some  animals  at  Mr.  Amey’s,  at  Petersfield. 
There  were  300  cows  there ; cows  very  rarely 
to  be  bought  now;  cows  worth  about  30/.  a 
piece.  Suppose  you  stamped  out  that  lot  of 
animals.  There  was  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  we  told  him  what  to  do ; he  is  a very  skilful 
man  in  various  ways.  Professor  Duguid  carried 
out  a system  of  inoculation ; and  within  three 
weeks  they  had  no  more  disease,  and  they  have 
never  had  it  since.  Mr,  Amey  buys  very  care- 
fully, and  if  you  killed  down  his  300  cattle,  look 
at  the  loss,  not  to  the  nation,  but  to  the  man. 
How  could  he  have  got  300  cows  together 
at  once.  It  would  have  been  ruin  to  him, 
even  if  you  had  paid  him  30 1.  a head  for  the 
cattle ; you  would  have  destroyed  his  herd. 

9456.  How  many  cattle  were  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I forget  at  the  moment ; he 
was  sending  them  up  to  London,  to  the  butchers. 
Mr.  Amey  will  be  most  happy  to  supply  you 
with  the  facts,  but  I cannot  tell  you  the  number 
which  had  been  carted  away,  but  I think  only 
one  or  two ; the  disease  had  not  spread. 

9457.  You  say  that  you  would  kill  all  the 
cattle  which  were  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  that  you  would  isolate  and  inoculate  the  rest 
of  the  herd  which  were  associated  with  them  ? — 
Yes,  I would. 

9458.  Would  you  give  compensation  to  the 
owner  for  all  the  cattle  slaughtered?— Yes,  and 

ou  must  be  liberal.  I may  mention  here,  that 

perceive  from  some  of  the  reports  that  the 
Prussians  were  against  inoculation.  The  fact 
of  the  matter  is  this,  unfortunately  for  me,  I be- 
lieve it  is  the  only  case  in  which  I implicitly  re- 
lied upon  the  experiments  of  other  people.  For 
some  years  Professor  Simonds  was  experiment- 
ing in  this  country,  and  I followed  his  views,  and 


he  induced  me  to  believe  that  inoculation  for 
pleuro-pneumonia  was  an  absurdity.  I ha(j 
no  practical  means  of  ascertaining  whether  in- 
oculation was  good  or  not.  Professor  Simonds 
performed  some  experiments,  and  he  said  that  it 
was  not  useful,  and  I very  foolishly,  for  the  only 
time  almost  in  my  life,  followed  his  advice  and 
therefore  remained  in  the  dark  for  some  years  I 
went  abroad  in  1863  and  established  the  Inter- 
national Veterinary  Congresses,  and  Professor 
Nicklas  showed  me  that  he  had  cleared  Bavaria 
and  Professor  Hcring  and  many  others  spoke  so 
clearly  upon  the  point  that  I began  to  see  that  I 
was  wrong.  Then  in  my  experiments  I had 
rather  unsatisfactory  results,  for  this  reason: 
People  complained  of  the  tails  rottino-  off 
and  then  I thought  I would  adopt  the  Aus- 
tralian idea  of  diluting  the  virus  with  gly- 
cerine ; it  was  some  time  before  I found  that° the 
glycerine  destroyed  the  virus,  and  that  I had  not 
been  inoculating  the  animals  at  all.  Dr.  Wil- 
helms introduced  inoculation  into  Ilasselt;  and 
as  the  best  answer  that  I can  give  you,  I will 
give  you  a translation  of  a letter  from  Professor 
Gerlach  of  Berlin ; he  is  one  of  the  ablest  men 
in  Europe,  and  he  writes  me  on  the  10th  of 
April  to  this  effect : “ Berlin,  April  10th,  1873, — 
The  opinions  of  veterinary  surgeons  on  the  Con- 
tinent, regarding  the  value  of  inoculation  in 
cases  of  plcuroqiueumonia,  differ  materially,  being 
even  diametrically  opposed  to  each  other.  It  is 
characteristic,  however,  that  all  practical  men,  all 
who  have  inoculated  much,  and  possess  much 
experience,  defend  the  great  value  of  inocula- 
tion, whilst  all  its  opponents  are  theorists.  This 
will  indicate  to  you  my  own  stand  point.  I have 
repeatedly  stated,  both  verbally  and  in  writing, 
that  according  to  my  expcrieuce  it  is  a sin  of 
omission  if  peremptory  inoculation  be  not  im- 
mediately resorted  to  in  the  case  of  an  outbreak 
of  the  epidemic.  This  opinion  is  based  on  both 
experiment  and  numerous  clinical  observations. 
1st  Experiment. — The  comparative  trials  with 
serous  exudation,  the  result  of  the  traumatic  in- 
flamation,  and  from  the  inflammation  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia. have  shown  that  whilst  the  first 
exudation  had  no  effect  whatever,  the  local  re- 
action only  corresponding  with  the  irritation  of 
the  wound,  the  clear  and  fresh  serous  exudation 
from  the  diseased  lung,  though  used  in  the  same 
small  quantity  of  two  drops,  in  the  same  way  and 
in  the  same  spot  of  the  subcutaneous  tissue, 
caused  an  astonishing  reaction,  such  as  I could 
not  produce  through  any  poisonous  substance. 
This  proves  the  specific  action  of  the  product  of 
the  disease.  2nd  Experiment. — In  all  cases  where 
the  inoculation  took  place  early,  i.e.,  immediately 
after  the  first  or  second  case,  the  contagion  was 
interrupted.  If  the  plague  has  existed  for  some 
time  then  inoculation  comes  too  late,  because  it 
only  effaces  the  disposition,  but  does  not  stop  the 
disease  when  already  in  course  of  development 
(certainly  not  when  in  a more  advanced  stage  01 
development').  Inoculation  can  only  serve  as 
a means  of  protection,  not  as  a therapeutic 
remedy ; cases  of  disease  may  still  occur  three 
or  four  weeks  after  inoculation,  depending;  on 
how  far  the  contagion  was  already  developed  at 
the  time  of  inoculation.  Besides  imperative 
inoculation,  I have  also  practised  protective  in- 
oculation, inoculating  sound  cattle  just  bought, 
and  isolating  them  until  after  the  expiration  0 
the  inoculation,  and  then  placing  them  in  in- 
fected stables  by  the  side  of  sick  cattle,  and  1 1 
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tliis  with  the  greatest  success,  only  two  or  three  that  manner;  it  is  not  only  the  immediate  but  Professor 

fell  ill,  which  proves  the  exceptional  repetition  of  the  mediate  contact.  There  is  a time,  which  I J-  Garage,-. 

the  disease  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  same  as  recollect,  when  a butter  box  took  cattle  disease  ~r — 

other  contagious  diseases.  Remain,  &c.,  your  up  from  Glasgow  to  the  remote  districts  of  16  June 
sincere  friend,  Gerlach.”  He  is  certainly  one  of  Lanarkshire;  it  was  abutter  box  which  had  been  lB?3' 
the  most  distinguished  men  in  Europe  writing  placed  in  a slaughterhouse,  and  upon  which  some 
upon  the  subject  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  blood  had  collected.  It  went  up  to  Mr.  Edmon- 

9459.  Has  he  converted  you  back  to  your  stone  Crawstoun’s  farm,  and  propagated  the 

original  belief  in  the  efficacy  of  inoculation  ? — My  disease  there.  Such  cases  are  very  difficult  to 

belief  in  it  is  most  strong.  trace,  but  they  do  occur. 

9460.  I understand  you  to  say  that  Professor  9466.  If  we  slaughtered  all  cattle  at  the  port 

Simonds  had  showed  you  the  contrary  ?— Until  of  landing,  we  should  still  have  the  danger  of 
1862.  I have  here  the  Report  of  1872,  and  by  importing  foot  and  mouth  disease,  unless  pre- 
that  I see  how  little  has  been  done  for  veterinary  cautions  were  taken  to  disinfect  the  hides  which 
science.  When  I see  10,0007.  a year  spent  on  were  imported  ? — I think  so,  but  then  there  must 
the  Veterinary  Department,  and  a very  consider-  be  proper  precautions  for  disinfection.  That  is 
able  amount  of  that  which  is  not  correct  in  theory,  another  point  upon  which  I have  worked  for 
and  not  only  in  theory  but  in  fact,  in  its  reports,  many  years,  and  my  work  upon  meat  preservation 
1 am  amazed.  Of  course  if  the  person  writing  led  me  to  find  out  a disinfectant  which  would 
the  reports  says  he  knows  nothing  of  veterinary  not  be  noxious  to  meat,  and  might  be  used  in 
science,  I can  understand  it,  but  on  no  other  slaughterhouse,  dead  meat  markets,  and  butchers’ 
ground.  shops,  where  carbolic  acid  and  chloride  of  zinc 

9461.  You  think  inoculation  for  pleuro-pneu-  are  inadmissible.  When  I walked  into  the  meat 
monia  ought  to  be  tried  after  killing  the  cattle  market  at  Deptford  the  other  day,  and  walked 
which  are  diseased? — Yes.  I may  mention  that  out  of  it,  I found  every  facility  for  the  propaga- 
the  reason  why  I turned  to  the  Report  of  the  tion  of  disease ; they  were  disinfecting  hides  with 
Privy  Council  for  1872  is  this : It  says,  on  page  chloride  of  sodium  (common  salt),  by  sprinkling 
23,  “ The  establishment  of  uniform  international  them  over  with  it,  and  the  man  I spoke  to  saich 
proceedings,  with  a view  to  prevent  the  spread  of  “We  want  people  to  believe  that  we  are  disin- 
these  diseases  (more  especially  cattle  plague)  fecting  them,  so  we  sprinkle  them  with  a little 
from  one  country  . to  another,  would  greatly  salt”  Now  common  salt  is  not  carbolic  acid  or 
benefit  Great  Britain.  If  those  transit  countries,  chloralum,  so  that  the  disinfecting  amounts  to 
from  which  we  receive  a large  proportion  of  our  nothing,  and  any  cattle  market  conducted  as  that 
import  of  animals,  would  engage  to  take  the  same  cattle  market  is,  would  be  no  guard  against  the 
precautions  against  transmitting  diseased  or  in-  introduction  of  foreign  diseases.  ° 

fecled  cattle  as  they  take  against  retaining  such  9467.  Does  glanders  arise  from  the  bad  treat- 
cattle  in  their  own  dominions,  the  precautions  ne-  ment  of  horses  ? — No,  glanders  affords  an  instance 
cessary  in  this  country  might  be  very  materially  of  pure  contagion,  which  wc,  no  doubt,  receive 
simplified  and  our  risk  very  much  reduced.”  Now  from  abroad.  Upon  this  point  it  is  difficult  to 
I,  in  1863,  started  the  International  Veterinary  prove  the  extent  of  recent  introductions  of  the 
Congresses  expressly  to  establish  international  disease  since  the  Veterinary  Department  has 
relations,  and  here  we  have,  in  1873,  the  proposal  ignored  this,  as  other  pressing  subjects,  but  I 
brought  up ; and  in  my  cattle  plague  book  I have  received  general  information  from  veterinary 
have  the  reports  of  the  first  two  International  surgeons  that  glanders  has  been  exceptionally 
Veterinary  Congresses,  and  in  my  circular,  which  prevalent.  We  have  had  for  our  omnibuses,  and 
I shall  not  trouble  you  by  reading,  addressed  in  for  the  autumn  manoeuvres,  the  introduction  of'  a 
March  1873,  I there  called  all  my  colleagues  lot  of  foreign  horses,  and  they  have  propagated  a 
from  all  parts  of  Europe  together  on  purpose  that  great  deal  more  glanders,  especially  in  London, 
we  should  woilc  together  for  the  extinction  of  than  we  ever  had  before. 

these  diseases.  9468.  How  would  you  deal  with  glanders  ? — 

9462.  In  large  towns  do  you  think  that  a I would  shoot  the  horses.  In  the  extinction  of 

system  of  public  abbatuiis  the  best,  and  that  glanders  in  the  Army  you  have  an  admirable 
private  slaughterhouses  promote  disease  both  in  illustration  of  the  stamping  out  system.  The 
man  and  beast? — Certainly.  As  regards  private  veterinary  surgeons  of  the  Army  are  thoroughly 
slaughterhouses  you  cannot  inspect  them,  apart  up  to  their  work,  and  for  years  we  have  not  been 
from  the  fact  that  they  contaminate  the  district  distressed  by  the  presence  of  glanders  in  the 
around  which  they  are.  Army,  as  the  .French  have.  Jt  is  not  true  that 

9463.  Do  you  suppose  that,  a good  deal  of  foreigners  have  been  really  before  us  in  many 
diseased  cattle  finds  its  way  into  the  London  questions  of  this  kind,  because  we  certainly  were 
slaughterhouses  from  town  dairies? — Such  is  the  the  first  to  point  out  amongst  the  veterinary 
information  I have  always  had.  I have  constantly  surgeons  the  advantages  of  ventilation,  and  the 
seen  them  there,  and  detected  them  there,  not  importance  of  killing  animals  affected  with  con- 
witnm  the  last  year  or  two,  but  they  always  are  tagious  disease. 

here  undoubtedly.  The  trade  in  diseased  animals  9469.  How  would  you  deal  with  sheep  pox,  if 
as  been,  for  many  years,  a prolific  cause  of  it  were  introduced  again  ?— I should  say  kill 
lsease ; if  you  had  not  had  the  diseased  meat  the  animals  as  I did  in  Wiltshire,  where  they 
QdfiI°1'KnUSt  ^‘?ve  st0PPedthe  disease.  were  inoculating  them  and  spreading  the  disease. 

94M.  What,  disease  has  been  imported  here  Some  people  think  you  must  kill  the  whole  flock, 
y means  of  hides  and  hoofs  ? — Foot  and  mouth  but  sheep  pox  is  not  like  pleuro-pneumonia,  and 
sease,  cattle  plague,  and  small-pox  in  sheep,  if  you  had  a clever  shepherd  (and  shepherds  are 
°94fi^0Ire  ^ skius.  very  clever  in  detecting  sick  sheep),  if  he  finds 

• 9 .•  suppose  there  would  be  most  danger  of  that  the  eyes  are  not  bright,  or  the  wool  is 

importing  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  that  way  ? — clapped,  you  can  separate  them,  and  you  do  not 
course,  the  disease  is  constantly  transmitted  in  need  to  stamp  out  the  whole  flock ; it  is  only  a 
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waste  of  money,  and  gives  a large  amount  of 
trouble  to  the  farmers. 

9470.  But  you  would  decidedly  kill  all  those 
cases  in  which  the  disease  was  developed  ? — 
Yes,  and  watch  narrowly  for  other  cases  in  their 
very  earliest  stages  That  was  what  I did  with 
regard  to  the  cattle  plague.  I watched  for  it 
and  succeeded,  thermometer  in  hand,  to  detect 
the  disease  long  before  the  manifestation  of 
general  symptoms  ; but  that  was  not  adopted  by 
the  Veterinary  Department  until  the  medical 
men  enforced  the  teaching  very  strongly. 

9471.  Were  you  the  first  to  call  attention  to 
the  value  of  the  thermometer  to  discover  inci- 
pient cases  of  cattle  plague? — 1 was  the  first  to 
discover  that  it  chould  be  done.  I had  been 
asked  by  the  French  Government,  to  make  cer- 
tain inquiries,  and  ray  brother,  Dr.  Arthur 
Gamgee,  and  myself,  were  trying  the  thermome- 
ter with  some  calves  that  we  had  in  Edinburgh. 
At  that  time  I had  an  establishment  in  Edin- 
burgh, as  well  as  in  London,  and  having 
examined  the  case  very  carefully,  I made  up  my 
mind  to  follow  it  up  closely  when  I came  up ; 
then,  on  going  through  a number  of  dairies,  I 
found  that  I could  tell  the  disease  two  or  three 
days  before  anybody  else  could  tell  it  by  the  use 
of  the  thermometer,  certainly  two  days  before, 
aud  I published  this  fact  at  once. 

9472.  What  is  the  difference  of  the  tempera- 
ture ? — It  goes  up  two  or  three  degrees ; from 
101  to  103,  or  104,  or  105.  Wheu  a cow  is  bull- 
ing, you  may  have  an  exceptionally  high  tem- 
perature. There  is  a very  interesting  fact  with 
regard  to  the  recognition  of  disease  in  herds  by 
the  thermometer,  which  the  Committee  ought  to 
know.  The  Congress  of  America  appropriated 
15,000  dollars,  in  order  that  I should  give  them 
a report  on  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  upon  the 
Texas  cattle  disease.  That,  not  only  enabled  me 
to  discover  the  existence  of  the  disease  in  Texas, 
but  it  enabled  me  to  ascertain  the  absolute 
method  of  propagation  by  the  fasces  in  the  case 
of  the  Texas  cattle  disease.  Now,  in  that  case, 
I had  Blacks  with  the  lasso  in  the  plains,  and 
they  would  catch  the  cattle  with  the  lasso,  and  I 
never  found  that  the  disturbing  or  running  down 
the  cattle  elevated  the  temperature.  By  that 
means  I was  enabled  to  discover  that  the  theory 
which  the  Americans  held,  that,  those  animals 
were  all  healthy  that  gave  the  disease  to  other 
animals,  was  false ; the  animals  did  not  communi- 
cate the  disease  by  their  breath,  but,  like 
cholera,  wherever  they  were  followed  by  other 
cattle  on  their  pasture,  and  ate  the  grass  which 
had  absorbed  a certain  amount  of  f feculent 
matter,  those  animals  died  as  rapidly  as  by  cattle 
plague.  In  that  case  the  thermometer  came  in 
at  once,  and  you  could  tell  whether  the  animals 
were  sick  or  healthy. 

9473.  If  small-pox  in  sheep  became  prevalent 
here,  would  you  recommend  inoculation? — Ino- 
culation is  the  great  cause  of  the  annual  recru- 
descence of  disease  in  Europe.  In  certain  parts 
of.  Eastern  Europe,  the  unfortunate  opinion  pre- 
vails, that  if  the  farmers  inoculate  their  lambs 
these  will  be  protected,  and  so  they  arc  to  a 
certain  extent,  but  the  disease  spreads  as  the 
animals  move  around  the  farms.  Professor  Ger- 
lach,  however,  tells  us  that  it  is  the  yearly  inocu- 
lation of  lambs  which  keeps  up  sheep  pox  in 
Eastern  Europe 

9474.  You,  on  the  contrary,  would  depend 


upon  early  slaughter,  and  long  isolation  ?— Upon 
careful  isolation  and  long  isolation.  1 

9475.  For  how  long  ?— You  do  not  need  to  be 
very  long  ; it  a flock  lias  sheep  pox,  it  would  not 
be  prudent  to  let  the  animals  go  about  under  two 
months,  or,  perhaps,  three,  but  in  all  these  cases 
to  a.  great  extent,  it  is  a question  of  brains  in 
framing  regulations  for  special  emergencies,  and 
brains,  as  well  as  measures,  are  needed  in  the 
prevention  of  cattle  diseases.  We  should  always 
be  prepared  for  the  adoption  of  means  dictated 
by  the  highest  science  based  on  the  largest 
amount  of  experience. 

9476.  How  long  do  you  suppose  it  is  necessary 
to  isolate  for  pleuro-pneumonia  without  inocu- 
lating?— Twelve  months  may  not  accomplish 
your  object.  That  is  the  great  difficulty  with 
regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia.  I have  known  an 
animal  bought  at  an  auction  taken  upon  a farm 
and  placed  amongst . some  valuable  Alderney 
cows.  'I  hat  animal  improved  every  dav,  and 
thrived  and  went  on  magnificently,  and  six 
weeks  afterwards  another  animal  in  the  place 
coughed,  and  about  two  months  after  that 
another  animal  was  seized,  and  that  one  died 
and  when  I was  called  and  came  to  examine  all 
these  cases,  I found  that  the  first  animal  which 
was  brought  in  apparently  healthy,  was  the  cause 
of  the  whole  mischief.  That  was  a case  in  which 
three  mouths  afterwards  the  malady  was  recog- 
nised, and  not  before. 

9477.  You  would  think  that  an  isolation  for 
28  days,  as  prescribed  under  the  Act  of  1869, 
was  not  sufficient? — So  far  as  I am  aware,  I do 
not  know  of  anything  which  has  been  done  for 
stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia  which  has  been 
effectual  to  clear  the  country;  it  may  be  in  some 
isolated  cases  sufficient.  If  you  inoculate  the 
animals,  within  three  weeks,  if  you  are  at  all  in- 
telligent in  watching  the  disease,  you  know 
you  arc  protected,  but  then  if  you  bought  any 
animals,  for  some  months  afterwards,  I would 
inoculate  cvci-y  -animal  brought  in,  on  account  of 
the  contagion  about  the  place.  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  disinfect  sheds,  but  fortunately  for  us 
the  practical  difficulties  are  not  quite  so  serious 
as  they  at  first  appear.  I am  obliged  to  he 
very  cautious  in  any  answer  which  I give  of  that 
description,  because  if  you  killed  out  the  disease 
to-day,  b!x  months  afterwards,  if  you  turned 
up  a manure  heap,  you  might  propagate  the 
disease. 

9478.  You  refer  to  pleuro-pneumonia?  — 
Yes. 

9479.  Mr.  Pell.']  Do  you  think  the  disease  can 
be  propagated  from  dead  pleuro-pneumonia  mat- 
ter?— Yes,  my  experience  in  Scotland  proved 
that..  We  had  a butcher  in  the  heart  of  a fine 
grazing  district,  and  that  butcher  was  killing 
diseased  cattle  and  throwing  out  his  lungs  and 
offal,  partly  to  the  pigs  and  partly  to  the  manure 
heap,  and  pleuro-pneumonia  broke  out  frequently 
on  farms  where  this  offal  was  spread.  It  is 
true  to  a certain  extent  that  that  might  be  hot 
manure,  but  the  carting  of  manure  from  the  town 
dairies  lias  been  a source  of  that  disease,  and  also 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

9480.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  do  not  agree 
with  the  great  body  of  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment we  have  had  before  this  Committee, .that 
when  the  breath  is  out  of  the  body  of  a pleuro- 
pneumonia beast,  all  danger  is  atari  end?  The“ 

I cannot  tell  how  they  account  for  cases  0 
pleuro-pneumonia  propagated  by  dead  arum 
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matter,  such  as  the  lungs.  I have  seen  animals  proper  system  of  quarantine,  but  taking  it  as  a Professor 
which  I have  known  to  have  been  perfectly  sound  general  system  for  the  supply  of  store  stock,  you  J-  Gamgee. 

placed  in  a stable  for  experimental  purposes,  cannot  carry  out  a system  of  quarantine ; it  is  

The  carrying  in  of  the  lungs  of  cattle  that  costly  and  impracticable.  Why  did  they  reduce  16  ^une 
hail  died  of  lung  disease  was  sufficient  to  propa-  the  quarantine  upon  the  Austrian  frontier  from  ,873- 
gate  the  malady.  If  you  will  give  me  healthy  21  days  to  10  days  in  the  case  of  cattle  plague  ? 
animals,  I will  produce  pleuro  -pneumonia  in  — Because  the  difficulties  were  insuperable,  and 
them.  people  smuggled  the  cattle.  It  is  true  that  this 

9481.  How  would  you  do  so? — By  matter  country  is  protected  by  the  ocean  barrier,  and 

from  the  lungs.  we  must  not  forget  that  Nature  has  created  this 

9482.  In  what  way?  — I would  have  a fine  country  in  a manner  to  protect  it  permanently, 

spray,  and  let  them  breathe  it.  and  for  ever,  if  we  would  only  look  fairly  into 

9483.  They  will  inhale  the  poison?  — They  the  matter,  and  act  up  to  what  we  ought  to  do. 
will  inhale  it,  and  the  mucous  membrane  in  that  There  is  no  question  that  the  ocean  itself  pro- 
case is  the  only  point  where  you  have  the  absorp-  tects  us,  and  did  protect  us,  as  I have  proved, 
tion.  The  natural  method  of  communication  for  50  years. 

for  pleuro-pneumonia  is  by  virus  coming  in  con-  9488.  In  case  there  should  be  any  store  cattle 
tact  with  the  mucous  membrane  of  the  lung,  and  imported  from  abroad  and  subjected  to  quaran- 
then  from  the  mucous  membrane  spreading  into  tine,  I suppose  you  would  suggest  that  there 
the  tissue,  between  the  lobes  of  the  lung;  and  if  should  be  special  ports  and  places  for  that  stock? 
you  take  the  virus  and  put  it  under  the  tissue  of  — Clearly,  or  else  you  could  not  carry  out  any 
the  skin,  you  have  the  same  effect  as  explained  system  of  quarantine  ; and  it  must,  be  very  well 
by  Professor  Gerlach  in  the  letter  I have  read  chosen. 

you,  and  as  we  all  know  who  have  studied  this  9489.  I gather  from  your  evidence  that  you 
subject.  I think  it  should  be  generally  stated  that  want  to  have  the  Irish  trade  as  free  ns  the  Eng- 
the  name  pleuro-pneumonia  is  a wrong  name ; the  lish  trade  ? — Certainly  ; if  you  go  to  Ireland  the 
malady  is  a fever;  it  is  a lung  plague;  it  is  not  disease  enters  there  from  Scotland  and  from 
inflammation  of  the  lungs.  There  i9  a very  in-  England,  and  if  you  go  to  Scotland  the  disease 
teresting  point  which  I may  mention,  that  probably  enters  there  from  England  and  from  Ireland; 
something  was  known  of  it  in  the  days  of  Moses,  and  if  you  come  to  England,  the  people  are 
when  the  Jews  adopted  the  rules  for  examining  mainly  blaming  Irish  cattle,  because  they  get 
the  pleura  of  animals  killed  for  food.  According  the  store  stock  from  there,  and  they  believe  the 
to  the  law  of  the  J ews  they  are  obliged  to  pass  Irish  cattle  are  contaminated, 
their  hands  round  the  lungs,  to  see  that  there  are  9490.  I suppose  you  would  consider  it  neces- 
no  adhesions;  and  a great  point  is  made  by  Dr.  sary  that  whatever  system  we  adopt,  should  be 
Livingstone,  who  proves  that  pleuro-pneumonia  one  uniform  and  efficient  system  throughout  the 
beef  in  hot  countries  probably  leads  to  carbun-  whole  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland? — Yes, 
cles.  Dr,  Livingstone  has  proved  this,  and  I clearly. 

think  we  are  bound  to  look  back  at  the  precau-  9491.  You  do  not  think  that  inspection  of  Irish 
tions  which  are  taken  in  these  hot  countries  to  cattle  would  be  of  much  use? — Unfortunately 
prevent  the  contamination  of  the  human  subject  for  us  inspection  has  done  such  an  amount  of 
by  diseased  animals.  mischief  in  relation  to  foreign  cattle,  that  I do 

9484.  I understand  you  to  agree  with  the  not  think  it  would.  As  1 said  before,  you  must 
whole  bulk  of  the  evidence  which  we  have  had  keep  a vigilant  inspection  of  everything,  and  it 
before  us  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  that  is  a proper  thing  to  do;  but  as  a means  of  stop- 
we  ought  to  kill  every  case  in  which  the  disease  ping  the  importation  of  disease  from  Ireland  or 
is  developed  ? — Yes,  I do  ; but  I would  not  per-  elsewhere  it  is  not  sound,  according  to  my  views ; 
mit  the  sale  of  diseased  animals,  at  any  stage,  as  you  cannot  trust  inspection. 

human  food.  9492.  I suppose  inspection  would  be  very  useful 

9485.  And  then  I understand  you  to  say  in  to  show  you  where  disease  exists  ? — That  is  the 

addition  to  that,  that  you  would  recommend  point ; inspection  is  useful  iu  all  fairs  and  mar- 
strict  and  long  and  careful  isolation,  and  also  kets,  so  as  to  be  able  to  trace  the  disease  to  its 
inoculation? — Yes.  centre,  and  so  enable  you  to  put  a stop  to  it. 

9486.  And  supposing  you  were  to  inoculate,  That  is  why  wc  require,  especially  if  we  are  to 

how  long  need  the  isolation  be  of  those  cattle  spend  10,000 1.  a year  in  connection  with  the 

which  were  herded  with  the  diseased  ones  ? — Veterinary  Department,  the  very  ablest  men. 

Practically  if  you  adopt  the  plan  of  inoculating  men  trained  like  Dr.  Buchanan  and  Dr.  Ballard ; 
the  animals  which  come  upon  a farm,  I believe  a I am  not  saying  a word  against  Professors  Brown 
couple  of  months  would  certainly  accomplish  your  and  Simonds,  for  whom  1 have  the  greatest  re- 
ject. spect  as  men,  however  much  I may  differ  from 

9487.  What  is  your  opinion  with  regard  to  the  them  as  veterinarians.  I do  protest  most  strongly 
efficacy  of  quarantine  in  the  case  of  store  stock  against  the  Veterinary  Department  being  placed 
from  abroad? — If  you  want  store  stock  from  under  anybody  but  a veterinary  surgeon;  it 
abroad  (which  I very  much  doubt,  if  you  will  only  would  be  wrong  if  I were  to  be  appointed,  to 
take  care  of  Ireland),  you  must  have  some  method  succeed  Mr.  Simonds,  as  the  head  of  the  Medical 
of  quarantine,  but  I am  certainly  not  a strong  ad-  Department,  notwithstanding  that  I have  made 
vocate  at  all  for  any  wholesale  system  of  quaran-  contagion  my  special  study.  I hold  that  the 
tine.  I believe  this,  that  by  co-operation,  for  ex-  country  should  have  the  services  of  the  person 
ample,  the  dairymen  of  London  might  be  provided  who  knows  the  most  upon  these  questions,  and 
with  cows  even  from  Holland,  whence  from  the  not  the  person  who  knows  the  least.  I do  not 
constant  transit  of  cattle  through  the  country  we  know  Dr.  Williams,  so  that  I must  not  be 
get  pleuro-pneumouia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease,  understood  as  indulging  in  any  personality  when 
provided  a proper  system  were  adopted  for  the  l protest  most  strongly  on  his  holding  his  present 
inoculation  and  isolation  of  the  animals,  and  a appointment. 

°-58.  3 c 4 9493.  Chairman . | 
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MINUTES  OE  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Professor  9493.  Chairman .]  When  did  you  first  enter  ment  that  the  disease  had  been  stamped  + • 
J.Gamgee.  the  veterinary  profession? — In  1849  and  1850  ; that  year? — I malt e that  positive  statement 
~ I did  not  obtain  my  diploma  then,  I entered  the  general  evidence  which  we  had  before  us  nt  °D 

,£.“ne  college.  _ t 9505.  What  was  that  general  evidence?— That 

73‘  9494.  When  did  you  obtain  your  diploma?— I there  was  no  foot  and  mouth  disease  existing  Of 

think  it  was  in  1852.  course,  if  the  V eterinary  Department  had  specifi 

9495.  At  present  I understand  you  to  say  you  cases  published,  well  and  good,  but  the  onus  f 

are  more  engaged  in  other  matters?— Since  I proof  falls  upon  them.  We  state  most  clearl 
found  the  cattle  dealers  were  all  opposed  to  that  there  was  none,  and  they  have  never  prov  d 

foreign  stock  markets  and  the  dead  meat  trade  that  there  was.  **  e 

from  abroad,  I felt  it  was  essential,  in  order  to  9506.  Arc  you  not  aware  that  it  was  in  1869 

save  tlxis  country,  that  we  should  work  out  the  that  the  first  Act  was  passed  giving  power  to  get 

subject  of  meat  preservation,  and  by  that  means  returns  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?-— Yes,  I am 

effect  the  transportation  of  the  cattle  in  a dead  9507.  Those  returns  could  not  exist” in  th'e 

state,  which  would  stop  the  importation  of  disease  Veterinary  Department,  because  they  had  no 
at  once  ; I have  been  working  earnestly  at  that.  power  to  call  for  them  ? — I understand  that  that 

9496.  I do  not  ask  your  motives,  I only  want  is  so ; still  it  is  a point  made  by  the  Veterinarv 
to  know  when  you  ceased  your  active  practice  as  Department,  and  the  Veterinary  Department 
a veterinary  professor  ? — The  work  in  America,  ought  to  give  us  proof  of  it. 

which  was  the  most  important  investigation  I ever  9508.  But  you  state,  notwithstanding  that 
conducted,  was  in  1868  and  1869.  I need  scarcely  Professor  Brown  gives  it  as  his  positive  state- 
tcll  the  Committee  that  I am  in  the  deepest  pos-  ment  that  there  were  always  a large  number  of 
sible  earnest  on  this  question,  and  I am  following  cases,  that  you  are  sure  that  they  were  not?— So 
it  up  very  carefully.  far  as  my  information  extends,  there  were  not. 

9497.  Then  at  present  in  what  are  you  en-  9509.  Do  you  to  that  extent  rely  upon  your 
gaged? — I introduced  a system,  and  one  which  information  that  you  can  assure  the' Committee 
in  a certain  sense  cannot  be  improved,  of  slaugh-  that  it  was  stamped  out? — Yes,  so  far  as  my  fil- 
tering oxen  by  carbonic  oxide,  and  preserving  formation  goes. 

the  meat  with  a preparation  of  charcoal  and  9510.  In  spite  of  the  declaration  of  Professor 
sulphurous  acid ; my  object  was  to  preserve  Brown  ? — Yes. 

large  quantities  of  cattle.  I found  that  the  9511.  The  reason  I ask  you  that  question  is, 
transportation  of  large  masses  of  meat  in  a ship’s  that  the  whole  of  your  theory  depends  upon  the 
hold  was  attended  with  a moulding  of  the  meat,  possibility  of  stamping  the  disease  out? — I have 
and  I had  to  direct  my  attention  to  the  improve-  no  theory  in  the  matter ; it  is  an  absolute  fact, 
merits  of  refrigerating  machines,  not  for  the  pur-  9512.  I understand  your  suggestion  to  be,  that 
pose  of  freezing  the  meat,  but  by  having  currents  we  should  prohibit  its  introduction  from  abroad 
of  cool  atmosphere  in  the  hold,  so  as  to  prevent  and  rely  upon  the  possibility  of  getting  rid  of  it 
the  moulding;  and  I have  at  the  present  moment  at  home  when  there  is  such  a prevention  of  un- 
completed very  costly  experiments  upon  this  portation  from  abroad  ? — Clearly,  although  I cer- 
very  question.  I am  working  now  with  respect  tainly  should  not  object  to  your  following  up  the 
to  this  subject  of  fresh  meat  transport,  so  as  to  do  disease,  shortening  its  period  of  staying  here, 
away  with  the  importation  of  live  animals.  9513.  You  must  be  aware  that  unless  it  could 

9498.  Since  1869,  have  you  been  engaged  be  shown,  or  unless  there  was  reason  to  believe 

upon  the  subject  of  the  importation  of  fresh  meat  ? that  you  could  stamp  it  out  at  home,  the  prohi- 
— I have.  bition  of  importation  from  abroad  would  not  have 

9499.  I think  .I  understood  you  to  say  that  that  effect? — Of  course  not.  I should  very  much 
foot  and  mouth  disease  disappeared  immediately  like  to  have  the  opportunity  of  proving  my 
after  the  extinction  of  cattle  plague? — During  the  point. 

process  of  extinguishing  the  cattle  plague.  9514.  Therefore  it  is  a matter  of  great  impor- 

9500.  You  believe  it  entirely  disappeared  ? — tance  to  know  upon  what  grounds  you  base  your 

Yes,  so  far  as  the  facts  go  which  have  come  to  my  belief,  that  the  disease  can  be  so  easily  stamped 
knowledge,  it  did.  out  at  home,  we  having  had  this  evidence.  I 

9501.  Professor  Brown,  upon  being  asked  a understand  you  to  base  that  opinion  mainly  upon 
question  upon  that  point,  says  there  was  a cessa-  the  fact  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  stamped 
tion  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  that  it  broke  out  by  the  cattle  plague  regulations? — Not 
out  again  last  year ; but  in  saying  that  there  was  mainly.  I look  mainly  during  my  experience  of 
a cessation,  he  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  20  years  to  the  way  in  which  the  disease  has  died 
saying  that  it  entirely  ceased,  as  there  were  out  on  every  farm,  and  to  the  way  in  which  it  has 
always  a large  number  of  cases ; but  he  states,  spontaneously  died  out  in  America. 

that  in  the  lairs  of  the  Metropolitan  Market  there  9515.  In  what  other  way  has  the  disease  been 
was  scarcely  a case  to  be  discovered ; you  do  not  stamped  out  in  England  ?— We  had  none  until 
agree  with  that  statement? — My  information  cer-  we  imported  foreign  stock  in  1839. 
tainly  does  not  tally  with  that.  9516.  You  believe  that  the  disease  was  first 

9502.  What  was  your  information  ?— That  the  imported  in  1839  ?— 1 do. 

disease  had  disappeared.  95 17.  Are  you  aware  that  there  are  two 

9503.  How  did  you  obtain  such  information  as  theories  about  that;  the  theory  that  you  hold 

enabled  you  to  state  that  the  disease  had  ceased  that  it  owes  all  its  strength  to  constant  fresh 
throughout  the  kingdom? — From  veterinary  importation,  and  the  other  theory  that  having 
surgeons  and  from  everybody  I came  in  contact  been  imported  it  becomes  indigenous? — Yes.  ^ ^ 
with,  and  my  own  observation.  9518.  Upon  what  ground  do  you  think  that 

9504.  What  I want  to  know  is  this,  that  inas-  the  other  theory  fails,  that  having  been  imported 
much  as  it  is  not  disputed  that  many  cases  of  foot  in  1839  it  has  become  indigenous  ?— X can  only 
and  mouth  disease  occur  without  any  luss  being  go  upon  the  every  day  experience ; if  701^  ia?e 
made  about  them,  do  you  make  a positive  state-  foot  and  mouth  disease  come  upon  a farm^t  nws 
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through  the  animals,  and  ceases  until  you  bring 
jn  a Fresh  lot.  The  spontaneous  origin  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  this  country  is  an  impos- 
sibility. It  has  a short  period  of  incubation; 
it  is  so  rapid  in  progress  that  there  is  no  ma- 
terial kept  alive. 

9519.  I am  not  now  talking  about  spontaneous 
origin;  I am  talking  about  the  question,  whether 
bavin0-  been  once  planted  in  England,  if  it  was  so 
planted,  it  has  taken  up  its  abode  in  England,  never 
having  been  stamped  out,  so  that  it  has  always 
been  lurking  about,  and  owing  to  causes  which  I 
cannot  explain  (for  I doubt  whether  there  is  any- 
body in  the  profession,  or  anybody  else,  who  has 
perfect  knowledge  upon  the  matter)  that  it  may 
be  suddenly  revived ; now  I understand,  you  to 
state  that  if  we  stopped  the  importation  of  foreign 
animals  the  disease  would  absolutely  die  out  of 
itself  ?— Yes,  I say  it  would. 

9520.  Upon  what  do  you  base  that  statement  ? 
—Upon  the  whole  of  my  experience  of  20  years 
■with  regard  to  cattle  diseases. 

9521.  How  is  that  shown  ? — Whenever  I have 
followed  its  course  it  has  died  out,  and  it  has  not 
originated  again  upon  those  farms  where  I have 
seen  it  die  out  until  it  has  been  brought  in  again. 

9522.  Do  you  believe  there  has  been  any  time 
besides  that  time  which  you  state  was  just  during 
the  cattle  plague,  and  upon  which  you  are  con- 
tradicted by  Professor  Brown,  in  which  that 
disease  did  not  exist  in  England  during  those 
20  years? — During  those  20  years  a large  por- 
tion of  the  country  has  not  been  contaminated  at 
all. 

9523.  I am  not  asking  that;  I am  asking 
whether  you  believe  there  was  any  time  except 
this  time  immediately  during  the  cattle  plague,  in 
which  you  are  contradicted  by  Professor  Brown, 
in  which  the  disease  was  entirely  stamped  out  ? 
— I believe  not,  so  far  as  I know. 

9524.  How  does  your  experience  of  20  years 
prove  that  that  disease  can  be  stamped  out  ? — 
Because  what  happens  with  regard  to  an  isolated 
island,  or  an  isolated  farm,  will  certainly  apply 
to  the  whole  country. 

9525.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
disease  gets  stamped  out  in  a farm,  if  that  farm 
has  no  connection  with  any  other  cattle,  inas- 
much as  I do  not  suppose  it  to  be  spontaneous ; 
but  I want  to  know  upon  what  do  you  base  your 
statement  that  the  disease  was  entirely  stamped 
out  in  England  ? — Upon  my  own  experience. 

9526.  But  you  state  that  you  are  not  aware  of 
any  time  in  which  the  disease  was  entirely 
stamped  out,  except  during  the  cattle  plague  ? — 
I can  take  you  to  certain  parts  of  Wales  and 
Scotland  where  the  disease  has  been  introduced 
and  where  it  has  died  out. 

9527.  You  are  aware  that  there  is  intercom- 
munication between  all  parts  of  England  ? — W e 
know  it  very  well  from  the  propagation  of  diseases. 

9528.  Then  the  disease  having  died  out  in 
that  part  of  W ales  is  no  proof,  according  to  your 
own  theory,  that  it  would  not  reappear  in  Wales 
if  there  was  any  foot  and  mouth  disease  left  in 
the  kingdom? — Of  course  it  would  appear  in 
Wales  if  you  carried  it  there. 

9529.  Now  I again  ask  you,  upon  what  do  you 
base  your  statement  that  your  experience  of  20 
years  proves  that  the  disease  can  be  stamped  out, 
when  you  state  that  in  one  year  it  was,  which, 
as  I say,  was  contradicted  by  other  authorities, 
and  you  acknowledge  to  me  that  you  know  of  no 
other  year  in  which  the  disease  was  extinct  ? — I 

0,58. 


base  my  opinion  upon  the  experience  which  I 
have  obtained  with  regard  to  the  extinction  of 
the  disease  wherever  I have  had  to  deal  with  it, 
in  isolated  patches  of  the  country,  if  you  choose, 
at  home  and  abroad. 

9530.  That  simply  proves  that  in  isolated 
patches  of  the  country  the  disease,  having  existed, 
is  cured  or  disappears ; does  that  prove  that  it 
has  been  stamped  out  throughout  the  kingdom  ? 
— Of  course  it  does  not  prove  that  the  disease 
has  been  stamped  out  throughout  the  kingdom. 

9531.  I suppose  you  consider  that  there  were 
several  times  during  the  20  years  in  which, 
whether  it  was  stamped  out  or  not,  there  was 
scarcely  any  amount  of  it? — Foot  and  mouth 
disease  - varies  in  prevalence  according  to  the 
current  of  the  trade,  but  I am  not  aware  of  any 
year  in  which,  if  the  evidence  of  quantity  could 
be  obtained,  we  should  not  have  had  a very  con- 
siderable amount. 

9532.  You  do  not  allude  to  this  year  in  which 
it  was  stamped  out? — No,  of  course  not. 

9533.  I ask  you  whether  there  would  not  be 
several  years  within  those  20  years  in  which  there 
was  very  little  of  this  disease,  and  your  answer 
is  that  there  was  no  Buch  time  ?— Except  at  the 
time  of  the  stamping-out  of  the  cattle  plague. 

9534.  Then  your  experience  of  the  last  20 
years  proves  that  with  the  exception  of  those  six 
months  the  disease  was  always  raging  in  the 
country  ? — Yes,  more  or  less. 

9535.  Then  I must  again  ask  upon  what  do 
you  base  your  opinion  that  the  disease  can  be 
stamped  out  of  the  country? — Any  scientific 
man  can  only  have  the  facts  of  the  case  before 
him,  coming  within  the  sphere  of  his  observations 
and  weigh  the  probabilities  of  the  case ; the  cattle 
plague  was  studied  in  this  way  in  my  own  col- 
lege. The  investigation  in  my  own  stables 
brought  out  facts,  which  could  be  applied  to 
the  whole  country,  and  they  convinced  the  whole 
country. 

9536.  You  have  stated  broadly  that  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  would  die  out  of  itself  if 
there  was  no  foreign  import,  and  you  have  also 
said  that  you  base  that  opinion  upon  your  ex- 
perience, in  order  that  your  experience  should 

S'ove  that  it  ought  to  show  that  the  disease  has 
ed  out.  Now  I understand  you  to  state  that, 
with  the  exception  of  one  short  six  months,  in 
which,  differing  from  others,  you  say  that  the 
disease  was  stamped  out,  it  never  has  been, 
stamped  out,  but  has  always  raged,  therefore  I 
do  not  know  what  experience  you  have  had  in  the 
matter  ? — I have  simply  the  experience  of  per- 
haps having  worked  more  at  these  cattle  diseases 
than  any  living  man. 

9537.  Would  not  this  experience  be  parallel 
to  this  case  with  regard  to  human  diseases  ; that 
if  typhus  fever  rages  in  a town,  and  owing  to 
care,  or  owing  perhaps  to  the  disease  working 
itself  out,  that  town  ceases  to  have  any  typhus 
fever,  would  it  not  be  just  as  fair  for  you  to  say 
that  typhus  fever  was  altogether  stamped  out  of 
the  country,  and  could  be  altogether  stamped  out 
of  the  country,  from  that  fact,  as  to  say  that  because 
foot  and  mouth  disease  disappears  upon  a par- 
ticular farm  from  isolation,  therefore  it  has 
been,  and  can  be,  stamped  out  throughout  the- 
kingdom  ? — I think  the  inference  would  be  per- 
fectly warrantable  upon  the  part  of  any  medical 
man,  if  he  cleared  a village,  or  a town,  of  small- 
pox by  vaccination,  that  he  could  clear  ther 
country  in  that  manner. 

3 D 9533.  I was- 
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9538.  I -was  talking  about  typhus  fever,  not 
about  small-pox?— I will  take  typhus  fever  if 
you  choose ; out  I took  small-pox  because  we  do 
not  know  any  similar  mode  of  preventing  typhus 
fever. 

9539.  At  any  rate,  you  will  acknowledge  that 
there  were  times  when  it  was  worse  than  others  ? 
— Yes,  that  is  the  case  with  all  contagious 
diseases. 

9540.  That  being  so,  what  do  you  mean  by 
saying  that  millions  upon  millions  have  been 
lost  every  year  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
this  country  for  the  last  30  years? — Fortunately 
for  me,  there  have  been  intelligent  agriculturists 
who  have  pursued  this  inquiry  of  late  years  more 
than  I have,  and  I think  the  country  has  reason 
to  be  very  deeply  indebted  to  persons  who  have 
investigated  in  Herefordshire  and  elsewhere, 
Mr.  Algernon  Clarke  and  others,  who  have  driven 
home  a great  lesson  upon  that  subject. 

9541.  Do  you  adhere  to  that  statement  that 
you  have  made  ? — I do. 

9542.  I will  read  you  again  that  statement 
that  you  made,  that  millions  upon  millions  have 
been  lost  every  year  for  the  last  30  years 
throughout  the  country  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  '* 
— I have  no  doubt,  if  Mr.  Algernon  Clarke  were 
asked,  he  would  corroborate  that  statement. 

9543.  Do  you  adhere  to  the  statement  that 
every  year  for  the  last  30  years  millions  upon 
millions  have  been  lost  by  foot  and  mouth  disease? 
— I do,  without  any  hesitation. 

9544.  What  estimate  do  you  make  for  the  loss 
in  past  years  per  animal  ? — I cannot  bind  myself 
to  figures  of  individual  years.  I have  published 
figures  in  a Blue  Book  years  and  years  ago,  and 
there  they  stand  supported  by  all  subsequent 
research. 

9545.  You  are  binding  yourself  to  figures  now, 
because  you  state  that  millions  upon  millions  have 
been  lost  during  the  last  30  years ; but  I want  to 
know,  from  your  experience,  what  was  the  average 
loss  upon  animals  attacked  by  foot  and  mouth 
disease  last  year?— In  Norfolk  alone,  in  1872, 
the  number  of  cases  was  200,000.  I should  be 
very  sorry  to  pay  for  that  loss  under  3 1.  or  4Z.  a 
head ; very  sorry  indeed. 

9546.  Taking  it  at  4 /.  a head,  which  is  your 
maximum,  and  taking  your  “millions  upon 
millions  ” to  mean  the  lowest  which  they  possibly 
can,  which  is  two  millions,  that  would  require, 
in  order  to  make  a loss  of  “millions  upon  millions,” 
with  that  interpretation  upon  them,  500,000  ani- 
mals per  year  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  do  you  believe  that  for  every  year 
within  the  last  30  years,  500,000  cattle  have 
been  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease? — 
Certainly,  and  more. 

9547.  Do  you  mean  every  year?— Yes,  since 
1842,  I should  think,  or,  at  all  events,  in  a very 
vast  majority  of  the  years. 

9548.  Upon  what  do  you  base  that  answer  ? — 
I take  my  own  experience  all  over  the  country. 

9599.  Would  you  tell  the  Committee  how  you 
arrive  at  that? — I do  not  wish  the  Committee  to 
run  away  with  the  idea  that  I have  worked  this 
question  without  an  endeavour  to  arrive  at  a just 
determination.  I have  here  a Deport  upon  the 
health  of  stock  in  the  United  Kingdom'in  1862. 

I only  produce  this  to  show  how  carefully  I 
issued  circulars  to  people  all  over  the  country. 

9550.  Do  you  make  any  estimate  of  the  loss  in 
1862  with  that  disease? — I believe  not. 

9551.  I want  to  know  upon  what  do  you  base 


your  statement  that  there  were  at  least  500  dan 
animals  affected  every  year  during  all  those  vet, 
can  you  tell  me  what  was  the  number  in  lfifi? 
do  you  give  any  number  of  animals  which  Itl 
think  were  affected  in  1862  ?— I do  not  think  j 

9552.  Is  there  any  year  in  which  you  attended 

to  arrive  at  the  number  of  animals  that, 
affected  ? — I should  suppose  that  I have  verv 
often  done  so  ; I know  I have.  3 

9553.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  give  to  the 
Committee  one  of  those  years?— I would  draw 
my  inferences ; and  in  lecturing  to  students  everv 
year  for  10  years,  during  the  time  that  I was  a 
teacher,  I would  never  touch  the  subject  with- 
out giving  them  some  evidence  of  the  extraordi- 
nary losses  produced  by  this  disease. 

9554.  You  wrote  specially  upon  that  disease 

in  1862,  did  you  not?— In  that  case  I dealt 
specially  with  the  mortality,  and  I unfortunately 
left  that  Report  at  home.  3 

9555.  You  have  made  a very  strong  statement 

and  from  a gentleman  in  your  position  in  the 
veterinary  profession,  I want  to  know  upon  what 
ground  you  base  that  statement;  you  state 
positively,  the  contrary  to  what  we  have  heard 
that  there  were  no  times  when  there  was  a great 
diminution  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,0  and 
that  it  has  been  constantly  raging  to  the  extent 
of  500,000  animals  a year,  and  I ask  you  for  your 
calculations  for  one  year,  and  you  cannot  give  me 
any  year? — There  are  many  observations  which 
I have  made  which  I have  not  published.  I 
have  repeatedly  stated  off-hand,  and  very 
probably  in  a lecture  delivered  in  Birmingham, 
or  Penrith,  or  in  some  other  place,  I may  have 
given  the  facts. 

9556.  You  have  stated  that  you  are  convinced 
that  there  have  been,  generally  speaking,  at 
least  500,000  animals  affected  every  year  for  the 
last  30  years ; will  you  be  prepared  to  bring  cal- 
culations, which  you  have  previously  made, 
which  will  show  that  ? — I can  produce  repeated 
observations  which  I have  made,  where  I have 
drawn  conclusions  from  my  own  observations  in 
lectures,  and  elsewhere.  I do  not  suppose 
anybody  in  the  country  is  prepared  to  produce 
such  calculations,  unless  it  be  the  Privy  Council, 
who  spend  10,000 1.  a year  to  get  them,  and 
cannot. 

9557.  I have  asked  you  upon  what  you  base 
this  statement,  and  yon  give  me  no  ground  for 
it  ? — 1 will  give  you  one  kind  of  illustration ; if 
you  go  into  our  markets,  whether  you  take  Nor- 
wich Hill,  or  Allhallows  Fair,  I have  no  recol- 
lection, as  a veterinary  surgeon  of  20  years,  of 
those  fairs  being  free  ; those  are  fairs  where  you 
have  every  year  thousands  upon  thousands  of 
cattle,  and  where  every  single  animal  entering 
the  fairs  becomes  diseased.  I have  no  doubt  it  is 
possible,  from  farmers  and  others,  to  obtain  that 
evidence. 

9558.  Are  you  prepared  to  state,  with  regard 
to  Norwich  Hill  Market,  that  there  has  not  been 
a year  for  the  last  30  years  in  which  there  has 
uot  been  disease  ? — Certainly;  I do  not  believe 
there  has  been  a year,  for  the  last  30  years,  in 
which  Norwich  Hill  has  been  free. 

9559.  You  state  that  there  has  not  been  a year, 

for  the  last  30  years,  in  which  there  have  not 
been  thousands  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  the  Norwich  Hill  Market  ?■— f 
believe  that  is  perfectly  true.  , 

9560.  But  with  regard  to  other  markets,  what 

° has 
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has  been  the  case  ?— They  have  all  been  con- 
taminated. 

9561-  What  other  markets  can  you  mention.-' 
—Islington  Market.  I have  never  been  in 
Islington  Market  without  seeing  foot  and  mouth 
disease  there,  and  the  same  is  true  of  Falkirk 
Trist  and  Balliuasloe  Fair,  which  are  contami- 
nated by  our  drovers  going  over  there. 

9562.  Have  you  ever  been  there?— I have 
not  been  to  Ballinasloe. 

9563.  Have  you  ever  been  to  the  Norwich 
Hill  Market  ?—  I have. 

9564.  About  how  many  times  have  you  been 
t^ere  ?_I  cannot  say;  I may  have  been  there 
half  a dozen  times. 

9565.  You  mentioned  Norwich  Hill  Market 
and  the  Islington  Market;  what  other  markets 
have  you  been  to? — The  Edinburgh  Market, 
the  Glasgow  Market,  the  Newcastle  Market,  and 
the  Dublin  Market,  and  many  more.  I am  not 
ubiquitous,  however. 

9566.  Have  you  been  to  the  Metropolitan 
Market  lately  ?— I do  not  suppose  I have  been 
in  the  Metropolitan  Market  for  one  year.. 

9567.  You  cannot  tell  whether  there  is  much 
of  the  disease  there  now,  or  not  ? — I cannot  say. 
I saw  plenty  of  it  at  Deptford,  a short  time 
ago. 

9568.  At  Deptford  all  the  animals  are  slaugh- 
tered, are  they  not  ? — Yes,  but  the  disease  can 
very  readily  be  propagated,  if  you  only  let 
people  come  out  with  the  dung  upon  their 
boots. 

9569.  What  would  you  do  with  the  people  ? — 
I would  make  them  go  out  with  clean  shoes,  if  I 
could,  at  all  events.  By  all  means  have  a foreign 
stock  market  at  every  port,  if  you  cannot  have 
better;  but  I am  hoping  that  if  the  Aberdeen 
animals  can  come  510  miles  better  dead  than  alive, 
the  foreign  fat  stock  may  be  transported  dead  also. 

9570.  I think  you  stated  that  the  Deptford 
Market  is  not  in  a good  state  ? — It  was  in  a most 
filthy  state  when  I saw  it,  with  blood  in  the  ruts 
between  the  flags,  and  the  slaughterhouses  were 
in  a filthy  condition. 

9571.  What  additional  precautions  would  you 
have  upon  the  Deptford  Market,  to  prevent  the 
disease  from  getting  out  of  Deptford  Market  ?■ — 
I would  resort  to  every  proper  system  of  disin- 
fection. 

9572.  What  do  you  mean  by  that? — I would 
never  be  able  in  five  minutes  to  write  out  rules 
for  the  disinfection  of  Deptford  Market,  or  any 
other  market. 

9573.  I understood  you  to  say,  in  answer  to 
my  honourable  friend,  that  you  had  been  to 
Deptford  Market,  and  that  some  man  made  a re- 
mark to  you  ; what  was  that  remark  ? — That 
they  sprinkled  common  salt  upon  the  hides  as  a 
makebelieve  that  they  carried  out  a system  of 
disinfection. 

9574.  Do  you  consider  that  common  salt  is  not 
a disinfectant  ? — I do  not. 

9575.  You  have  yourself  taken  out  a patent 
for  a disinfectant,  have  you  not  ? — I have,  and 
sold  the  patent;  it  was  cldoralum,  or  chloride  of 
aluminum. 


septic  value  of  carbolic  acid  ”?• — I am  not  aware 
that  he  has  said  so  ; he  may  have  said  it,  but  his 
opinion  on  a veterinary  question  has  not  the 
weight  of  his  opinion  on  a purely  chemical  one. 

9579.  You  stated  that  you  believed  that  the 
high  price  of  meat  was  entirely  due  to  foreign 
importation  ? — Of  course  it  is  the  importation  of 
foreign  diseases  with  the  cattle;  we  have  lost 
more  cattle  than  we  have  imported. 

9580.  Do  you  think  that  it  is  entirely  due  to 
that  ? — It  is  partly  owing  to  the  increase  of  popu- 
lation ; but  we  had  an  increase  of  population 
from  1800  to  1840,  and  a diminution  in  the  price 
of  meat,  and  I believe  that  if  you  only  stopped 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  slaughtered  all  foreign 
cattle  at  the  port  of  debarkation,  you  would  have 
meat  in  this  country  reduced  in  price  within  the 
next  four  or  five  years,  and  the  farmers  pros- 
pering. 

9581.  You  stated  that  you  thought  the  high 
price  of  meat  was  entirely  owing  to  foreign  im- 
portation, and  now  you  say  partly  so;  which 
answer  am  I to  take ; is  the  high  price  of  meat 
entirely  owing  to  foreign  importation,  or  is  it 
not  1 — It  is  partly  owing  to  it,  but  mainly  owing 
to  it  would  be  the  most  proper  expression. 

9582.  Do  you  think  the  increased  wages  and 
the  greater  power  of  the  working  classes  to  buy 
meat  has  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — I do  not,  for 
this  reason : that  the  farmers  in  this  country  have 
advanced  so  enormously  in  the  use  of  artificial 
foods  and  manures,  that  that  has  in  all  probability 
counterbalanced  the  increase  in  wages  and  the 
natural  increase  of  consumption. 

9583.  And  therefore  it  is  your  opinion,  after 
serious  investigation,  that  the  great  increase  of 
wages  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  has  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  increase  in  the  price  of 
meat? — It  has  had,  taking  in  the  view  that  we 
have  not  given  the  country  a chance  of  increased 
production. 

9584.  Has  it  or  has  it  not  ? — Of  course,  it  has ; 
they  have  eaten  more. 

9585.  Do  you  think  that  if  there  had  been  no 
foreign  importation,  the  increase  of  population 
and  the  increase  of  the  power  of  that  population 
to  buy  meat,  owing  to  the  rise  in  wages,  would 
not  have  raised  the  price  of  meat  ? — It  can  only 
be  a matter  of  opinion,  and  my  opinion  is  de- 
cidedly, that  if  we  had  not  imported  a single 
foreign  animal  we  should  have  had  the  price  of 
meat  lower  than  it  is. 

9586.  I understood  you  to  state  that,  with  re- 
gard to  the  trade  in  cattle,  you  would  return  to 
the  perfect  freedom  that  there  was  before  1839  ? 
— When  we  have  taken  proper  precautions  to 
clear  the  country  of  disease,  that  must  be  our 
aim. 

9587.  You  just  mean  that  we  are  first  to  stamp 
out  the  disease  ? — Certainly ; you  must  clear  your 
country. 

9588.  Then  putting  aside  what  you  would  do 
with  regard  to  keeping  out  the  disease  from 
abroad,  what  would  you  do  to  stamp  it  out  at 
home;  take  foot  and  mouth  disease  first;  what 
would  you  do  with  regard  to  that? — Whenever 
an  outbreak  occurred,  I would  have  it  very  care- 


9576.  Do  you  consider  that  much  more  effica-  fully  attended  to  by  local  veterinary  surgeons  ; 

cious  ? — Certainly.  not  the  inspectors  who  are  often  appointed,  who 

9577.  Do  you  know  Professor  Voelcker  at  are  not  professional  men.  I say  that  the  great 

5^? — I have  the  greatest  respect  for  Professor  evil  is  that  a number  of  persons,  who  are  not 
voelcker.  veterinary  surgeons  are  employed  in  the  Central 

9578.  Is  it  true  that  he  has  said  that fC  This  Veterinary  Department  and  as  inspectors  in  the 
chloralum  has  not  a thousandth  part  of  the  anti-  country. 
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^Professor  9589.  How  would  you  ensure  that  that  was  attending  to  it  by  the  use  of  the  simplest  nos  hi 
J.Gumgee.  done? — I would  recommend  that  the  whole  vete-  disinfectants,  in  order  that  none  of  thenoi 
5 6~J~n  I'inary  profession  should  be  linked  together  in  a from  the  mouth,  teats,  and  feet  of  those  animT 

J i8^ne  certain  sense  in  furthering  a measure  of  this  should  be  spread.  Whatever  detail  there  is' 

73'  description.  . the  thing  I need  not  give;  the  principle  I think 

9590.  Would  you  leave  it  as  a matter  of  is  very  clear.  5 5 

opinion  that  it  ought  to  be  put  down,  or  would  9603.  Your  suggestion,  I suppose,  is  this  ■ 
you  have  a law  for  it? — I think  it  is  desirable  to  that  duly  qualified  inspectors  should  make  a surl 
have  regulations.  vey  of  every  herd  in  the  country  in  the  first 

9591.  How  would  you  stamp  out  foot  and  place  ?— I do  not  think  that  is  necessary, 

mouth  disease  ? — I would  not  kill  the  cattle.  9604.  How  would  the  inspectors  find  the 

9592.  The  reason  why  I ask  you  that  question  disease  out? — The  inspectors  would  very  soon 
is,  that  you  say  you  would  prohibit  all  import  find  it  out  by  an  inspection  of  the  markets, 
from  abroad;  now  you  would.  acknowledge  that  9605.  You  think  that  inspection  of  the  markets 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  prohibit  the  import  from  alone  would  be  sufficient? — I do  not  absolutely 
abroad  unless  you  could  stamp  the  disease  out  at  rely  upon  inspection  of  the  markets,  but  if  there 
home ; now  I want  to  know  how  you  would  stamp  are  regulations  so  that  people  should  have  to  pro- 
it  out  at  home  ? — I would  rely  entirely  upon  the  claim  the  existence  of  disease,  I think  that  would 
very  simple  treatment  which  is  known  to  limit  be  found  sufficient. 

the  spread  of  the  virus  from  a sick  animal ; com-  9606.  We  have  got  another  suo-a-estion  from 
mon  alum  or  sulphate  of  alumina  would  do  it.  you,  that  the  people  should  proclaim  the  existence 

9593.  How  would  you  ensure  its  being  done  ? of  disease ; do  you  think  that  they  should  be 

— It  would  be  very  difficult  to  determine  in  a bound  to  proclaim  it  ? — I think  it  would  be  a very 
moment,  but  by  proper  inspection  it  could  be  important  thing.  I cannot  lay  down  the  rules 
done.  by  which  you  should  carry  it  out  in,  two  minutes. 

9594.  You  have  not  attended  to  the  question;  9607.  Ho  you  feel  confident  that  they  would 

in  what  way  you  would  ensure  that  proper  curative  proclaim  the  existence  of  disease? In  many 

measures  were  applied  ? — I have  looked  at  the  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  they  would  not ; 
curative  measures  in  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  it  is  not  of  the  first  importance  with  regard  to 
of  secondary  importance.  the  loot  and  mouth  disease,  but  it  is  with  re- 

9595.  But  you  have  not  looked  at  the  question,  gard  to  pleuro-pneumouia. 

how  the  Government  should  take  care  that  that  9608.  It  is  not  of  the  first  importance  with 
was  done  ? — If  we  are  to  have  efficient  inspection  regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  you  say  ?— 
over  the  whole  country  you  can  enforce  it  by  It  is  very  desirable,  and  I do  think  that  if  the 
that  means.  people  in  the  country  saw  that  the  diseases  were 

9596.  Inspection  does  not  do  anymore  than  being  properly  grasped  and  extinguished,  they 

find  out  that  there  is  disease  ? — You  would  be  would  help  you  to  the  greatest  possible  extent, 
able  to  treat  it  afterwards.  9609.  But  when  you  say  the  proclamation  of 

9597.  First  of  all  you  would  have  inspection?  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  not  of  much  import- 

— Yes,  I would.  ance,  sux'cly,  when  your  object  is  to  stamp  out 

9598.  What  power  would  you  give  to  those  foot  and  mouth  disease  throughout  the  country, 

inspectors? — In  relation  to  foot  and  mouth  is  it  not  of  the  greatest  importance  that  it  should 
disease,  and  disinfection  is  necessary,  that  disin-  be  discovered  in  those  farms  and  herds  where  it  is 
foction  should  be  enforced  ; that  is  all  you  want  lurking  ? — The  disease  would  die  out  so  rapidly, 
in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease.  if  you  stop  the  foreign  importation,  that  we  need 

9599.  Disinfection  is  not  the  word  which  I not  trouble  the  farmers  very  much. 

should  have  used;.  I thought  disinfection  was  9610.  You  arc  getting  back  to  the  opinion 
generally  meant  to  imply  getting  rid  of  infection  based  upon  the  grounds  which  you  have  already 
that  was  left  in  a place  ? — No,  I refer  to  the  dis-  stated ; but  supposing  that  it  does  not  die  out  by 
infection  of  the  animals,  their  hoofs,  teats,  mouths,  itself  so  easily,  taking  that  as  a possibility,  do 
and  so  on.  . not  you  think  that  it  would  be  of  great  import- 

9600.  We  will  suppose  that  Government  will  ance  to  find  out  where  the  disease  is  lurking?— I 
accept  your  suggestion,  and  absolutely  prohibit  think  so,  certainly. 

all  foreign  import,  then  the  question  is  how  to  9611.  I understood  you  to  say  that  the  owners 
get  rid  of  the  disease  at  home ; wo  will  take  it  would  be  loth  in  some  cases  to  mention  the  exist- 
that  there  is  a good  deal  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ence  of  the  disease?— I should  think  that  the 
existing  in  the  country ; bow  do  you  set  to  work  dairymen  would. 

to  get  rid  of  it;  what  regulations  would  you  ad-  9612.  I think  you  stated  that  you  would  look 
vise  the  Government  to  put  in  force  ? — I have  far  forward  to  a minimum  interference  with  the 
greater  faith.in  men  than  in  measures.  Three  or  home  trade,  and  a rational  interference  with  the 
four  very  skilful  veterinary  surgeons  would  open  foreign  trade  ? — Yes,  precisely, 
the  eyes  of  Government  so  much,  that  a space  of  9613.  What  do  you  refer  to  in  the  latter  case  ? 
a few  weeks  would  demonstrate  what  I mean  — I would  recommend  slaughter  at  the  ports, 
better  than  I can  explain  it.  unless  you  can  adopt  the  more  reasonable  system, 

9601.  You  believe  that  two  or  three  men  following  the  Aberdonians,  of  bringing  the  ani- 

wouhl  be  sufficient?  Yes,  to  regulate  the  in-  mals  from  Tonning,  Hamburgh,  and  elsewhere,- 
spection  all  over  the  country.  dead. 

9602..  I think  I am  not  dealing  unfairly  with  9614.  You  think  that  all  foreign  animals  should 
your  evidence  in  stating  that  you  are  not  pre-  bo  slaughtered,  either  in  their  own  country  or  in 
pared  with  any  suggestion  with  reference  to  the  this  country  ?— Yes. 

mode  in  which  Government  should  stamp  out  9615.  With  regard  to  store  animals,  whatwould 
foot  and  mouth  disease.?— I say  that  the. stamping  you  recommend  ? — With  regard  to  store  animals 
out  foot  and  mouth  disease  only  requires  more  I would  quarantine  them,  and  import  them  only 
vigilance  with  reference  to  where  it  is,  and  then  under  special  regulations. 

1 ° 9616.  For 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS). 


397 


9616.  For  what  time  would  you  quarantine 
them  ? — That  is  the  great  difficulty  with  regard 
to  quarantine  ; unless  you  have  a far  wider  range 
of  orouncl  than  you  can  possible  get  hold  of  you 
•would  get  a second  lot  of  animals  following  upon 
the  first,  and  you  would  propagate  foot  and 
mouth  disease  more  than  you  had  it  before. 

9617.  Is  not  pleuro-pncumonia  more  likely  to 
be  continued  in  quarantine  ? — Yes,  unless  you 
practice  inoculation  with  it ; then  if  you  had  a 
period  of  30  days  that  would  be  quite  sufficient. 

9618.  Then  the  second  condition  of  foreign 
interference  is  simply  a stoppage  of  store  import, 
or  else  inoculation  accompanied  by  quarantine  in 
the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

9619.  Do  you  recommend  inoculation  for  foot 
and  mouth  disease? — No,  it  inoculates  itself  with 
sufficient  rapidity. 

9620.  Then  you  would  recommend  no  qua- 
rantine?— No,  I would  not.  I think  possibly  we 
might  help  our  town  dairymen  very  much  indeed 
at  certain  moments,  because  they  are  put  to 
great  straits,  and  they  might  undoubtedly  at 
times  from  some  parts  of  the  Continent  obtain 
cows,  and  if  those  cows  were  inoculated  they  would 
be  a very  great  boon  to  the  dairy  farmers  of  the 
country ; unfortunately  for  us  the  breeding  stock 
of  the  country  has  been  destroyed  by  the  large 
towns  dairies. 

9621.  We  have  two  conditions  of  that  kind 
of  interference ; first,  the  prohibition  of  the 
import  of  all  foreign  cattle,  unless  slaughtered 
either  abroad  or  at  the  port  of  landing,  and 
secondly,  either  no  quarantine,  or  very  great 
difficulties  with  regard  to  quarantine ; now  what 
would  you  do  with  regard  to  hides? — Dried  hides 
and  horns  could  come  in  as  they  do  perfectly 
well,  because  it  is  very  difficult  for  them  to  come 
in  contact  with  cattle. 

962.2.  And  a third  precaution  would  be  that  no 
hides  should  come  in  unless  they  were  dried  or 
disinfected  ?— That  is  so. 

9623.  Did  I understand  you  to  say  that  even 
in  the  case  of  Deptford  market  you  thought  that 
disease  might  be  spread,  and  therefore  that  you 
would  want  some  regulations  for  the  men  who 
had  been  in  charge  of  animals  ? — I think  the  men 
should  all  have  their  hands  washed  and  their 
boots  cleaned  from  what  I could  sec  of  them. 

9624.  Would  that  answer  your  purpose? — I 
should  like  to  follow  the  thing  up  and  see  how  it 
worked,  but  I think  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth* 
disease  especially,  the  great  evil  is  walking  along 
the  roads  with  the  manure  about  their  legs. 

9625.  You  stated  that  you  would  look  forward 
to  the  minimum  of  interference  with  the  home 
trade,  and  a rational  interference  with  the  foreign 
trade ; would  it  not  be  true  that  your  rational 
interference  would  be  the  maximum  interference, 
as  no  one  has  suggested  any  more  interference ; 
lias  any  one  ever  suggested  more  interference 
with  the  foreign  trade  than  you  have  ? — No ; I 
was  the  first  to  suggest  foreign  stock  markets 
m qeT  etter  the  “ Times  ” in  1863. 

9626.  Now  with  regard  to  inoculation,  you 
stated  that  upon  the  Continent  the  theorists  were 
against  inoculation,  and  that  the  practical  men 
were  for  it? — Professor  Gerlach  uses  this  ex- 
Pr®s®°n  5 I have  read  you  the  letter. 

627.  Are  you  aware  that  the  Government  of 

eimany  have  what  may  be  considered  a Vete- 
^inary  Department,  and  that  that  Department 

a e a report  ?— I am  not  aware  of  it ; I have 

q ® ®en  “at  report ; I have  not  had  it  sent  me. 


9628.  I am  now  going  to  read  to  you  this  ex- 
tract from  the  Report  of  the  German  Veterinary 
Department  for  1870  and  1871 ; they  state  this: 
“ As  we  have  already  suggested,  it  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  a final  solution  of  the  question  of 
inoculation  which  is  of  such  great  importance, 
to  be  able  to  found  a. judgment  of  the  effects  of 
it,  at  least  in  individual  cases,  upon  the  most 
exact  researches.  The  principle  -post  hoc  ergo 
propter  hoc  should  have  no  application  in  science, 
although  individuals  may  declare  it  ‘ ridiculous’ 
when  others  endeavour,  on  a question  of  so  much 
importance,  to  attribute  effects  to  their  true 
causes.  That  epoch  when  scientific  controversies 
were  sought  to  be  decided  by  the  disputants 
having  recourse  to  a string  of  mutual  epithets, 
is  happily  passed  away.  This  mode  of  discussion 
we  abandon  to  empirics,  who  do  not  bear  in  mind 
the  connection  of  different  symptoms,  and  who 
recognise  for  every  fortunate  issue  from  disease 
but  one  ground,  and  that  one,  the  practice  of 
their  own  remedies.”  I suppose  you  would  ac- 
knowledge that  that  is  a statement  by  those 
reporters  to  the  German  Government  that  they 
did  not  consider  the  question  settled  ? — I really 
have  notread  the  report;  I do  not  know  what  it 
says  beyond  what  I have  heard  you  say. 

9629.  The  Report  says : “ The  results  of  in- 
oculation were,  as  may  be  perceived  by  the 
reports,  very  variable.  In  many  cases  inocula- 
tion exercised  no  influence  whatever  upon  the 
course  of  the  disease ; in  other  cases  there  were 
no  more  apparent  outbreaks  after  inoculation,  or 
else  they  ensued  within  the  next  eight  days. 
Whether  in  these  cases  the  animals  not  appa- 
rently diseased  were  somewhat  affected,  but  not 
beyond  the  chronic  stage,  docs  not  in  any  case 
appear.”  That  Report  is  signed  by  Dr.  Muller, 
of  Berlin  ? — 1 know  that  the  most  distinguished 
men,  sucli  as  Professor  Gerlach,  Professor  Roll 
and  Professor  Herring,  support  my  view  of  the 
case. 

9630.  These  are  “ Communications  from  the 
Veterinary  Profession  in  the  Prussian  Kingdom, 
with  the  approbation  of  the  Minister  for  Spiritual, 
Educational,  and  Medicinal  Affairs,  collected 
from  the  Veterinary  and  Sanitary  Reports  of 
the  Imperial  Government,”  and  I see  the  name 
of  Dr.  Muller  and  Dr.  Koloff,  Professors  of  the 
University  at  Halle;  would  you  consider  that 
such  a statement  as  this  shows  that  the  German 
Government  being  very  anxious  to  put  a stop  to 
those  diseases,  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  cannot  come  to  a determination  in  favour 
of  inoculation  ?— I know  that  the  ablest  autho- 
rities in  Germany  have  come  to  the  opinion  that 
it  ought  to  be  practiced. 

9631.  Then  I suppose  that  we  ought  to  pay 
more  attention  to  your  opinion,  that  those  are  the 
ablest  men  whom  you  have  mentioned,  than  to 
the  fact  that  the  Government  of  Germany  have 
chosen  to  adopt  the  other  opinion? — Unfortu- 
nately authoritative  reports  are  not  the  most 
reliable,  as  proved  by  the  reports  of  our  own 
Veterinary  Department  to  our  own  Government. 

9632.  What  experiments  have  you  yourself 
tried  in  the  matter  of  inoculation  ? — That  when- 
ever I have  had  an  outbreak  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia to  treat  I have  inoculated  the  animals,  and 
I have  seen  the  disease  die  out.  I had  originally 
tried  isolation,  which  was  very  carefully  carried 
out  at  times,  but  it  requires  such  a variety  of 
precautions. 

9633.  In  how  many  cases  have  you  tried  in- 
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oculation  ? — I can  only  give  you  an  idea ; I 
should  suppose  I have  inoculated,  from  first  to 
last,  4,000  or  5,000  head  of  cattle. 

9634.  That  is  a large  number,  and  I should 
suppose  that  with  the  attention  you  have  paid  to 
the  matter  you  could  give  the  Committee  the 
results  upon  those  3,000  or  4,000  head  of  cattle  ? 
— I have  never  tabulated  the  whole  of  my  in- 
vestigations about  it,  but  I have  in  my  American 
report  given  the  general  history  of  inoculation ; 
and  I may  mention  in  round  numbers  that,  as  a 
rule,  I have  had  from  two  to  three  per  cent,  of 
loss  by  inoculation  and  the  disease  after  inocula- 
tion. 

9635.  Do  you  mean  that  there  has  been  2 or 
3 per  cent,  of  loss  after  inoculation? — Imme- 
diately after;  it  is  very  difficult  to  determine 
that  an  animal  is  not  in  the  incubative  stage  of 
the  disease,  so  that  if  I inoculate  cattle  to-day, 
there  may  be  a week  afterwards  an  animal  or 
two  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia. 

9636.  They  were  apparently  healthy  animals 
which  you  inoculated  ? — They  were  apparently 
liealtby  animals. 

9637.  And  notwithstanding  that  they  were 
apparently  healthy  animals  2 or  3 per  cent,  of 
them  had  the  disease? — Yes,  within  the  first 
fortnight  or  three  weeks,  and  after  that  I very 
rarely  found  they  had  the  disease  except  in  a 
town  dairy.  In  Newcastle  I had  a very  bad  case ; 
they  kept  buying  fresh  cattle  without  inoculating 
them,  and  they  died,  and  the  whole  thing  proved 
abortive.  Those  are  cases  in  which  it  is  imper- 
fectly carried  out  by  persons  who  were  incom- 
petent to  carry  it  out. 

9638.  Are  you  so  convinced  in  favour  of  in- 
oculation as  a preventative  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
as  to  think  that  the  Government  would  be  justi- 
fied in  compelling  it  to  be  done  ? — I do ; I think 
the  Government  should  have  had  an  exhaustive 
inquiry  into  the  subject  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

9639.  You  think  they  ought  to  do  so  in  spite 
of  the  differences  of  opinion  in  the  profession  at 
this  moment  ? — You  may  have  differences  of 
opinion  upon  every  question,  even  in  stamping 
out  the  cattle  plague. 

9640.  And  you  think  the  Government  ought 
to  compel  inoculation  to  be  performed  ? — I do. 

9641.  And  you  think  that  they  should  be  re- 
sponsible for  trying  the  experiment? — Yes,  as 
they  did  in  the  case  of  cattle  plague ; nobody  else 
can  do  it. 

9642.  Wo  had  a veterinary  surgeon  here  on 
the  last  day,  namely,  Dr.  MacBride ; I under- 
stood him  to  say  that  he  thought  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia could  only  be  conveyed  by  the  breath 
of  an  animal ; you  do  not  agree  with  him  upon 
that  point,  do  you? — I do.  I think  that  sick 
animals  spread  the  disease  by  their  breath. 

9643.  My  question  is,  do  you  or  do  you  not 
think,  the  disease  can  only  be  conveyed  by  the 
breath  of  an  animal? — No,  I think  we  can  con- 
vey the  disease  directly  by  the  transference  of 
the  virus  from  a sick  to  a healthy  animal. 

9644.  You  think  the  disease  can  be  otherwise 
conveyed  than  by  the  breath?— Of  course  you 
can  convey  it  by  direct  inoculation. 

9645.  Have  you  any  other  reason  to  suppose 
that  it  can  be  conveyed  by  other  means  than  the 
breath  excepting  your  belief  in  inoculation? — 
Yes,  because  I explain  what  I first  found  out  in 
Kincardineshire;  I think  it  was  in  1866.  I 
stayed  with  Sir  John  Stuart-Forbes,  of  Fetter- 
cairn,  for  some  time,  and  he  helped  me  materially, 


and  we  found  farms  on  which  the  offal  and  rubbish  * 
from  a slaughterhouse  had  propagated  the  disease 

9646.  You  mentioned  that  you  first  started 
the  International  Congresses? — I did. 

9647.  Did  you  do  that  by  yourself  ?— By  my. 
self;  nobody  suggested  anything  about  it  to  me 
I was  the  first  to  write  to  Professor  Herfo» 
upon  the  subject. 

9648.  Did  no  gentleman  upon  the  Continent 
assist  you?— No,  I wrote  to  Professor  Hering 
and  then  to  the  veterinary  surgeons  upon  the 
Continent  to  unite  with  me. 

9649.  I understood  you  to  state  that  some 
quarantine  was  established  in  consequence  ?— No 
at  that  time  the  regulations  in  Austria,  if  I re- 
member rightly,  were  a 21  days’  quarantine  to 
prevent  the  introduction  of  rinderpest,  and  that 
long  period  so  interfered  with  the  trade  that  it 
encouraged  smuggling,  and  at  the  Congress, 
through  the  observations  of  Professor  Poll, 
and  other  professors  connected  with  the  Imperial 
Veterinary  College  of  Vienna,  a suggestion  was 
made  that  the  quarantine  should  be  reduced  to 
10  days.  I forget  liow  soon  after  they  carried 
that  out.  Professor  Nicklas  was  the  first  that 
I spoke  to  about  the  opposition  to  inoculation 
for  pleuro-pneumonia  in  this  country,  and  he 
drew  attention  to  our  Australian  experiences  as 
having  been  so  decidedly  in  favour  of  inocu- 
lation, and  he  said  that  in  one  year  they  had 
cleared  Bavaria  by  its  means. 

9650.  It  was  the  result  of  your  meeting  with 
the  congress  that  the  period  of  quarantine  was 
diminished  from  21  days  to  10  days? — Yes. 

9651.  You  quoted  Moses  with  regard  to 
pleuro-pneumonia;  for  what  purpose  was  that? 
— My  great  object  was  this : any  legal  sanction 
of  the  trade  in  diseased  meat  is  according  to  my 
views  improper,  both  in  an  economical  sense  and 
in  a sanitary  sense.  The  Jews  have  been  most 
careful  to  adopt  laws,  so  that  their  people  shall 
not  eat  diseased  meat,  and  they  have  a special 
reason  for  being  so  careful,  because  in  hot 
countries  no  doubt  the  chances  of  injury  from 
putrifying  and  diseased  matter  to  a human  sub- 
ject are  far  greater  than  they  are  here.  The 
Jew's  in  very  early  times  adopted  the  plan  of 
examining  the  animals,  and  especially  the  lungs, 
and  seeing  that  there  were  no  adhesions.  Look- 
ing at  the  fact  that  pleuro-pneumonia  came  from 
the  East,  my  impression  is  that  in  all  probability 
the  Jewish  system  first  originated  from  the  pre- 
valence of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Eastern  countries, 
and  Dr.  Livingstone  has  demonstrated  that  in 
hot  countries  like  Africa  pleuro-pneumonia  beef 
is  apt  to  produce  carbuncles. 

9652.  You  think  that  pleuro-pneumonia  has 
existed  in  the  East  for  thousands  of  years?—! 
have  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  has,  like  cholera 
and  smallpox. 

9653.  In  answering  questions  with  reference 
to  store  stock,  you  spoke  of  the  danger  of  the 
import  of  it,  on  account  of  the  transit  through 
Holland;  what  did  you  mean  by  that? — Before 
our  British  trade  began,  the  Dutch  exporte 
their  stock  to  the  Rhine  provinces,  and  they 
were  as  healthy  as  we  were  prior  to  1830,  ou 
they  began  to  send  their  cattle  down  towar 
France  and  into  our  country,  and  pleuro-pnen- 
monia  then  spread  from  place  to  place,  an 
last  was  brought  over  from  Holland  here. 

9654.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  transi 
cattle  through  Holland? — That  the  Dutch  p 
pie  having  to  supply  an  enormous  trade  a^ 
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began  to  be  buyers  as  well  as  sellers ; they  be- 
came buyers  in  Friesland  and  elsewhere. 

9655.  But  I understood  you  to  state  that  the 
importation  of  store  stock  was  dangerous  on 
account  of  the  transit  through  Holland  ? — I be- 
lieve so. 

9656.  Are  you  aware  that  the  importation  of 
store  stock  into  Holland  has  been  prohibited  for 
some  time  ? — I am  not  aware  of  it  at  this  mo- 
ment. 

9657.  Are  you  aware  that  our  Government  based 
the  permission  for  Dutch  cattle  being  imported 
into  the  interior  of  this  country  upon  the  fact 
that  their  Government  had  prohibited  all  import 
into  the  country  ? — I was  not  aware  of  that 
fact. 

9658.  You  were  not  aware  that  the  condition 
of  permitting  the  free  import  of  Dutch  cattle 
was  that  they  declared  that  no  cattle  should  come 
into  Holland  from  other  countries  ? — I was  not 
aware  of  that. 

9659.  You  state  that  you  consider  there  is 
much  danger  from  the  Dutch  import  ? — I do. 

9660.  I am  now  speaking  of  our  present  regu- 
lations since  the  Act  was  passed ; will  you  tell 
me  in  what  cases  you  believe  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  or  pleuro-pneumonia  have  been  intro- 
duced into  this  country  by  Dutch  importations  ? 
—I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  following 
the  isolated  cases ; if  you  ask  me  as  to  the  general 
history  of  the  disease  I can  afford  you  informa- 
tion. 


9661.  Are  you  not  aware  of  any  case  ? — I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  upon  the  matter. 

9662.  You  base  that  upon  your  expectation, 
but  not  upon  a knowledge  of  any  case  ? — No ; I 
cannot  have  such  knowledge ; it  is  not  my  busi- 
ness to  look  after  individual  cases. 

9663.  But  you  are  not  aware  of  the  impor- 
tant fact  that  no  cattle  are  allowed  to  be  im- 
ported into  Holland  ? — I was  not  aware  of  that 
fact,  but  that  would  not  affect  me  in  determining 
whether  I would  allow  a country  to  export  cattle 
alive  to  this  country,  because  I would  not 
allow  it. 

9664.  Do  you  believe  that  Holland  is  more  or 
less  affected  than  England  is  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia?— I do  not  know,  nor  would  that  point 
affect  my  determination. 

9665.  Do  you  think  that  although  the  disease 
is  not  indigenous  now  in  England,  it  is  indi- 
genous in  Holland  ? — There  are  established 
stations  of  it  in  Holland,  as  there  are  in 
England,  and  Holland  could  get  free;  there  is 
no  doubt  whatever  about  that. 

. 9666.  And  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there 
is  no  import  into  Holland,  and  yet  that  there  is 
so  much  pleuro-pneumonia  in  England  you  would 
prohibit  all  import  from  Holland  ?— Undoubt- 
edly I would.  1 would  kill  all  the  cattle  at  the 
ports  of  landing. 

9667.  You  stated,  in  the  early  part  of  your 
examination,  that  Professor  Simonds  declared 
tnat  loot  and  mouth  disease  might  be  spontane- 
ousiy  generated? — I think  he  has  changed  his 

“und  Tery  muc]l_  ° 


yob8.  When  did  he  say  that? — His  opinio 
was  most  strong  at  one  tune  that  the  malad 
r T.  be,  originated  spontaneously  in  thi 
r?  kaa  changed  his  opinion  since  thei 
and  °°‘*-51^r.0^es30r  Simonds  said  that  the  foe 
. moath  disease,  and  pleuro-pneumonia,  wer 
fZ  W3  ^r'  deferring  to  the  first  Question,  1756 
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Diseases  Prevention,  1864,  he  said  that  it  was 
“ Certainly  not  highly  contagious  or  infectious ; 
it  is  communicable  by  infection,”  and  then,  at 
Question  1760,  he  is  asked,  “ Do  you  mean  that 
no  animal  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  however 
bad,  should  be  stopped  on  importation?  ” and  his 
answer  was,  “ I think  not.”  And  then,  at 
Question  1763,  he  is  asked,  “ Do  you  cousider 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  imported 
from  abroad  ? ” and  his  answer  was  “ Most 
decidedly  not.”  I know  that  his  opinions  are 
not  the  same  now.  And  then,  at  Question  1765, 
he  was  asked,  “ The  conclusion  which  you  would 
draw  from  that  would  be,  that  the  theory,  that 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  imported  from 
abroad,  and  derived  by  contagion  from  foreign 
cattle  imported,  would  not  be  correct  ? ” and  his 
answer  was,  “ Certainly  it  is  not  correct.” 

9669.  Supposing  that  it  was  an  infectious 

disease  from  the  beginning,  and  that  it  did  not 
spontaneously  originate  in  England,  but  was 
brought  here  from  the  Continent,  but  supposing 
that  it  has  now  found  its  home  in  England,  and 
never  been  killed  out,  is  it  not  possible  for  a 
person  to  hold  that  opinion,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  believe  that  in  every  case  the  disease  arises 
from  infection  ? — I think  it  is  a very  strange 
opinion  for  anybody  to  hold  in  1873.  ° 

9670.  Why  ? — From  our  knowledge  of  the 
facts,  which  led  me,  when  cattle  plague  came  to 
us,  to  say  it  was  as  possible  to  have  a spontane- 
ous birth  of  cattle  plague  in  this  country  as  to 
have  the  spontaneous  birth  of  a lion. 

9671.  IIow  is  the  fact  of  Professor  Simonds 
stating  that  he  does  not  consider  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  depends  upon  foreign  importation, 
inconsistent  with  his  belief!,  which  he  at  present 
holds,  that  it  is  only  conveyed  by  infection,  be- 
cause, if  it  exists  in  England,  it  can  be  conveyed 
from  one  English  animal  to  another.  Am  I not 
right  in  supposing  that,  when  you  speak  of  the 
spontaneous  origination  of  the  disease,  you  mean 
that  the  disease  originates  in  an  animal  without 
being  conveyed  to  the  animal  ? — I do  not  think 
that  Professor  Simonds  now  believes  in  spon- 
taneous origin. 

9672.  And  when  I ask  you  why  you  think  he 
did  so  believe,  you  give,  as  a reply,  the  fact  that 
he  says  it  does  not  depend  on  foreign  importa- 
tion, but  that  does  not  prove  that  it  is  of  spon- 
taneous origin;  that  only  relates  to  the  extent 
that  the  infection  is  conveyed  ? — At  the  time 
that  I quoted,  in  1864,  Professor  Simonds  stated 
that  these  diseases  travelled  in  the  air,  and  might 
originate  anywhere. 

9673.  My  question  is  this,  that  the  fact  of  his, 
or  anybody  else’s,  thinking  that  it  does  not  de- 
pend upon  foreign  import,  is  no  proof  that  they 
consider  it  to  be  spontaneous  ? — 1 say  it  is. 

9674.  How  so? — Because  the  generation  of 
one  case  presupposes  the  existence  of  the  parent 
of  that  case. 

9675.  But  supposing  that  some  of  the  profes- 
sion are  right  in  the  supposition,  that  having 
once  got  a hold  in  England  it  has  become  an 
English  disease  (and  I understand  that  they  do 
hold  that  opinion),  can  it  not  be  conveyed  from 
one  English  animal  to  another  ? — We  know  that 
it  is  conveyed  from  one  animal  to  another. 

9676.  Surely  the  fact  of  thinking  that,  at  the 
same  time  that  they  do  not  believe  that  the  disease 
would  cease  in  England  by  the  stoppage  of 
foreign  import,  is  no  proof  that  they  cousider  it 
does  not  arise  in  all  cases  from  infection  ? — Pro- 
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Professor  fessor  Simonds  may  say  this,  that  the  eircum- 
J.  Gamgee.  stances  of  the  trade  are  so  peculiar,  that  you  may 

have  a malady  travelling  to  and  fro  kept  up  in 

1 6 June  that  way  from  the  sick  to  the  healthy  animals ; 

1873.  of  course  he  may  hold  that  opinion. 

9677.  Mr.  Barclay.']  You  spoke  about  the 
price  of  beef  in  1801 ; have  you  studied,  the 
prices  of  beef  from  1801  up  to  the  present  time  ? 
— I have;  I got  up  a 'fable  some  time  ago,  taking 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  supplies ; the  deviation 
was  very  slight ; the  prices  never  went  up  again. 

9678.  Do  you  know  any  circumstances  in  the 
beginning  of  the  century  which  affected  the  price 
of  beef  particularly? — There  were  a variety) of 
circumstances;  the  cattle  plague  destroyed  much 
stock  towards  the  end  of  the  last  century,  and 
there  were  not  the  same  facilities  for  repro- 
duction as  we  have  at  the  present  moment; 
it  is  wonderful  what  the  country  would  do  if  it 
were  only  permitted  to  exercise  its  recuperative 
powers.  The  wars  probably  affected  us  at  the 
time ; but  I am  not  aware  of  any  special  cause 
which  would  have  put  up  the  price  of  meat  at 
that  time. 

9679.  Are  you  not  aware  that  the  wars  during 
the  first  15  years  of  this  century  materially  affected 
the  price  of  meat  ? — I have  no  doubt  of  that ; but 
still  the  price  did  not  rise  immediately  after  1801 ; 
the  decline  was  tolerably  steady  to  1840  from 
the  moment  the  Scotch  people  stopped  the  im- 
portation of  live  cattle  throughout  the  country. 

9680.  Are  you  not  aware  that  there  was  a great 
fall  after  peace  was  declared,  and  that  many  cattle 
dealers  who  had  their  hands  full  were  ruined  ? — 
Yes,  I believe  there  was  something  of  that  sort; 
there  was  a crisis. 

9681.  That  was  one  material  reason  of  the  high 
price  of  meat  for  the  first  15  years,  and  the  cause 
for  the  fall  which  succeeded  it ; in  point  of  fact, 
such  was  the  case,  was  it  not  ? — I have  taken  the 
general  fact,  that  in  these  39  years  we  had  a re- 
duction notwithstanding  the  increase  of  popula- 
tion, and  a freedom  from  disease  owing  to  the 
restriction  on  the  importation  of  stock.  During 
that  time  there  may  have  been  some  ebb  and  flow 
in  the  matter. 

9682.  Do  you  admit  it  to  he  the  fact  that  there 
was  a very  considerable  fall  in  the  price  of  meat 
after  the  peace  was  declared  in  1815? — I know 
there  was  a fall. 

9683.  And  a very  serious  fall  ? — I believe  so. 

9684.  So  serious  that  it  ruined  many  cattle 
dealers  who  happened  to  have  their  hands  full  at 
that  time? — I suppose  it  did. 

9685.  Have  you  ever  attempted  to  communi- 
cate pleuro-pneumonia  from  one  animal  to  an- 
other ? — Of  coui’se  I have. 

9686.  How  ? —In  more  ways  than  one.  I have 
seen  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  caused  by  dif- 
fusing through  the  air  the  serum  from  a lung 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia. 

9687 . Do  I understand  you  to  say  that  you  have 
produced  the  disease  by  those  means? — I have. 

9688.  In  how  many  cases  ? — Of  course,  these 
experiments  are  very  expensive,  and  we  do  not 
repeal  them  very  often. 

9689.  For  what  purposes  were  those  experi- 
ments made  ? — Purely  for  experimental  purposes. 

9690.  Was  that  animal  upon  which  you  ex- 
perimented isolated  ? — It  was,  of  course ; it  was 
an  animal  chosen  expressly  for  the  purpose. 

9691.  Arc  you  satisfied  that  the  animal  was  in 

food  health  when  you  made  your  experiment  ? — • 
am  quite  certain  of  that. 


9692.  Have  you  any  other  case  in  which  you 
have  tried  the  experiment?— Yes ; I have  inocU. 
lated  the  mucous  membrane  through  the  wind- 
pipe. 

^ 9693.?  Bythat  same  process  of  diffusion  through 

9694.  Were  all  the  symptoms  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia developed  in  the  animals? — The  animals 
died  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

9695.  The  lungs  showed  the  characteristic 
symptoms  of  the  disease? — Quite  so. 

9696.  Have  you  tried  it  otherwise? — Yes  in 
the  areolar  tissue.  When  the  first  suggestion  for 
inoculation  was  made,  we  inoculated  in  the  dew- 
lap, and  the  pathological  changes  which  occur- 
red were  the  same  as  the  changes  which  occurred 
in  the  lungs. 

9697.  Did  animals  treated  in  this  second  man- 
ner show  the  characteristic  symptoms  of  the  dis- 
ease in  the  lungs  ? — No ; when  you  inoculate  in 
the  areolar  tissue,  the  lung  is  not  affected. 

9698.  Without  going  into  the  different  stages 
of  the  history  of  the  science,  I understand  you  to 
say  that  under  the  second  example,  the  charac- 
teristic symptom  of  pleuro-pneumonia  was  not 
manifested  in  the  lungs  ? — Of  course  not,  so  far 
as  the  lungs  were  concerned. 

9699.  Why  of  course  not? — You  can  obtain 
a like  result  in  any  part  of  the  areolar  tissue,  the 
lungs  themselves  containing  the  same  tissue. 

9700.  Your  first  experiment  produced  the  cha- 
racteristic symptoms  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the 
lungs,  did  it  not  ? — Because  I took  care  to  inocu- 
late the  lungs. 

9701.  How  did  you  take  care  to  inoculate  the 
lungs? — By  causing  the  animal  to  inhale  the 
spray  of  pleuro-pneumonia  virus. 

9702.  Have  you  done  it  frequently  in  the 
dewlap  ? — No,  you  dare  not  do  it,  because  you 
would  kill  the  majority  of  the  animals  from  the 
abundant  exudations. 

9703.  You  have  made  one  experiment  in  the 
dewlap  ? — I have  not  made  the  experiment  my- 
self, but  I have  seen  it  done,  and  I have  seen  the 
car  inoculated. 

9704.  What  have  you  done  yourself? — I have 
inoculated  the  tip  of  the  tail. 

9705.  I understand  you  that  you  have  pro- 
duced the  disease  under  your  own  care  by  causing 
the  animal  to  inhale  the  spray  of  diseased  lungs  ? 
— Yes,  I have. 

9706.  And  only  otherwise  by  inoculation  of 
the  tail  ? — Yes 

9707.  Have  you  tried  any  other  means  ? — -No, 
Professor  Furstenburg,  of  Eldena,  used  to  ino- 
culate in  the  car,  because  he  said  that  the 
amount  of  virus  required  to  be  introduced  was 
small,  and  he  could  control  it;  but,  as  a rule,  we 
avoid  those  parts  where  there  is  likely  to  be  an 
extensive  exudation. 

9708.  In  the  case  of  inoculation  of  the  tail, 
when  the  animal  does  not  show  the  characteristic 
symptoms  in  the  lungs,  do  you  say  it  is  pleuro* 
pneumonia  which  is  communicated  to  the  animal . 
— It  is  the  same  plague,  or  fever;  there  is  the 
same  exudation,  but  it  has  not  the  exact  locale  ot 
the  lung  disease.  I have  seen  a case  of  small- 
pox in  sheep  where  the  skin  was  not  affected, 
and  the  mucous  membrane  was  affected,  and  vice 
versd ; you  may  inoculate  a specific  disease  in  » 
specific  part,  and  restrict  it  there.  Take  syphilis 
in  a man  ; you  may  inoculate  syphilis  in  the  anj1 
without  having  a chancre  upon  the  poems,  w'hic 
is  a very  important  fact,  and  we  are  bound 
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yejoi  the  subject  as  a tvhole ; of  course  you  do 
act  have  a chancre  upon  the  pcems  if  you  mocu- 
late  the  arm.  , . 

9709.  But  I understand  this  from  you,  that  m 
a case  where,  according  to  your  account,  pleuro- 
pneumonia is  communicated  to  an  animal  by 
means  of  the  inoculation  of  the  tail,  the  charac- 
teristic symptoms  of  pleuro-pneumonia  are  not 
manifested  in  the  lungs?— Of  course  not;  we 
have  no  change  whatever  in  the  lungs. 

9710.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  I think  I heard  you 
make  some  reference  to  America,  in  connection 
with  cattle  ? — Yes ; I have  been  to  the  United 
States,  and  I have  been  to  Canada  too. 

9711.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  cattle  dis- 
ease in  the  United  States  and  Canada?— I have. 

9712.  Are  they  subject  to  the  same  diseases  as 
we  are  here? — No,  they  have  pleuro-pneumonia, 
because  they  have  imported  it  twice  from  Holland 
and  once  from  England,  and  in  the  large  dairies 
in  Brooklyn  and  elsewhere  it  has  been  propagated, 
but  they  had  not  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ex- 
cept when  it  was  imported  lately ; and  they  have 
not  the  cattle  plague  and  never  have  had  it; 
they  never  had  rinderpest,  but  they  had  that 
which  was  the  reason  of  my  being  asked  by  the 
Government  to  make  a report,  namely,  Texan 
cattle  disease,  which  is  totally  distinct  from  any 
cattle  disease  which  we  have  in  Europe. 

9713.  Do  you  assume  that  those  diseases,  in 
the  United  States  and  Canada  have  been  im- 
ported from  Europe? — There  is  no  assuming 
whatever  about  it.  I can  give  you  the  history 
of  it.  “ The  first  notice  of  the  lung  plague  in 
the  United  States  dates  back  to  1843,  when  a 
German  cow,  imported  direct  from  Europe  and 
taken  from  shipboard  into  a Brooklyn  cattleshed, 
communicated  the  disease,  which  it  is  said  and 
believed  has  prevailed  more  or  less  in  King’s 
County,  Long  Island,  ever  since.  In  1847  Mr. 
Thomas  Richardson,  of  New  Jersey,  imported 
some  English  stock;  signs  of  disease  were 
noticed  soon,  and  the  whole  of  Mr.  Richardson’s 
stock,  valued  at  10,000  dollars,  were  slaughtered 
by  him  to  prevent  an  extension  of  the  plague.” 
This  is  my  official  report  to  the  Government, 
based  upon  the  recorded  evidence  in  the  United 
States.  Here  is  another  passage  taken  from  the 
Reports  of  the  Agricultural  Boards  of  Massa- 
chusetts ; “ Mr.  W.  Chencry,  of  Belmont,  Massa- 
chusetts, has  related  the  history  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  lung  plague  from  Holland  into  Massa- 
chusetts in  1859,”  and  so  able  were  the  New 
England  people  that  Massachusetts  stamped  out 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  they  have  never  had  it 
since. 

9714.  I think  the  first  passage  you  read  states 
that  one  cow  was  introduced,  and  that  that  cow 
gave  the  disease  to  a shed  of  cattle  ? — That  was  so. 

9715.  In  what  year  was  that? — In  1843. 

9716.  The  cow  would  have  been  at  least  a 
month  at  sea  ? — Quite  so. 

9717.  Do  you  suppose  she  brought  pleuro- 
pneumonia with  her  from  Europe,  or  became  ill 
upon  the  voyage  ? — She  took  the  disease  from 
Holland. 

9718.  How  long  is  a cow  ill  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia?—The  incubative  stage  of  pieuro-pneu- 
moma  averages  six  weeks,  and  there  is  a very  in- 
teresting fact  in  relation  to  that,  that  dairymen 
buying  their  cows  know  whether  they  were  going 
to  stand  sound  by  seeing  whether  they  stand 
sound  after  their  first  period  of  bulling,  because 
that  occupies  about  that  time. 

0.58. 


9719.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia have  both  been  introduced  last  year? 
—Foot  ancl  mouth  disease  was  only  recently 
introduced  into  Canada. 

9720.  Now  it  has  died  out? — Yes,  all  our 
reports  show  that. 

9721.  If  there  have  been  imports  into  Canada 
or  the  United  States  there  may  be  again  ? — But 
they  have  only  imported  a few  animals  for  breed- 
ing purposes,  just  as  Australia  does. 

9722.  But  still  that  kind  of  importation  goes 
on? — I presume  so.  They  import  short-horned 
stock,  but  only  very  valuable  short-horned  ani- 
mals, which  are  known  to  be  very  healthy  here. 

9723.  With  regard  to  another  question ; you 
are  in  favour  of  killing  all  cattle  at  the  ports  and 
not  allowing  them  to  come  into  the  country  ? — 
Clearly  so. 

9724.  But  still  you  are  very  much  afraid  that, 
even  if  wc  did  that,  we  might  still  have  the 
disease  introduced  ? — It  would  be  our  own  fault 
if  we  did. 

9725.  You  expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the 
condition  of  things  at  Deptford  Market  at  pre- 
sent ? — Very  much  so. 

9726.  Then  if  we  had  cattle  coming  into  all 
our  ports,  and  we  killed  at  the  ports,  you  would 
consider  that  we  were  in  an  unsafe  position  ? — 
Not  if  we  took  care  of  ourselves ; it  would  be 
better  than  the  system  we  have  now. 

9727.  Would  you  be  disposed  to  go  further, 
and  think  it  much  better  that  only  dead  meat 
should  be  imported,  and  that  live  cattle  should 
not  be  brought  into  our  ports  ? — It  lias  been  my 
object  for  many  years  to  work  out  that  great 
improvement. 

9728.  Would  you  be  disposed  to  recommend 
that  a restriction  like  that  should  be  immediately 
imposed  ?— No,  I do  not  think  the  Government 
would  be  justified  in  introducing  only  dead  meat 
until  it  can  be  proved  that  wliat  happens  from 
Aberdeen  every  day  might  happen  equally  well 
from  the  Continent.  I am  quite  willing  to  give 
time  to  demonstrate  that  matter. 

9729.  You  would  not  introduce  foreign  cattle 
into  this  country  except  for  slaughter  at  the 
ports  even,  from  countries  where  the  cattle  are 
known  to  be  remarkably  healthy? — We  know, 
as  a matter  of  history  for  a long  time,  that  Spain 
and  Portugal  are  far  away  from  the  European 
centres  of  infection,  ancl  it  might  be  possible,  and 
it  might  be  wise,  to  make  an  exception  for  a re- 
mote corner  of  that  description,  but  I do  not  be- 
lieve there  is  any  necessity  for  it. 

9730.  At  the  present  time,  after  wliat  you 
have  said  with  regard  to  Spanish  and  Portuguese 
cattle,  would  you  compel  their  slaughter  at  the 
port  of  entry  ? — I look  upon  it  as  absolutely  un- 
important. They  are  as  healthy  as  our  own  ani- 
mals. 

9731.  You  would  not  compel  it  in  their  case  ? 
— I do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  for  it. 

9732.  You  would,  in  fact,  admit  animals  freely 
into  this  country  from  any  country  abroad,  if 
you  had  a sufficient  guarantee  that  the  cattle 
were  healthy  ? — Not  from  countries  east  of  us. 

9733.  Not  even  if  you  had  a guarantee  that 
the  cattle  were  healthy? — Certainly  not,  from 
the  history  of  the  past  century. 

2734.  You  stated  that  from  1801  to  1840  beef 
had  declined  in  price  ? — It  had,  according  to  the 
old  records  we  have  of  the  contract  prices  of  meat 
supplied  to  Greenwich  Hospital. 

9735.  Do  you  know  how  much  beef  had  de- 
3 E clined 
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Professor  dined  in  price  from  1800  to  1840? — The  price 
J.  Gauges.  ^ad  declined  from  3Z. 4 s.  4 d.  in  1800  to  21  14s. 

in  1840,  whereas  the  population  had  increased 

a 6 June  from  iq}000,000  to  over  27,000,000. 

187 3-  9736.  Do  you  attribute  the  decline  of  prices 

to  the  fact  that  we  did  not  import  meat  ? — Cer- 
tainly, to  the  great  increase  of  cattle.  Even 
now,  our  farmers  would  breed  more  stock  than 
they  do  if  we  would  only  give  them  an  immunity 
from  disease. 

9737.  Did  no  other  general  commodities  de- 
cline in  price  from  1800  to  1840? — There  may 
be  other  commodities  which  have  declined  in 
price. 

9738.  Take  corn,  for  example ; was  not  corn 
during  the  war  much  higher  in  price  than  it  was 
in  later  years  ? — Certainly  it  was,  but  we  are  not 
so  great  a corn-producing  country  as  we  are  of 
cattle. 

9739.  May  it  not  be  possible  that  if  there  had 
been  a decline  in  the  price  of  meat  from  1800  to 
1840,  that  arose  from  some  other  cause  than  the 
fact  that  we  excluded  foreign  cattle  ? — I do  not 
think  so.  I do  not  know  any  other  cause  that 
would  operate  to  produce  it. 

9740.  I understood  you  to  say  that  you  would 
inspect  cattle  with  the  view  of  disinfecting  them, 
and  that  by  that  means  you  would  stamp  out 
disease ; and  then  did  I understand  you  to  say 
that,  having  stamped  out  disease,  you  would  stop 
the  import  of  cattle,  or  that  you  would  stop  the 
import  of  cattle  before  you  stamped  out  disease  ? 
— I would  slaughter  all  foreign  fat  cattle  at 
once ; to-morrow  morning  if  I conld. 

9741.  And  only  fat  stock  ?— Only  fat  stock. 

9742.  What  would  you  do  with  the  others  ?— 
I would  not  let  them  come  in  at  all,  except  under 
such  special  regulations  that  they  could  not  come 
in  to  advantage.  The  fanners  have  given  up 
taking  them,  because  they  had  so  much  disease. 
I remember  in  Scotland,  10  or  15  years  ago,  be- 
fore I had  so  much  experience  sis  I have  now,  I 
have  seen  a lot  of  Dutch  cattle  bought  by  farmers 
for  the  purpose  of  fattening,  but  the  losses  were 
so  enormous  that  they  stopped  the  trade. 

9743.  You  say  that  farmers  have  given  up 
buying  those  cattle  ? — Yes  ; I would  under- 
take to  say  that  it  is  possible  for  the  dairy- 
men, under  very  strict  regulations,  by  proper  co- 
operation, to  be  supplied  with  a proper  number 
of  cows. 

9744.  The  butchers  buy  the  fat  cattle  that 
come  in,  do  they  not? — Yes. 

9745.  Nobody  else  buys  any  of  the  others; 
the  fanners  have  given  up  buying ; is  it  then 
true  that  we  import  nothing  but  that  which 
comes  to  the  butchers? — Mainly;  we  have  given 
up  importing  anything  except  cows. 

9746.  What  becomes  of  the  cows? — They  go 
to  the  large  dairies,  which  become  large  centres 
of  infection,  from  the  weekly  purchases  and  sales. 

9747.  But  you  consider  that,  if  we  stop  the 
importation  of  cattle,  we  might  get  rid  of  disease 
by  disinfecting? — We  might  get  rid  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  most  assuredly. 

9748.  What  would  you  disinfect? — I believe 
any  proper  disinfectant  would  do ; sulphate  of 
alumina  would  do  very  well,  but  I believe  that 
the  best  would  be  chloralum.  I have  inoculated 
with  the  virus,  after  it  has  been  mixed  with 
the  chloralum,  and  X have  never  produced  the 
disease. 

9749.  Professor  Simonds  does  not  believe  that 
we  should  get  rid  of  the  disease  by  stopping  the 


foreign  import  ?— In  1864  Professor  Simonds  said 
that  lie  thought  it  was  in  the  air,  and  he  has 
changed  his  opinion  since. 

9750.  Do  you  think  his  recent  opinion  is  worth 
more  than  his  first  opinion  ? — I should  think  so 
and  I should  hope  so. 

9751.  But  there  are  other  veterinary  authori- 
ties who  have  been  before  the  Committee  who 
seem  to  have  expressed  regret  that  the  Govern- 
incut  does  not  try  experiments  with  reo-ard  to 
cattle  disease,  and  endeavour,  in  fact,  to°  throw 
light  upon  the  cure  of  animals? — They  have- 
and  I think,  myself,  that  considering  the  little 
which  lias  been  done  for  any  case  where  veteri- 
nary surgeons  have  tried  to  throw  light  upon  the 
subject,  the  amount  of  money  which  has  been 
spent  by  the  Veterinary  Department  during  the 
last  few  years  ought  not  to  have  been  spent 
without  giving  us  very  different  reports  from 
those  we  have. 

9752.  You  think  that  it  is  incumbent  upon  the 
Government  to  undertake  the  cure  of  cattle? — 
Certainly  not ; the  circumstances  are  so  peculiar 
with  regard  to  these  cattle  plagues,  that  it  is 
impossible,  without  a long  purse,  to  investigate 
them.  Without  the  cattle  plague  investigation 
it  would  not  have  been  perhaps  easy  to  have  con- 
vinced our  Legislature  of  what  had  to  be  done  in 
1866. 

9753.  Do  you  think  that  it  is  the  duty  of  our 
Legislature  to  make  discoveries  in  order  to  make 
it  easier  to  cure  cattle  disease  ? — I think  it  is  the 
province  of  the  Government  to  do  all  they  pos- 
sibly can  to  aid  the  discovery  of  truth  in  matters 
of  such  importance  to  the  nation. 

9754.  Does  not  it  seem  right  that  if  that  is  to 
be  undertaken  at  all,  it  should  be  undertaken  by 
some  voluntary  association;  I suppose,  after  the 
farmers,  the  landowners  are  perhaps  the  persons 
most  interested  in  the  question  of  cattle  disease? 
— The  moat  consumers  primarily. 

9755.  Are  not  the  landed  gentry  interested 
in  this  question  of  cattle  disease  ? — They  are. 

9756.  Do  not  their  rents  considerably  depend 
upon  the  health  of  cattle  in  the  country?— 
Considerably. 

9757.  Do  not  you  think  that  the  landowners, 
and  the  farmers  together,  are  a sufficiently 
wealthy  and  influential  class,  considering  their 
great,  interest  in  the  matter,  to  form  an  associa- 
tion to  try  these  experiments  ? — I do  not  care 
which  way  the  money  comes,  if  you  only  get  the 
money  to  do  it.  I do  think  that,  where  it  is  a 
question  of  saving  millions  of  pounds’  worth  01 
animal  food  annually  in  this  country,  we  ought 
to  have  had,  with  the  enormous  expenditure 
which  we  have  made,  very  different  results  from 
those  which  are  in  our  possession  at  the  present 


moment. 

9758.  Mr.  Pell.']  You  have  been  in  Germany 

yourself,  have  you  not  ? — I have.  . , 

9759.  Do  they  continue  to  work  oxen  in 
plough  in  Germany,  as  they  used  to  do  ?— I “ave 
not  been  there  for  three  or  four  years. 

9760.  But,  when  you  were  there,  was  it  so.-' 

They  do,  in  many  parts  of  Germany,  especially 
over  the  southern  parts.  . . • 

9761.  Were  you  making  personal  inqnme 
among  the  cattle  owners  in  Germany  ? eS; 


9762.  Were  you  making  those  inquiries, 
regard  to  the  health  of  their  stock.  1 
inquiries  with  regard  to  the  health  01 

3tock-  9763.  Did 
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9763.  Did  you  not  come  across  a number  of  9774.  Would  you  use  any  ice?— No ; you  would 
cattle  which  were  employed  in  ploughing  ?— Yes.  use  a machine  which  would  produce  artificial 

9764.  Did  you  observe  whether  those  cattle  refrigeration. 

were  less  subject  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  than  9775.  Are  those  machines  in  use  ?— Some  of 
dairy  cows? — I cannot  say.  _ ...  them;  all  the  large  brewers  have  been  usino- 

9765.  You  did  not  direct  your  inquiries  in  them.  ° 

that  direction  ? — I did  not.  9776.  Have  they  been  used  for  brin°in<r  jn 

9766.  What  made  me  ask  you  the  question  the  fish  ?— It  so  happens  that  the  <u'eatest°im- 
was  this  : I keep  working  oxen  myself  which  porter  of  fish,  Mr.  Robert  Hewitt,  has  come  to 
have  been  m the  midst  ot  cattle  affected  with  me,  asking  me  to  co-operate  with  him,  knowing 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  they  have  never  from  his  experience  that  the  thino-  can  be  done  ° 
taken  the  disease  ?— Because  you  took  good  9777.  The  thing  has  not  been  done  yet  ?— No  • 
care  that  you  did  not  let  them  come  upon  your  except  experimentally. 

ft™-  9778.  If  the  dead  meat  trade  were  established, 

9767.  1 hey  arc  upon  the  same  farm,  and  that  process,  or  some  other  process,  would  have  to 
grazing  there ?— I cannot  speak  to  that  point.  be  adopted?— During  the  time  of  the  cattle 

9768.  Mr.  O' Conor.]  If  foot  and  mouth  plague  a great  quantity  of  meat  was  brought 

disease  does  not  come  from  abroad,  and  you  find  here,  and  they  had  no  such  provision  upon  the 
it  here,  it  appears  that  it  must  arise  spontane-  steamers.  1 

ously,  supposing  that  Professor  Simonds’s  9779.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  Have  you  read  the 
opinion,  of  1864,  is  correct '—Supposing  Pro-  Report  of  the  Veterinary  Department  for  1871  ? 
fessor  Simond’s  view  of  1864  correct,  then  it  — I have. 

would  be  inferred  that  it  arose  spontaneously.  9780.  Have  you  noticed  the  statement  in  the 

9769.  Mr.  Dodson.]  If  the  foreign  trade  were  Veterinary  Report  of  1871,  with  regard  to  what 
converted  into  a dead-meat  trade,  from  what  you  have  said  touching  foreign  cattle:  "That 
countries  could  we  obtain  dead  meat?— From  during  the  year  1871  no  case  of  foot  and  mouth 
the  various  countries  that  we  are  getting  our  disease  or  pleuro-pneumonia  occurred  in  the 
five  cattle  from  now.  If  you  can  get  the  cattle  . parishes  of  either  Harwich  or  Dovercourt.  These 
510  miles  from  Aberdeen,  you  can  get  the  cattle  parishes  contain  an  area  of  upwards  of  3 000 
from  Jutland,  or  Rotterdam,  or  from  May ence,  acres,  within  which  area  are  many  farms  ’and 

w,*'"31'1’;  t . ?iliries-  At  move  Dutch  cattle  have 

9' 70.  Where  do  you  assume  that  these  cattle  been  lauded  since  the  restrictions  were  removed 
are  to  be  slaughtered  ; suppose  they  came  from  than  at  any  other  port  in  Great  Britain  except 
•—At  Antwerp.  London.  The  cowkeepers  at  Harwich  and  Dover- 

9'71/  those  which  came  from  Schleswig,  court  are  in  the  habit  of  filling  up  any  vacancies 
Holstein.  Either  lonmng  or  Hamburgh,  or  in  their  dairies  with  Dutch  cows,  and  there  is 
l)0rt-  . . . , _.  „ , scarcely  a farmer  in  Dovercourt  parish  who  has 

9/72.  In  your  opinion,  what  distance  could  dead  not  taken  Dutch  cattle  into  keep.  Notwithstand- 
meat  be  brought  in  a fit  state  for  consumption  ?—  ing  this,  these  parishes  enjoy  an  exceptional 
1 ugreati  ibelie  tliat  lfc.vI?ul(*  not  be  at  all  freedom  from  contagious  or  infectious  diseases 
a ctitfacult  problem,  commercially,  that  for  a dis-  amongst  their  stock”?— I am  told  that  we  had 
tance  ot  14  or  15  clays  _ voyage  it  could  be  brought  at  that  time  no  returns  of  cases  of  foot  and  mouth 
safety ; but  certainly  it  could  be  brought  within  disease  or  pleuro-pneumonia ; that  means,  so  far 
a live  or  six  clays  journey  ; and  I may  mention  as  returns  by  the  Department  goes,  but  my  know- 
. a*  13  mainly  dependent  upon  the  cheapen-  ledge  of  the  returns  of  the  Department  is  such, 
mg  ot  the  production  of  artificial  cold ; we  have  that  I certainly  should  not  accept  that  as  a proof 
Honuon  supplied  with  fish  from  the  Dogger  Bank,  that  it  is  true  that  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot 
ana  they  must  be  brought  dead ; and  what  they  and  mouth  disease  did  not  occur  near  those  places, 
ao  is  to  send  out  steamers  to  meet  the  fishermen.  It  may  be,  but  I am  not  prepared  to  accept  it 
and  each  little  steamer  of  200  or  300  tons  has  35  from  the  nature  of  the  statements  which  I find  in 
tons  oi  ice  upon  it;  that  is  the  quantity  they  those  Reports. 

™*or  tons  Of  fish.  They  are  obliged  to  9781.  Mr.  Clare  Bead.]  You  stated  very  posi- 
a up  this  ice  and  mix  it  with  the  fish,  and  the  tively  that'  in  your  opinion  there  was  no  case  of 
quantity  required  to  preserve  the  fish  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  this  country  after  the 
gger  Hank  has  amounted  to  about  half  ora  termination  of  the  cattle  plague? — I said,  that 


with  the  dying  out  of  the  cattle  plague,  the  foot 


third  of  the  35  tons.  The  fish  comes  magnifi- 

cently  but  in  the  coldest  weather,  in  winter,  and  mouth  disease  died  out. 
flip638  i U?e  hie,  the  fish  in  the  centre  of  9782.  Did  you  consult  the  veterinary  records 
ue  mass  begin  to  putrify;  but  if  you  can  bring  at  that  periods  ?— Of  course  I did,  all  the  time, 
can  J"!  • L°aoer  Bank,  much  more  easily  9783.  Was  there  in  any  of  the  publications  of 
diauffKt  e. large  dry  carcases  by  constant  the  Veterinary  College  any  record  of  any  case? 

I I.  ° , 0 c°ld  air  passing  through  them.  Now  — I have  never  seen  any  record  or  evidence  of 
ice  w'+l  eCQ  a^  e work  of  30  tons  of  the  disease  at  that  time  in  the  county, 

carrvn  1 *2°  °*  C?^’  60  ^iat  ^ have  only  to  9784.  Do  you  think  that  if  there  had  been  any 

of  3D  t-A  6 • 1D1Pei'iskable  coal  to  do  the  work  disease  it  would  have  found  its  way  into  some  of 

— lce-  those  publications  ? — I should  suppose  so ; they 

strive  to  draw  attention  to  any  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague  or  anything  else  which  occurred  in  the 
country. 


Would.y°u  bring  the  meat  in  ice  ? — No, 
_ 7°*  ^ant  is  a draught  of  cool  air  of  a tem- 
perature of  45  or  50  degrees. 


Professor 
J.  Gamgee. 

1 6 June 
is73. 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Mr.  Thomas  Duckham,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


9785.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  I believe  you  are 
a Farmer  in  Herefordshire  ? — I am. 

9786.  And  you  are  also  editor  of  the  “Here- 
ford Herd  Book  ” ? — I am. 

9787.  And  consequently  you  are  brought  into 
constant  communication  with  the  breeders  of 
good  stock  throughout  Herefordshire,  and  I 
suppose  a good  deal  throughout  England  ? — A 
great  deal. 

9788.  You  have  prepared  a statement  of  the 
returns  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Hereford- 
shire for  last  year,  have  you  not? — Yes,  I have 
{producing  the  same.  The  same  was  handed  in, 
vide  Appendix ). 

9789.  Does  foot  and  mouth  disease  prevail  in 
districts  where  there  are  no  foreign  stock  or 
Irish  cattle  introduced? — I think  it  has  not  done 
so. 

9790.  Do  you  think  that  disease  becomes  less 
virulent  and  less  general  as  it  extends  from  the 
infected  ports? — I do. 

9791.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Cornwall? 
— I was  in  Cornwall  about  a month  ago,  and  I 
had  a good  deal  of  conversation  with  several 
farmers  there,  and  they  told  me  that  the  disease 
was  introduced  by  imported  cattle  from  Ply- 
mouth several  times  during  the  past  year  into 
the  county  of  Cornwall ; but  the  local  authorities 
adopted  very  stringent  regulations,  and  did  not 
allow  animals  to  be  removed  until  a certificate  of 
health  was  obtained  ; the  consequence  was,  that 
in  each  ease  the  disease  was  stamped  out;  it  was 
restricted  to  the  spots  where  it  broke  out. 

9792.  Cornwall  I suppose  is  not  a country  of 
much  transit  for  stock  ? — No,  there  is  certainly 
no  through  transit. 

9793.  They  do  not  import  much,  I suppose  ? — 
They  do  import  a good  deal. 

9794.  Where  from? — From  Ireland,  and  I 
believe  from  Spain.  I saw  a lot  of  Spanish  cattlo 
being  landed  at  Falmouth  the  other  day. 

9795.  But  the  Spanish  cattle  are  fat  cattle,  and 
do  not  go  into  the  farming  districts? — They  do 
not. 

9796.  Do  you  consider  foot  and  mouth  disease 
of  foreign  origin  ? — I do. 

9797.  It  was  not  mentioned  in  the  old  writers 
upon  veterinary  science,  was  it? — It  is  not  men- 
tioned in  Youatt’s  “ Treatise  on  Cattle,”  published 
under  the  superintendence  of  the  Society  for  the 
Diffusion  of  Useful  Knowledge,  in  1834. 

9798.  What  does  he  say  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? 
— He  mentions  it  as  a peculiar  disease  confined  to 
a peculiar  class  of  cattle  in  a small  district  of 
France. 

9799.  _ Showing  that  it  was  not  prevalent  here  ? 
— Showing  that  it  was  not  prevalent  here ; he  is 
very  clear  about  it.  Foot  and  mouth  dssease  is 
not  mentioned  at  all,  and  pleuro-pneumonia  is 
mentioned  in  that  way  as  breaking  out  in  a cer- 
tain district  in  France,  called  Franche  Comte. 

9800.  Do  you  think  that  the  present  regu- 
lations have  been  carried  out  well  throughout 
England  ? — No,  I feel  confident  that  they  have 
not. 

9801.  Do  you  think  that  the  multiplication  of 
local  authorities  is  a bad  or  a good  thing  ?— I 
think  it  is  a very  bad  thing.  I occupy  land  in 
three  different  districts  in  which  the  regulations 
have  been  different. 

9802.  Different  in  the  three  different  districts  ? 


— Different  in  two  out  of  the  three,  and  very 
different.  y 

9803.  You  think  there  should  be  one  local 
authority  for  counties  to  embrace  the  borouerhs? 
— I do. 

9804.  And  that  it  should  be  more  or  less 
stringent? — I think  it  cannot  be  too  stringent 
until  we  have  the  herds  of  the  country  in  a 
healthy  state. 

9805.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  would  be 
willing  to  submit  to  more  stringent  regulations 
with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease?— A large 
majority  of  them  would,  I think. 

9806.  Those  in  the  breeding  districts,  more 
especially,  would  ? — Most  decidedly ; and  I 
asked  the  parties  who  informed  me  in  Cornwall 
whether  they  submitted  cheerfully  to  it,  and  they 
said.  “ Oh,  yes,  they  were  very  glad  the  regu- 
lations were  stringent.” 

9807.  Do  you  think  there  has  been  a change 
come  over  the  spirit  of  the  farmer’s  dream  with 
regard  to  these  diseases  ; that  what  at  one  time 
they  considered  to  be  inevitable  they  now  regard 
as  preventiblo  ? — I do. 

9808.  Was  that  lesson  taught  them  by  the 
cattle  plague  ? — It  was. 

9809.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to 
this  country  being  free  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  after  ihe  cattle  plague  ? — I believe  the 
country  was  free.  There  was  not  a single  case 
in  my  county  that  I heard  of  for  a considerable 
time. 

9810.  But  you  are  not  confined  to  your  own 
county;  you  roam  about  a good  deal;  do  yon  re- 
member nearing  of  a case  at  all  ? — I do  not.  I 
think  the  country  was  thoroughly  free  from  it. 

9811.  Have  you  any  idea  how  the  disease 
came  in  again  ? — I have  not  any  further  idea 
than  what  1 have  read  upon  the  subject.  I have 
read  of  the  introduction  of  the  disease  from  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle,  and  also  from  Irish 
cattle,  and  I have  also  read  in  the  Veterinary 
Report  of  the  Privy  Council,  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  was  sent  to  Ireland  from  England  m 
1869,  after  the  country  was  free. 

9812.  But  you  have  no  direct  knowledge 
yourself  of  any  fresh  importation  of  the  disease, 
except  what  you  have  read  or  heard  of?  — 


9813.  What  has  been  the  effect  of  the  fre- 
quent outbreaks  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
other  foreign  disorders,  upon  the  breeders  of 
cattle?— It  has  had  a most  serious  effect;  a great 
many  have  given  up,  and  others  say  that  if  they 
again  suffer  in  the  manner  they  have  recently, 
they  will  certainly  discontinue  breeding ; many 
of  our  most  valuable  herds  have  been  very  seri- 
ously affected. 

9814.  Foot  and  mouth  disease,  I suppose,  is 
very  much  more  virulent  and  destructive  among 
breeding  stock  than  among  store  or  fat  cattle  .— 
Y es.  This  is  a bundle  of  schedules  ( produnnq 
the  same)  from  one  of  our  parishes,  and  that  ia  « 
return  from  one  of  our  principal  breeders  {‘pro- 
ducing the  same),  in  which  he  shows  that  he  10 
19  calves  out  of  29  last  year,  from  foot  andmou 


disease.  ., 

9815.  What  is  the  effect  of  foot  and  montn 
disease  among  milking  stock? — It  is  m0®fc  f^r 
ous.  I should  have  said  that  the  sire  ot 
calves  cost  the  man  390  guineas. 
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9816  How  came  this  great  mortality  amongst 
the  calves,  do  you  think ; is  it  not  very  excep- 
tioMl  to  lose  19  out  of  29  ; of  course  the  man 
took  all  the  care  he  possibly  could  ot  them  r'— 
No  doubt  he  did ; in  some  cases  the  mortality 
was  not  so  great,  hut  the  mortality  was  very 
crreat  in  others,  as  you  will  see  from  the  returns 
Sere.  I think  we  lost  upwards  of  1,500 ; 1,596 
calves  died.  . _T  . , , . 

9817.  Mr.  DentJ]  The  calves  in  Herefordshire 
usually  run  with  the  cows  and  heifers,  do  they 
not?— Yes,  they  do. 

9818.  Suckling  ?— Yes. 

9819.  Mr.  Clare  Read.~\  They  are  therefore 
kept  in  the  most  natural  state  ? — Yes. 

9820.  The  sucking  of  diseased  milk  is,  I sup- 
pose, the  cause  of  their  death? — It  is;  but  many 
of  them  were  not  so  lost ; after  the  disease  broke 
out  the  farmers  removed  the  calves  from  the  cows, 
and  did  not  allow  them  to  have  the  milk ; yet 
the  seeds  of  the  disease  appeared,  and  hundreds 


of  the  animals  died. 

9821.  Notwithstanding  that  they  had  been 
prematurely  weaned?  — Notwithstanding  that 
they  had  been  prematurely  weaned. 

9822.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  instance 
of  the  exportation  of  this  disease  to  the  Colonies 
from  your  own  experience? — Yes  ; in  December 
1871 1 sent  four  valuable  animals,  three  heifers 
and  a hull,  to  Australia : they  were  shipped  in 
the  “ Winifred,”  and  every  precaution  was  taken 
to  guard  them  from  disease,  but  when  they  were 
placed  on  board  ship  some  sheep  from  the  Metro- 
politan market  were  placed  beside  them. 

9823.  For  the  purpose  of  supplying  the  crew 
with  food? — Yes;  then  after  the  ship  sailed,  the 
disease  broke  out,  and  three  out  of  the  four  died, 
and  the  fourth  recovered ; they  all  had  the 
disease ; and  upon  the  arrival  of  the  ship  it  caused 
such  a panic  amongst  the  stockowners  at  Sydney, 
that  they  subscribed  and  paid  200 1.  for  the 
heifer  that  survived  and  sent  her  six  miles  out  to 
sea,  killed  her  and  threw  her  overboard,  and  from 
that  great  loss  has  arisen,  the  prohibitory  law 
now  m force  there  prohibiting  any  cattle  being 
imported  into  the  colony  from  England  for  fear 
of  disease. 

9824.  Does  that  rule  now  exist  ? — It  came  into 
operation  upon  the  10th  of  this  month. 

9825.  They  are  so  afraid  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — They  are. 

9826.  And  also  of  pleuro-pneumonia?—  They 
have  suffered  severely  from  pleuro-pneumonia ; 
thatdisease  was  taken  there  by  a cow  from  England. 

9827.  They  had  had  foot  and  mouth  disease 
upon  one  occasion,  had  they  not,  in  some  of  the 
Australian  colonies? — I believe  there  was  one 
case  which  broke  out  in  Victoria,  but  I had  nothing 
to  do  with  that. 

9828.  What  would  you  do  with  regard  to  im- 
proving the  inspection,  and  the  disinfecting  of 
railway  trucks  ? — I think  that  there  should  be  a 
Government  inspector  to  look  after  it. 

9829.  One  or  two  Government  inspectors,  do 
you  mean,  for  the  whole  of  the  kingdom? — Yes, 
to  go  through  the  different  parts  of  the  kingdom, 
to  see  that  the  trucks  were  kept  in  a proper 
state,  and  to  punish  the  authorities,  if  they  were 
not  in  a proper  state. 

9830.  Do  you  think  that  the  same  thing  should 
apply  to  fairs  and  markets  ; that  there  should  be 
some  Government  inspector  to  see  that  the  local 
authorities  were  attending  to  their  duties? — I 
think  it  would  be  very  desirable. 

0.58. 


9831.  Do  you  think,  as  a rule,  that  markets 
and  lairs  are  well  disinfected  and  properly 
cleansed? — I know  that  our  markets  have  never 
been  disinfected  in  our  county ; they  are  pro- 
perly cleansed,  but  not  disinfected.  A veteri- 
nary inspector  is  regularly  appointed  to  inspect 
the  animals  brought  there,;  but  it  constantly 
happens  that  he  has  to  turn  them  out  of  the 
market  for  having  the  disease;  this  has  been 
done  after  they  have  been  brought  in  direct  con- 
tact. with  healthy  animals,  and,  as  a matter  of 
course,  the  market  has  been  a very  fruitful  source 
of  spreading  the  disease. 

9832.  Have  you  had  much  experience  in  the 
county  of  Herefordshire  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; 
has  your  county  suffered  from  it? — Not  since  the 
cattle  plague;  I have  not  heard  of  a single  case. 
The  regulations  for  the  cattle  plague  completely 
cleared  us  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and 
mouth  disease ; and  I have  not  heard  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia since  then.  There  have  been  some 
cases  which  have  been  suspected  to  be  cases  of 
pleuro-pneumonia,  but  I failed  to  know  that  they 
were  so;  but  last  week  I heard  of  a case  of 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  the  Herefordshire  vete- 
rinary inspector  last  Saturday  told  me  that  he 
should  go  up  and  inspect  it ; I cannot  say  whether 
he  has  or  not. 

9S33.  It  is  not  confirmed  ?— It  is  not  con- 
firmed. 

9834.  What  is  your  idea  of  the  proper  treatment 
of  all  cases  of  diseased  cattle  in  pleuro-pneumonia? 
— I think  that  isolation  is  highly  essential. 

9835.  I am  talking  of  the  cattle  themselves 
which  are  the  subjects  of  disease,  would  you 
slaughter  them ; if  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
broke  out  in  any  herd,  would  you  think  it  best 
for  all  parties  that  that  animal  should  be  slaugh- 
tered and  compensated  for  ? — Most  decidedly. 

9836.  What  would  you  do  with  the  rest  of  the 
herd  with  which  it  had  been  associated?— I would 
isolate  them. 

9837.  Do  you  think  the  period  of  28  days  is 
sufficiently  long  ? — As  I have  not  had  sufficient 
experience  in  pleuro-pneumonia,  I cannot  give 
such  an  opinion  upon  that  as  I can  upon  the 
other  disease. 

9838.  But  in  stating  your  opinion  that  all 
cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  ought,  to 
be  killed,  and  the  rest  isolated  ; are  you  giving 
your  own  opinion  only,  or  are  you  giving  the 
opinion  of  those  farmers  generally  with  whom 
you  are  in  contact  ? — I am  speaking  ot  the 
opinion  of  myself  and  others,  and  although  I 
have  had  no  experience  in  the  disease  personally, 
I have  seen  cases,  and  I feel  that  the  first  loss  is 
by  far  the  best. 

9839.  Although  you  have  succeeded  hitherto 
in  keeping  out  pleuro-pneumonia,  you  have  not 
succeeded  in  stopping  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 
No,  unfortunately  for  the  county,  the  loss  was 
most  serious. 

9840.  How  did  the  disease  come  into  Here- 
fordshire?— By  cattle  and  calves  principally 
from  the  Bristol  market  last  spring.  I believe 
there  were  a few  isolated  cases  in  different  spots 
in.  the  county  previous  to  the  introduction  of 
those  calves  from  the  Bristol  market,  there  were 
two  or  three  truck  loads  of  them,  and  they  were 
sold  in  different  parts  of  the  county,  and 
wherever  those  calves  were  sold,  almost  in. every 
case  the  disease  broke  out,  and  not  only  did  the 
calves  themselves  die,  but  those,  that  were  in  the 
herd ; the  disease  spread  like  wildfire  all  round. 

3 E 3 9841.  I believe 


Mr. 

Dud-ham. 
16  June 

1S73. 
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9841.  I believe  that  your  county  was  not  re-  for  Herefordshire  by  no  means  show  th  i,  , 

1.  ported  to  be  suffering  much  more  from  foot  and  number  affected,  so  that  there  is  a s °e 
mouth  disease  in  1872  than  other  counties  ? — In  margin  left  to  cover  the  difference  in™ 
1871  I believe  we  were  reported  to  be  about  between  the  stock  of  my  county  and  th»  * , e 
three-fourths  per  cent,  below  the  average  of  the  others.  8 0CJi  °f 

kingdom.  I have  the  Veterinary  Report  for  _ 9856.  Then  applying  your  estimate  of  th  1 
1872,  which  is  here,  and  our  county  is  not  men-  in  Herefordshire  to  the  whole  of  Great  pL  • 
tioned  at  all  as  being  affected,  although  there  and  Ireland,  wliat  do  you  make  the  grand  t tl 9 
arc  several  counties  named  as  being  seriously  — Applying  iny  estimate  of  the  loss  m Hpv»f  1 

allire  to  the  whole  of  Great  Britain  and  IreS' 
I make  the  Brand  total  of  1 o si  n vrw  t 


ako  the  grand  total  of  19,510,707  l. 

9857  And  for-  Great  Britain  only? —For 
Great  Britain  only,  I make  the  total  13,071  aqo  7 
?.858*  What  sort  of  regulations  have  you  had 


affected. 

9842.  You  do  not  think  your  county,  from  that 
report,  would  he  worse  than  other  counties  ? — 

Certainly  not. 

9843  Probably  not  worse  than  the  average?  v.iW110 

— No.  As  a member  of  the  Council  of  the  in  force  throughout  the  county  of  HerefordV'th 
Smitbfield  Club,  I was  present  last  autumn  when  regard  to  loot  and  mouth  disease,  first  of  all  - of 
the  propriety  of  having  animals  exhibited  in  course,  you  have  not  been  permitted  to  move  dis- 

London  which  had  previously  been  at  Binning-  eased  animals  upon  the  road? No  hut  the  ' 

ham  was  discussed.  A question  arose  with  refer-  was  very  little  care  taken  about  it ; in  fact  ther6 
ence  to  the  general  state  of  the  country  respecting  was  not.  anything  done  until  I talked  strono-lv 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  everyone  around  the  about  it,  and  then  the  local  authorities  took  more 
table  said  it  was  the  exception  to  know  where  interest  in  the  matter, 
the  disease  had  not  been,  and  gentlemen  from  9859.  You  do  not  think  that  your  county  can 
several  different  counties  were  there. _ I have  be  considered  a model  comity  then  with  regard 
made  a comparison  of  the  losses,  comparing  Here-  to  the  manner  in  which  they  have  carried  oufthc 
fordshire, taking  that  as  the  average  with  the  rest  provisions  of  the  Act  ? —No,  certainly  not 
of  the  kingdom.  9860.  When  you  said  there  were  so  many  dif- 


9844.  You  have  handed  in  a Paper  which 
gives  a statement  of  the  number  of  cattle,  sheep, 
and  pigs  that  were  attacked  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  last  year  ? — I have. 


9845.  How  did  you  obtain  that  ? — By  circular 
letters  sent  to  the  chairman  of  each  of  the  liigh- 


ferent  local  authorities ; did  you  mean  to  imply 
the  different  . boroughs  or  the  different  petty 
sessional  divisions  within  your  county?  — The 
different  petty  sessional  divisions  within  the 
county. 

o-  £186' 1.  You  have  not  a uniform  action? — We 

way  boards  m the  county,  and  then  subsequent  have  not. 

letters  to  the  waywardens  in  the  county,  asking  9802.  We  have  had  it  stated  that,  in  spite  of 
them  to  submit  the  different  schedules  (one  of  the  best  regulations,  the  disease  continued  to 
which  I have  handed  in)  to  every  stockowner  in  spread ; you  would  say  that  in  the  absence  of 
the  various  parishes  and  chapelries  throughout  regulations  the  disease  continued  to  spread  in 
the  country.  your  county  ?— Yes,  it  did. 

9846  Will  you  hand  in  a copy  of  that  circu-  9863.  Mr.  Dent.]  According  to  your  account, 
arr  J will.  ( The  same  was  handed  in,  vide  50  per  cent,  of  the  animals  iu  Herefordshire  were 
i , attacked  with  the  disease? — They  were,  accord- 

9847.  I he  result  was,  that  you  did  not  get  all  mg  to  the  returns  compiled  from  the  statistics, 

the  returns  ?— No  ; there  were  nearly  1,400.  9864.  Thirty-four  thousand  out  of  69,123?- 

9848.  Do  they  represent  the  great  majority  of  Yes. 

the  returns?  The  great  majority,  there  can  9865.  You  do  not  import  many  cattle  into 
be  no  question;  hut  there  were  several  places  Herefordshire,  do  you ? — We  import  many  more 
which  suffered  severely,  from  which  I have  no  uow  than  we  used  to  do.  The  effect  of  the 
ret0u’n'  . disease  has  had  such  a depressing  influence  upon 

returns  contain  these  numbers,  the  county  that  wo  arc  not  breeding  so  many 
34,2 1„  cattle,  117,789  sbeep,  and  8,220  pigs? — now  as  wc  used  to  do. 
eQs'  ,,  . . 9866.  When  did  the  change  take  place  when 

9850.  I ou  have  given  a detailed  statement,  you  became  more  of  a feeding  countv  than  a 
and  put  a value  upon  those  that  were  attacked,  breeding  county? — So  many  animals  tad  been 
onci6  that  died  ? I have.  lost  that  there  were  some  animals  imported  to  re- 

« ooe  An  t ?°U  ma  ce  t le  whole  loss  to  be  place  them  in  the  herds. 

155,226 1.  ?~I  do.  The  value  was  placed  by  the  9867.  But  you  were  in  Herefordshire  an  ex- 
committee,  which  consisted  of  three  veterinary  porting  county,  were  you  not  ? — Yes,  and  it  used 
inspectors,  and  also  some  farmers  and  some  to  be  quite  an  exception  to  see  any  other  animal 
landed  proprietors.  Mr.  Rankin  is  a landed  pro-  there  than  a red  with  while-faced  Hereford, 
prietor  himself ; he  was  chairman  of  the  chamber  9868.  You  exported  to  the  midland  consuming 
° qq^oC  rtU1-u  * year*  • . towns,  and  you  also  exported  a very  great  num- 

,,  1 'P11  not  question  you  with  regard  to  her  of  bullocks  for  the  grazing  counties  to  finish 

the  different  prices ; I suppose  you  would  con-  off?— Yes. 

sider  Herefordshire  to  contain  some  of  the  best  T 


9869.  Is  that  system  now  altering  in  Hereford- 
shire, and  are  you  becoming  an  importing  county? 
— There  are  at  least  ten  to  one  of  Irish  cattle  now 
brought  into  our  county  compared  to  wliat  there 
used  to  be.  You  see  them  in  the  market  every 


stock  in  the  kingdom  ?— Yes,  I do. 

9853.  And  that  the  Herefordshire  stock,  taken 

m comparison  with  the  common  stock  of  Eng- 
land, would  be  of  superior  value?— It  would.  ° WDVi  LU  JLOU  8U(,  tnera  1U 
„ ?85i'  ^°S°  “biased principally  market-day;  therefore  I think  the  thing  speaks 

Tu  r 7 T based  “P°n  for  itself.  Of  course  they  all  meet  a market,  or 

TtiC1'ef.or?’  “JU ",°“ld  peri hops  be  rather  they  would  not  come  there, 
iugh  for  the  whole  of  England  ?— Yes ; but  to  SSW.  Does  not  that  seem  to  show  that  feeding 
jlace  opposite  to  that,  we  know  that  the  returns  cattle,  in  consequence  of  the  great  price  of  h« 
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j o-ettino-  very  good  cattle  from  Ireland,  lias 
naid  better° than  breeding  cattle  of  late  years?— 
\o  I do  not  tbink  so.  I think  they  would  rather 
feed  their  own,  inasmuch  as  they  have  much  more 
aptitude  to  fatten,  if  they  could  ensure  getting 

* $571.  Then  you  think  that  Herefordshire  is 
login o-  its  character  as  an  exporting  county,  and 
that  it  is  becoming  more  an  importing  county  ?— 
It  has  to  a small  extent ; we  are  continually 
havino-  many  more  cattle  coming  from  Ireland 
now,  and  they  would  not  come  unless  they  met  a 

^9872.  And  you  find  that  these  Irish  cattle  are 
bought  to  feed,  and  to  go  out  from  Herefordshire 
fat  f—  Herefordshire  is  not  a good  feeding  county ; 
it  is  a good  healthy  breeding  county  ; it  is  pro- 
verbial for  that;  I do  not  think  there  is  a healthier 
county  in  England  for  stock  than  in  Hereford- 

9873.  Will  you  explain  about  the  Irish  cattle 
which  come  into  your  county  ; what  aged  animals 
are  they  which  come  into  your  county  ? — They 
are  yearlings,  not  old  cattle. 

9874.  Are  they  grazed  for  a year  or  so,  and 
then  sold  out  to  the  Midland  graziers,  or  do  they 
tro  to  be  finished  by  some  others? — Very  fre- 
quently that  is  so. 

9875.  I see  by  your  Return  that  one  in  four 
of  the  calves  appear  to  have  died  of  disease  ? — 
Yes,  that  is  so. 

9876.  The  disease  must  have  been  very  virulent? 
— It  was. 

9877.  In  your  county,  all  restrictions  were 
almost  entirely  neglected,  were  they  not  ? — No, 
not  in  some  districts ; I have  the  restrictions  from 
Hereford;  the  Hereford  local  authorities  had 
very  good  restrictions,  but  there  was  no  one  to 
see  them  carried  out. 

9878.  Each  petty  sessional  division  had  a dif- 
ferent system,  had  it  not? — Yes. 

9879.  Mr.  Rigby,  the  other  day,  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  in  Cheshire  it  was  a system  of  block- 
ade ; that  the  animals  were  not  allowed  to  be 
removed  from  a farm,  and  that  every  farm  upon 
which  animals  were  attacked  was  declared  an 
infected  district,  and  in  spite  of  that,  the  disease 
was  very  virulent;  now,  I want  to  know  in 
what  different  circumstances  you  were  in  Here- 
fordshire?— In  the  early  part  of  the  disease  in 
1871,  there  was  nothing  done ; there  was  very 
little  notice  taken  of  it,  but  in  the  petty  ses- 
sional division  of  Hereford  they  adopted  these 
regulations : “ No  person  having  foot  and  mouth 
disease  on  his  farm  or  premises  shall  move  there- 
from, or  along,  or  across,  any  highway  there- 
on, any  animal  which  has  been  within  a quarter  of 
a mile  in  a straight  line  from  any  animal  affected 
with  that  disease,  within  the  period  of  21  days 
previous  to  the  time  of  removal ; nor  without  an 
order  from  the  inspector,  authorising  such  re- 
moval. The  inspector  shall  not  grant  any  order 
for  removal  until  he  shall  have  inspected  the 
cattle  proposed  to  be  removed,  and  shall  have 
obtained  the  authority  of  the  Committee  to  the 
granting  of  such  order.” 

9880.  Those  are  about  as  stringent  regulations 
as  any  that  have  been  passed,  I think? — Yes, 
those  were  stringent,  and  they  were  brought 
about  in  consequence  of  some  very  strong  obser- 
vations which  I made  myself. 

9881.  When  were  those  regulations  put  in 
force  ? — Those  regulations  were  put  in  force  in 
the  Hereford  district  in  the  latter  end  of  1871, 

0.58. 


but  the  disease  had  been  prevalent  in  the  county  Mr. 
for  a long  time.  T.  Duckham. 

9882.  It  is  not  a fair  test  of  restrictions  in  so  

limited  an  area  as  a petty  sessional  division ; you  16  June 
could  hardly  tell  the  operation  of  them  there,  1^73- 
could  you  ? — They  were  very  carelessly  carried 

out ; it  was  nothing  unusual  to  see  cattle  going 
along  the  road  with  disease  upon  them. 

9883.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Notwithstanding  those 
regulations  ? — Notwithstanding  those  regula- 
tions. 

9884.  Mr.  Dent.']  Then  in  spite  of  the  loss 
which  appeared  to  be  so  grievous,  it  does  not 
appear  that  the  fanners  themselves  were  much 
inclined  to  take  any  precautions? — Some  of  them 
did ; some  of  them  were  careless : it  was  the 
dealers  who  would  be  driving  cattle  along  the 
road  with  disease- 

9885.  Are  many  of  the  farmers  in  your  neigh- 
bourhood dealers  also? — No. 

9886.  Your  fanners  are  rather  small  farmers, 
are  they  not? — Compared  with  those  in  some 
other  counties  they  are  small. 

9887.  Do  you  think  the  farmers  themselves 
are  inclined  to  take  any  precaution  against  the 
introduction  of  disease  by  isolating  new  pur- 
chases?—Yes,  I think  so  ; but  I think  they  do 
not  take  so  much  precaution  as  they  ought  to  do ; 
they  are  more  alive  to  the  necessity  of  it  now, 
after  the  lesson  they  have  had. 

9888.  What  is  the  state  of  disease  in  Here- 
fordshire at  this  present  moment? — We  are 
almost  free. 

9889.  In  spite  of  having  done  nothing  ? — But 
something  has  been  done  latterly. 

9890.  Have  you  put  strong  regulations  in  force 
over  the  whole  county? — There  were  much 
stronger  regulations  after  the  middle  of  last 
year. 

9891.  Should  you  he  surprised  to  hear  that  in 
my  district,  where  we  have  put  no  regulations  in 
force  beyond  the  57th  clause,  we  were  entirely 
free  last  week,  although  we  are  a very  large  im- 
porting county  ? — I am  not  surprised  at  it,  be- 
cause I think  that  the  disease  is  less  virulent  at 
this  time  of  year. 

9892.  But  we  are  in  a very  different  position 
from  what  we  were  at  the  corresponding  periods 
in  the  spring  of  1872  or  1871 ; the  cases 
were  numbered  by  hundreds,  but  from  your 
great  practical  experience,  have  you  not  noticed 
that  the  disease  ebbs  and  flows ; that  you 
have  a year  or  two  of  great  virulence,  and  then 
it  seems  to  die  away  almost  of  its  own  accord  ? — 

Yes,  that  I have  noticed;  and  I feel  very  strongly 
convinced  in  my  own  mind,  that  it  would  (lie  away 
altogether  if  it  were  not  for  fresh  seeds  of  disease 
being  brought  in. 

9893.  You  think  that  fresh  seeds  _ of  the 
disease  are  brought  in  from  the  foreign  importa- 
tion ? — I do  ; and  from  Ireland. 

9894.  Ireland  is  not  a country  which  imports 
foreign  stock ; the  disease  must  be  either  indi- 
genous in  Ireland,  or  it  must  go  from  England 
to  Ireland,  because  they  do  not  get  foreign  stock  ? 

— My  belief  is  that  it  would  be  one  of  the  greatest 
blessings  you  could  give  to  Ireland  to  adopt  the 
same  good  regulations  for  Ireland  that  I hope 
you  will  have  for  England;  I think  that  that 
would  enhance  the  value  of  cattle  in  Ireland 
from  10  to  15  per  cent. 

9895.  From  the  evidence  <ve  have  had  given, 
in  this  room,  it  would  appear  that  the  Irish  regu- 
lations, if  carried  out,  are  even  better  than  the 

3 E 4 English 
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English  ones;  that  being  under  one  central  autho- 
rity, they  ought  to  be  more  effectual  than  the 
English  ones  ; you  would  not  impose  any  further 
restrictions  upon  Irish  cattle  than  you  would 
upon  English  ones,  would  you  ? — I think  not. 

9896.  If  you  were  devising  a new  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  what  would  you  do  first 
of  all  with  regard  to  the  foreign  trade ; would 
you  prohibit  the  foreign  trade  entirely  ? — I would, 
entirely;  that  is  to  say,  I would  have  water- 
side markets  at.  the  port  of  debarkation  for  foreign 
stock  with  abattoirs  attached. 

9897.  And  you  would  have  them  all  slaugh- 
tered?— I would  have  them  all  slaughtered,  and 
I think  by  such  a regulation  you  would  make 
free  trade  in  cattle  a great  blessing  to  the 
kingdom,  and  instead  of  that  it  has  hitherto 
been  a curse. 

9898.  Have  you  had  any  practical  experience 
of  the  foreign  trade  ? — I have  not,  except  that  I 
know  disease  is  continually  being  brought  in. 

9899.  Have  you  any  reason  to  know,  from 
your  personal  experience,  that  disease  at  the 
present  time,  under  the  regulations  of  the  pre- 
sent Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  is 
brought  in  by  foreign  stock  ? — Only  from  read- 
ing the  Veterinary  Deport  of  the  Privy  Council. 

9900.  The  animals  are  slaughtered  at  the 
port,  if  they  are  found  affected,  are  they  not  ? — 
That  is  so. 

9901.  But  you  have  no  means  of  tracing,  since 
the  Act  of  1869  came  into  force,  any  outbreak 
of  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
in  consequence  of  the  importation  of  foreign 
stock  ? — 1 have  not,  because  I am  many  miles 
from  any  port. 

9902.  At  this  present  moment  diseased  animals 
and  all  the  cargo  in  which  they  are  found  are 
slaughtered  at  the  waterside  markets,  and  that 


into  this  meadow,  and  as  fast  as  any  anim-J 
sickened  I placed  it  down  there  ; I kept  that  0 
meadow  as  a hospital,  and  by  that  means  I limit,,] 
the  disease  to  less  than  half  my  herd. 

9908.  It  is  rather  curious  to  see  the'per-centaw 
of  the  mortality  of  animals  affected;  I .ee  it], 
something  like  1 in  4 in  calves,  1 in  33  in  cow. 
and  1 111  120  of  the  fat  beasts  ?— Yes,  somethin? 
like  that.  s 


9909.  Do  you  not  put  down  a large  proportion 
of  loss  for  store  cattle,  namely,  2 l.  upon  store 
animals,  attacked  and  recovered  ?~No,  I am 
quite  satisfied  that  they  do  uot  make  the  same 
class  of  animal  after  they  have  recovered ; I have 
heifers  which  were  attacked  last  year,  and  which 
have  now  recovered;  but  the  horn  is  now  comb" 
off  the  hoofs.  ° 


9910.  You  would  not  agree  in  the  theory  that 
they  fatten  all  the  faster  alter  they  have  reco- 
vered ? — No,  I believe  the  people  are  very  much 
deceived  with  reference  to  that. 


9911.  Have  you  heard  that  said  ? — I have,  but 
I think  it  is  a misconception  arising  in  this  wav. 
We  are  accustomed,  when  the  animal  is  taken  ill| 
to  see  the  animal  in  a very  depressed  state  and 
looking  very  bad ; it  has  not  had  time  to  lose  the 
flesh  upon  it,  it  has  suddenly  thinned  down; 
hut  as  soon  as  an  animal  begins  to  recover  he  fills 
out  and  looks  almost  as  well  as  he  did  before. 
I have  seen  several  herds  which  had  the  disease 
last  summer  looking  very  badly  last  winter. 

9912.  Did  the  disease  remain  a very  long  time 
with  you;  did  it  last  in  the  individual  animals  a 
very  long  time? — The  virulence  of  the  disease 
did  not  hist  above  nine  or  ten  days,  but  they 
were  sick  for  some  time,  and  the  effect  of  the 
disease  was  the  horn  coming  off  their  hoofs,  con- 
sequent lameness,  tumours,  and  barrenness  in  the 


cows. 


apparently  should  he  a check  upon  the  disease  ? 
— But  the  question  is,  are  the  vessels  that  bring 
them  over  thoroughly  disinfected  afterwards. 
Some  vessels  return  and  fetch  another  cargo  and 
land  them,  and  if  they  happen  to  pass  the  vigi- 
lant eye  of  the  inspector,  we  have  them  upon  our 
markets  by  the  side  of  our  own  stock. 

9903.  The  rules  for  disinfection,  provided  they 
are  carried  out,  are,  I believe,  stringent  ones  with 
regard  to  ships,  just  as  they  are  with  regal'd  to 
railway  trucks ; but  you  are  not  {satisfied  that 
they  are  carried  out  ? — That  is  what  I mean. 

9904.  You  would  altogether  exclude  the  im- 
portation of  any  store  cattle  ? — My  opinion  is,  that 
the  supply  of  store  cattle  from  foreign  countries 
would  never  be  very  great,  and  I think  the  risk 
is  too  great  to  run  for  the  very  little  value  which 
is  to  be  attached  to  the  foreign  store  stock. 

9905.  Having  put  the  foreign  trade  under  those 
regulations,  would  you  slaughter  in  all  cases  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  which  occurred  within  the 
country  ? — I should  certainly  slaughter  all  the 
animals  which  were  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia. 

9906.  Then  what  would  you  do  with  respect 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I should  isolate  the 
animals  affected  with  that  disease,  and  prohibit 
their  removal. 

9907.  And  you  would  notallow  them  to  he  re- 
moved without  a certificate  of  health  ?— That  is 
so,  and  they  should  be  thoroughly  disinfected 
afterwards.  I had  the  disease  in  my  herd  as  nearly 
as  possible  this  time  twelve  months,  and  I made 
what  I call  my  hospital  meadow,  and  I put  a 
hovel  there,  and  removed  all  the  diseased  cattle 


9913.  Mr.  Barclay. ] You  want  to  have  a Go- 
vernment inspector  of  railway  trucks? — I do. 

9914.  If  you  had  an  inspector  specially  ap- 
pointed for  your  county,  is  there  anything  to  pre- 
vent him  from  looking  after  the  cleaning  of  rail- 
way trucks  ? — No,  but  1 think  that  one  man  could 
do  more  than  ono  county  ordinarily. 

9915.  Would  you  approve  of  one  inspector 
being  specially  appointed  to  see  after  the  carry- 
ing out  of  the  cattle  disease  regulations  in  one 
county  ? — Yes,  unless  it  was  a very  small 
county. 

9916.  If  you  had  such  an  inspector  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  carrying  out  the  Act  generally  in 
that  county,  would  he  be  able  to  look  after  the 
railway  trucks  ? — No ; I think  the  man  who 
looked  after  the  railway  trucks  should  be  quite 
an  independent  man  altogether ; upon  the  same 
principle  that  we  used  to  have  men  to  look  after 
the  mail  coaches  at  one  time,  and  if  he  found 
that  the  railway  companies  were  neglecting  their 
trucks  and  summoned  them,  they  would  very 
soon  become  alive  to  that,  and  remedy  it. 

9917.  Is  there  anything  to  prevent  the  local 
inspector,  in  his  county,  from  doing  so  now?— 

9918.  Would  he  be  able  to  undertake  the 
duty? — Yes. 

9919.  He  has  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
trucks  in  his  county,  and  seeing  them  standing 
at  the  station,  and  seeing  whether  they  are  in  a 
good  state  or  not  ? — Yes,  he  has. 

9920.  Are  you  satisfied  with  the  present  state 
of  the  constitution  of  the  local  authorities?—! 
am  not. 


9921.  What 
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QQ91  What  change  would  you  wish?— I think 
it  would  be  very  desirable  to  have  one  county 

b°S|M  Consisting  of  what?—  Farmers  anti 
landed  proprietors,  and  that  they  should  appoint 
their  veterinary  inspector. 

1 0993  Then  would  you  have  a board  formed 
hr  election? — Yes,  I think  the  court  of  quar- 
to sessions  could  do  that;  unless  we  had  a 
“onnty  financial  hoard,  and  then  it  certainly 
should  be  the  county  financial  board. 

9924.  I presume  you  would  think  that  the 
court" of  quarter  sessions  should  nominate  pro- 
nrietors  and  tenants?— I think  that  would  be 
auite  sufficient ; Ido  not  see  any  necessity  for 
election  by  the  ratepayers  of  a hoard  of  that  kind. 

9925.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  would 
have  any  more  confidence  in  a hoard  if  the 
farmers  had  the  election  of  part  of  them?— I do 
not  think  that  they  would. 

9926.  Would  you  wish  to  see  the  borough  and 
county  authorities  united? — Yes,  I think  it 
should  be  one  board  for  the  whole. 

9927.  To  include  all  the  boroughs  within  the 
county?— Yes.  and  have  one  general  system. 
For  my  own  part,  I am  very  strongly  against 
permissive  laws ; I should  like  to  sec  one  general 

law.  • ■ • . .1 

9928.  Is  there  any  point  in  carrying  out  the 


Cattle  Diseases  Act  in  which  the  interests  of 
counties  and  boroughs  arc  necessarily  at  vari- 
ance?— -No,  not  in  my  opinion  ; for  I think  it  is 
quite  as  much  a consumer’s  question  as  it  is  a 
producer’s;  I think  the  consumer  is  very  deeply 
interested  in  the  health  of  the  herds  and  flocks 
throughout  the  kingdom. 

2929.  You  would  recommend  the  appointment 
of  an  inspector  for  each  county  to  carry  out  the 
whole  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  whatever 
they  might  be?— Yes. 

9930.  'And  the  formation  of  a county  hoard  to 
exercise  a general  control  over  cattle  diseases, 
and  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Cattle  Diseases  Act  within  that  county  ?— Yes. 

9931.  Mr.  Clare  Head.'}  Have  you  had  many 
cases  of  abortion  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 
Yes,  and  a great  mauy  cases  of  barrenness; 
some  of  my  best  cows  have  gone  off  barren. 

9932.  Did  they  lose  the  season  for  calving? — 
Yes,  I have  only  one  calf,  and  I should  have  had 
a lot  four  or  five  months  ago. 

9933.  You  have  only  one  calf  now,  you  say? 
— Yes,  I have  only  one  calf  now,  and  that  came 
on  Saturday,  and  I ought  to  have  had  15  or  16. 

9934.  Mr.  Dent.}  Have  you  any  farmers  put 
upon  your  sub-committees  by  your  court  of 
quarter  sessions? — Yes,  there  are  one  or  two  in 
each  petty  sessional  division. 


0.58. 


3 F 


Mr. 

T.  Ditckkam. 

16  June 
1873. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


410 


MINUTES  OP  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Thursday,  1 9tk  Jane  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Dodson. 


Mr.  William  Johnston. 
Mr.  ICavanagh. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Ridley. 


CLARE  SEWELL  READ,  Esq.,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  James  Odams,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  9935.  Chairman.']  You  have  had  same  consi- 

J.  Odams.  clerable  experience  in  the  foreign  cattle  trade,  I 
— believe  ? — In  the  landing  of  foreign  cattle. 

19  June  9936.  Would  you  tell  the  Committee  in  what 
,873-  special  way  you  became  interested  in  that  mat- 
ter ‘-—My  first  appearance  with  regard  to  this 
cattle  question  was  in  the  year  1866.  I was 
in  the  M etropolitan  Market,  and  1 there  saw  an 
animal  of  which  Professor  Simonds  had  been 
making  a postmortem  examination  in  the  pre- 
sence of  several  scientific  men.  I was  so  for- 
cibly struck  with  the  malignant  nature  of  the  dis- 
ease, that  I called  upon  Professor  Simonds  the 
following  morning,  telling  him  that  I had  at  the 
water  side  a number  of  sheds  which  were  unoc- 
cupied in  consequence  of  the  American  War,  and 
that  I should  be  very  happy  to  allow  the  Govern- 
ment the  use  of  them,  for  isolation,  for  a month 
or  two  months,  during  the  time  the  calamity  was 
existing. 

t i98v7‘  ^0UTave  now  speaking  of  cattle  plague, 
I believe?— I am  now  speaking  of  cattle  plague 
m the  year  1866  ; that  was  my  first  introduction 
into  this  matter,  and  Professor  Simonds  told  me 
that  I must  see  some  influential  members  of  the 
Government  and  bring  the  matter  before  them. 

I accordingly  saw  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  and  he  with 
Lord  Burleigh,  the  present  Marquis  of  Exeter, 
came  down  and  looked  at  the  sheds;  then  they 
brought  the  matter  before  Parliament.  Some 
discussion  took  place  upon  it,  and  one  honour- 
able gentleman  said  that  he  had  met  with  some 
old  woman  on  the  banks  of  the  Thames  who  had 
some  petroleum  barrels  to  sell,  and  therefore  they 
put  the  matter  aside.  At  that  time  I addressed 
a letter  to  our  agricultural  papers,  stating  that  I 
thought  that  all  animals  coming  in  the  holds  of 
vessels  should  be  slaughtered  when  landed.  At 
that  time  also  I was  possessed  of  a small  piece 
of  land,  about  10  acres,  which  I thought  exceed- 
rngly  well  adapted  for  those  foreign  cattle  comino- 
into  the  port  of  London  to  be  slaughtered  at 
it  was  the  nearest  piece  of  land  available  at  that 
tone,  and  I accordingly  wrote  a pamphlet  upon 
the  subject.  This  question  has  been  before  the 
public  since  that  time,  and,  in  advocating  this 
course  I was  m favour  of  a foreign  market  on 
the  banks  of  the  Thames.  The  Corporation,  in 


then-  wisdom,  thought  fit  to  take  it  to  another 
site,  and,  as  you  are  aware,  they  have  erected  an- 
other market  there,  although  I think  there  can 
be  little  doubt  but  that  they  have  gone  upon  the 
wrong  side  for  the  sake  of  the  public,  still  there 
is  a market,  and  it  is  not  used  to  an  extent  which 
is  remunerating  them. 

. 9938.  Have  you  now  any  pecuniary  interest 
in  that  land  or  in  the  trade  at  all  ? — None  what- 
ever in  anything  connected  with  cattle  ; except- 
ing as  a small  producer  occupying  a small  farm, 
I have  no  interest  whatever  in  the  cattle  trade. 

9939.  You  occupy  a small  farm  in  Hertford- 
shire, anil  beyond  that  you  have  no  interest  what- 
ever ? — Beyond  that  I have  no  pecuniary  interest 
whatever ; the  land  is  sold ; I have  no  petroleum 
barrels,  neither  have  I any  blood,  which  some  of 
these  gentlemen  said  I wanted.  I have  no  par- 
ticular calling  for  anything. 

9940.  Can  you  toll  the  Committee  at  what 
time  this  wharf  of  yours  was  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a cattle  market ; was  it  first  used  as  a 
place  for  lauding  cattle  ? — It  was,  I think,  for  a 
short  time  used  for  the  landing  of  cattle  from 
scheduled  countries.  After  that,  when  pleuro- 
pneumonia broke  out,  the  Government  issued 
orders  that  those  animals  which  were  found  to 
be  affected  upon  arrival  should  be  slaughtered. 
They  telegraphed  to  me  from  the  Privy  Council 
Office  requesting  me  to  provide  for  a certain 
number  of  animals.  I went  up,  and  I think 
it  was  Mr.  Eardley  Wilmot  who  was  then 
at  the  office,  told  me  that  he  would  send 
Professor  Simonds  in  the  morning  to  let  me 
know  the  requirements.  I saw  Professor 
Simonds  the  following  morning,  and  he  said, 

“ Wc  shall  require  slaughterhouses  for  at  least 
300  bullocks,  and  1,000  sheep ; how  long  will 
you  be  before  you  can  get  them  ready  ?'*  My 
reply  was,  “ A fortnight.”  And  I believe  they 
were  ready  within  the  fortnight.  During  that 
fortnight  the  French  war  broke  out,  at  all 
events  it  was  about  that  time,  and  a very 
large  quantity  of  animals,  in  addition  to  the 
usual  importation,  were  sent  to  this  country. 
Slaughter  room  for  300  was  so  insufficient  for 
the  enormous  importation  that  some  little  con- 
fusion was  the  result,  and  I think  I saw  Mr. 

ForBter, 
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Forster,  at  all  events  I saw  some  one  connected 
•(|j  tlie  Privy  Council,  whether  it  was  Pro- 
fessor Simonds  or  Mr.  Forster  I cannot  at  this 
moment  remember,  but  Professor  Simonds  told 
me  of  the  restrictions.  I said,  “ I must  lay  out 
3 We  sum  of  money ; is  this  thing  to  remain  or 
not?5*  He  said,  “ I can  give  you  no  guarantee, 
jlr.'Odams,  but  I may  tell  you  that  these  re- 
strictions rather  than  be  relaxed  will  be  more 
severe.”  I went  on  and  provided  accommoda- 
tion, till  at  last  there  was  room  for  700  bullocks 
a day,  and  about  4,000  sheep,  to  be  slaughtered. 

I spent  in  round  numbers  about  12,000  l.  in 
erecting  temporary  slaughterhouses,  and  I may 
say  a market. 

9941.  Mr.  Kavanagh.  1 Where  was  this? — 
Upon  the  other  side  of  the  water,  just  below 
the  entrance  to  the  Victoria  Docks. 

9942.  Chairman.']  How  long  was  the  market 
held  at  this  wharf  of  yours? — From  the  com- 
mencement I think  it  was  about  11  months ; I 
am  speaking  from  memory. 

9943.  And  then  it  was  suddenly  abandoned  ? 

It  was  very  suddenly  abandoned;  I think 

so  suddenly  that  the  treatment  which  I received 
at  the  hands  of  the  Government  was  not  such 
as  any  Government  ought  to  apply  to  any 
private  individual  after  what  I had  done  for 
them. 

9944.  The  Government  came  to  you  in  their 
emergency,  did  they  not? — Y es,  they  telegraphed 
to  me  to  provide  accommodation,  and  I went  on 
expending  money  night  and  day,  Sundays  and 
all,  to  meet  the  requirements  of  this  trade,  and 
they  abandoned  it  without  the  slightest  intima- 
tioD,  although  I was  at  the  Council  Office  upon 
the  very  day  when  the  orders  for  the  “ Gazette ” 
must  have  been  issued.  I had  a letter  in  my 
hand  which  I took  there  for  Mr.  Forster,  stat- 
ing that  I had  then  made  arrangements  fol*  the 
conveyance  of  dead  meat  into  the  manufacturing 
districts  at  u less  cost  than  they  could  convey 
live  animals.  I went  to  the  Privy  Council  Office 
about  one  o’clock  on  a Friday,  and  when  I re- 
turned into  the  City,  I met  Mr.  Gebhardt,  the 
salesman,  who  told  me  that  the  German  cattle 
would  all  be  free  upon  the  Monday,  and  Satur- 
day’s “ Gazette  ” brought-  out  an  Order  to  that 
effect,  those  gentlemen  leaving  me  with  pro- 
vender  for  30,000  animals  upon  my  hands,  with- 
out the  slightest  intimation.  I was  then  landing 
15,000  animals  per  week,  about  12,000  sheep 
and  3,000  bullocks. 

9945.  What  became  of  those  sheep  and  cattle. 
Dkl  any  of  them  continue  to  come  to  the  wharf  ? 
—Not one  of  them;  they  were  all  landed  upon 
die  Monday.  Some  of  the  men  who  had  their 
slaughterhouses  there  sent  a few,  but  very  few ; 
the  whole  place  was,  I may  say,  annihilated. 

9946.  The  first  intimation  you  had  of  the 
relaxation  of  the  Order  which  abandoned  your 
market  was  from  Mr.  Gebhardt,  who  was  a 
German  salesman  ? — That  is  so. 

9947.  How  long  previously  to  this  was  it  that 
you  had  spent  any  amount  of  money  ? — The  two 
last  slaughterhouses  I think  had  not  been  used  a 
week,  but  I should  tell  you  that  I saw  Mr. 
•c  orster  a fortnight  before  this  Order  was  out, 

I told  him  that  I had  had  applications  from 
frr'" faster,  arid  several  large  carcass  butchers, 
tn.at  they  required  more  accommodation,  and  I 
said  to  Mr.  Forster,  “ Shall  I be  justified,  sir,  in 
aymg  out  more  money.”  He  certainly  did  not 
any  encouragement,  but  I said,  “ What 


am  I to  do ; here  are  these  animals  coming,  they 
must  be  slaughtered ; they  say  that  the  trade  is 
ruined,”  and  he  said,  when  I left  him,  "You  must 
do  as  you  think  proper.”  I saw  Mr.  Brewster 
afterwards,  and  I consented  to  lay  out  a further 
sum  of  between  600  l.  and  700  /.  It  was  for 
additional  sheep  slaughterhouses. 

9948.  "What  sort  of  condition  was  the  market 
in  during  the  latter  days  of  it  ? — In  a very  ex- 
cellent working  condition ; there  were  no  com- 
plaints ; I had  nothing  whatever  brought  before 
me  in  the  shape  of  complaint  from  any  parties. 
There  were  covered  sheds  for  bullocks ; there 
were  large  racks  and  troughs  put  into  all  the 
places  where  they  were  kept  in  the  covered 
sheds,  and  I think  I may  say  that  the  general 
body  of  the  trade  were  very  well  satisfied. 

9949.  Then  for  a certain  portion  of  those 
11  months  were  all  the  foreign  sheep  and  cattle 
confined  to  this  market,  or  did  some  of  them  go 
away? — I am  uot  able  to  tell  you  whether  the 
whole  of  them  came  or  not,  but  there  must  have 
beeu  the  great  bulk  of  them  come.  I was 
doubting  whether  Holland  was  at  that  time  an 
unscheduled  country  or  not. 

9950.  Did  Spain  and  Portugal  come  to  you  ? 
— Spain  was  not  a scheduled  country,  but  we  had 
a great  many  Spanish  bullocks- 

9951.  But  all  the  German  and  all  the  French 
cattle  imported  into  the  port  of  London  certainly 
came  to  your  market  ? — The  French  cattle  were 
prohibited  from  coming  after  a very  short  time. 
We  had  only  four  weeks  of  that  trade  in  conse- 
quence of  there  being  a disturbance  upon  the 
other  side  ; the  French  public  would  not  allow  the 
animals  to  be  sent  across. 

9952.  There  was  no  restriction  on  account  of 
the  cattle  plague  existing  in  France,  was  there? 
— No. 

9953.  You  say  that  the  market  was  in  very 
good  order,  and  that  you  had  no  complaints  ? — 
We  had  no  complaint  whatever. 

9954.  In  what  way  was  the  great  bulk  of  the 
meat  removed  from  your  market? — The  great 
bulk  of  the  meat  was  removed  in  vans  to  the 
Smithfiold  Market. 

9955.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  par- 
ticulars with  reference  to  the  transport  of  dead 
meat,  direct  from  your  market  into  the  manufac- 
turing districts? — Yes,  I can. 

9956.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  do  that.  ? — 
During  the  time  the  market  was  at  my  wharf, 
there  were  several  buyers  who  used  to  come  up 
from  Manchester,  Birmingham,  Wolverhampton, 
I believe,  and  from  other  places,  who  bought 
somewhat  largely  for  the  manufacturing  districts. 
One  man  from  Manchester  on  certain  occasions, 
when  the  trade  suited  him,  bought  probably 
2,000  or  3,000.  I have  sent  away  as  many  as 
from  600  to  700  a day  by  railway  direct  from  the 
wharf  into  the  manufacturing  districts,  and  upon 
inquiring  the  freight,  I found  that  the  carcasses 
of  those  animals,  with  all  that  pertained  to  them, 
all  the  edible  offal  with  the  skins,  were  conveyed 
to  Manchester  at  something  like  4 d.  per  head 
less  than  they  would  have  gone  in  the  shape  of 
live  animals. 

9957.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea 
of  the  cost  of  conveying  a dead  sheep  with  its 
offal  to  Manchester,  or  to  the  Black  Country  ? — 
Yes  ; at  that  time  (I  do  not  know  whether  there 
are  any  fresh  regulations  now  or  not)  a seven 
stone  sheep  would  go  for  1 s.  or  1 s.  2 d. 

9958.  That  would  be  less  than  the  carriage  of 
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the  live  animal? — It  would  be  less  than  the  car- 
riage of  the  live  animal  from  our  metropolitan 
market  to  Manchester ; that  was  the  freight 
which  they  told  me  they  paid ; that  was  Mr. 
Brown,  who  is  now  dead ; and  a Birmingham 
butcher,  whose  name  I forget,  told  me  that  the 
freight  was  less  to  Birmingham  than  he  could 
get  them  for  from  the  Metropolitan  Market  by 
rail  alive. 

9959.  During  what  part  of  the  year  was  this? 
— It  was  through  the  summer,  because  I remem- 
ber well  our  boring  holes  through  the  tops  of 
those  covered  carriages  to  get  additional  ventila- 
tion beyond  what  we  had,  to  put  the  iron  across 
them  to  hang  the  sheep  up  by;  it  must  have  been 
during  the  hot  weather;  it  was  during  the  summer 
mouths  that  the  German  cattle  were  coming. 

99C0.  Did  you  send  beef  as.well  as  mutton  ? 
— I think  there  was  very  little  beef  sent ; I do 
not  remember  carcasses  of  beef  going ; those  men 
were  sheep  butchers,  and  I think  they  confined 
themselves  more  particularly  to  that  line. 

9961.  Did  you  hang  the  carcasses  of  sheep  up 
in  the  vans,  or  were  they  packed? — They  were 
hung  up  upon  the  shambles. 

9962.  And  you  are  quite  positive  that  they 
took  the  edible  offal  away  ? — Yes,  I saw  it  put  in 
the  trucks  every  day. 

9963.  It  went  where  ? — A large  quantity  of  it 
went  to  Birmingham,  and  a large  quantity  to 
Manchester,  and  I believe  some  went  to  Brad- 
ford. 

9964.  Then  the  opinion  which  has  been  stated 
that  if  this  dead-meat  market  for  foreign  cattle 
was  established  at  Deptford,  it  would  deprive  the 
inhabitants  of  the  cast  end  of  London  of  their 
offal,  is  all  moonshine  ? — Quite  so. 

9965.  Because  here  you  took  it  from  your 
wharf? — Yes,  and  sent  it  down  to  the  manufac- 
turing districts  in  the  same  truck  with  those 
animals  which  were  suspended  from  the  rails. 

996G.  How  was  this  offal  taken;  was  it  put  in 
baskets  or  put  upon  the  floor  ? — It  was  put  upon 
the  floor. 

9967.  And  it  was  not  hung  up? — No,  it  was 
not  hung  up;  they  generally  pack  their  offal  in 
casks  in  sending  offal  from  the  Continent,  or  in 
sending  it  from  Harwich. 

9968.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  offal  coming 
from  the  Continent  ? — No,  I have  not. 

9969.  But  you  know  that  it  does  come  ? — Yes, 

I know  that  it  does  come,  but  not  in  lar^e 
quantities,  I think. 

9970.  But  for  the  purpose  of  being  eaten  ?— I 
should  think  so.  I know  that  from  Harwich, 
when  they  have  been  slaughtering  there  largely, 
it  has  come  up  in  casks. 

9971.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  of  those  butchers 
complain  that  they  had  lost  the  offal,  owing  to 
the  long  transit? — I have  heard  of  a great  many 
complaints  from  batchers. 

9972.  But  with  regard  to  any  of  those  butchers 
who  took  offal  from  your  market  to  the  manu- 
facturing districts,  did  you  ever  hear  any  com- 
plaints of  their  having  lost  the  offal?— Not  a 
word,  nor  did  I ever  hear  of  the  meat  arriving  in 
bad  order. 

9973.  Although  you  are  quite  sure  that  it  was 
carried  on  through  the  summer  ? — It  was  through 
the  summer  months. 

9974.  Have  you  any  opinion  to  offer  with  re- 
ference to  the  introduction  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
into  this  country  by  means  of  Dutch  cattle? — I 
think  we  have  bad  a very  great  deal  of  pleuro- 


pneumonia introduced  into  this  countrv  bv 
of  Dutch  cattle.  .X  ”7  means 

9975.  Do  you  mean  cows  and  store  stock ?- 
Both  cows  and  store  stock.  With  regard  to  c ' 
it  is  a known  fact  that  a very  large^uantity  of 
them  are  now  being  weekly  imported  into  this 
country  with  the  germs  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
them.  The  Jews,  who  are  large  consumers  of 
foreign  meat,  have  a great  aversion  to  buvim? 
Dutch  cows  from  the  fact  that  some  portion  of 
the  inside  frequently  adheres  to  the  carcass. 
They  adopt  the  same  salutary  measures  when 
they  send  their  meat  inspector,  who  is  authorised 
by  the  Chief  Rabbi  to  prevent  any  animal  which 
had  anything  adhering  to  its  carcass,  from  bein> 
consumed  by  their  community;  they  will  no°t 
allow  them  to  consume  it. 

9976.  If  there  is  any  adhesion  of  the  lun«sto 
the  carcass? — Yes,  if  there  is  any  adhesion  of 
the  lungs  to  the  carcass. 

9977.  Do  you  happen  to  know  anyone  who 
has  suffered  at  all,  in  your  locality,  from  the  in- 
trod action  of  Dutch  cattle  to  his  farm?— I know 
several  individuals,  hut  I do  not  know  that  I 
should  be  _ discreet  in  mentioning  their  names 
because,  after  the  Report  which  has  emanated 
from,  the  Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council,  stating  that  no  direct  information  has 
come  to  them  of  pleuro-pneumonia  bein*  sent 
from  Holland,  I perhaps  might  be  thought3 some- 
what presumptuous  in  mentioning  the  names  of 
people,  and  I do  not  think,  as  they  perhaps  have 
evaded  to  some  extent  the  giving  of  notice  to  the 
inspector,  that  I should  be  right  in  doing  so ; but 
I know  that  I could  mention  at  this  moment  half 
a-dozen  fanners,  amongst  my  own  connection, 
who  have  suffered,  and  suffered  severely,  from 
pleuro-pneumonia  this  last  year,  entirely  owing 
to  Dutch  cattle  coming  from  Harwich. 

9978.  You  mean  to  say  that  they  bought  the 
cattle  at  Harwich  ? — They  bought  the  cattle  at 
Harwich,  and  they  took  them  to  their  homes, 
and  they  lost  considerably  by  them. 

9979.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that,  as  a rule,  the 
Dutch  cattle  are  very  often  subject  topleuvo-pneu- 
monia  ? — There  is  no  question  about  it.  I be- 
lieve, from  my  own  observation,  that  this  pleuro- 
pneumonia is  brought  on  from  the  climate  and  con- 
stant exposure  to  the  moist  earth  which  they  arc 
obliged  to  graze  upon  in  Holland,  and  that  the 
germs  of  pleuro-pneumonia  are  embedded  in  one- 
half  or  more  of  their  constitutions. 

9980.  Do  you  think  those  animals  came  over 
here  with  the  germs  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
them  ? — I think  they  do,  and  I think  that  we 
adopt  the  most  developing  causes  for  the  spread 
of  that  disease  when  they  come  in  tire  holds  of 
those  vessels,  subject  as  they  are  to  the  extremes 
of  heat  and  cold. 

9981.  Of  course  those  cattle  are  as  subject  to 
foot  and  mouth  disease  as  any  others  ? — Yes,  it  is 
fever  brought  on  by  privation ; nothing  more  nor 
less. 

9982.  Have  you  seen  any  foot  and  month 
disease  amongst,  Spanish  cattle  ? — I have  very 
badly.  I remember  a cargo  coming  to  my  whan 
very  well.  I forget  the  name  of  the  vessel,  but 
she  had  100  bullocks  on  board.  Mr.  Gebhardt 
called  upon  me  to  say  that  he  had  100  coming 
from  Vigo,  and  he  had  a telegram  stating  that 
some  of  them  had  the  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

9983.  You  are  confident  that  Mr.  Gebhard 

himself  had  had  a telegram  to  this  effect  from 
Spain?— He  told  me  so.  c 

1 9984.  So 
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9984.  So  that  the  cattle  were  actually  diseased 
when  they  were  put  on  board  ? -He  told  me  they 
had  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  he  asked  me 
would  I land  them.  I said,  “ Yes,  I believe  I 
shall  he  compelled  to  land  them.” 

9985.  Then  when  we  hear  of  Spain  and 
Portugal  never  having  had  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  that  seems  rather  to  contradict  that 
statement? — That  is  a fact. 

9986.  What  became  of  those  100  bullocks  ? — 
They  arrived  at  my  wharf,  and  Professor 
Simonds  came  to  look  at  them.  Mr.  Gebhardt 
had  made  very  strenuous  efforts  to  endeavour  to 
get  those  animals,  or  some  portion  of  them,  those 
that  were  not  affected,  to  the  Metropolitan  Mar- 
ket, because  they  would  have  made  a little  more 
money  than  by  being  slaughtered  at  the  water- 
side. During  the  quarantine  13  more  of  those 
animals  dropped  clown  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  in  the  morning  when  Professor 
Simonds  came  down  he  separated  the  75  from 
the  25  that  were  affected  with  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease.  The  75  were  driven  along  the 
public  road,  and  sent  to  the  Metropolitan  Mar- 
ket. 

9987.  Was  that  with  the  authority  of  Pro- 
fessor Simonds? — It  was  in  his  presence,  for  I 
met  Professor  Simonds  coming  away  from  my 
wharf,  and  I expostulated  with  him  upon 
what  I thought  the  indiscreetness  of  such  a pro- 
cedure. 

99S8.  When  was  this  ? — I have  not  the  dates 
with  me ; it  was  during  the  time  I was  landing 
cattle,  in  the  year  1870. 

9989.  It  was  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1869,  was  it  not.? — Yes,  it  must  have  been. 

9990.  So  that  here  we  have  a direct  instance 
in  which  the  head  veterinary  inspector  of  the 
Privy  Council  authorised  the  removal  of  75 
cattle  which  had  been  herded  with  animals 
suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
allowed  them  to  be  driven  along  the  public 
road? — Yes,  and  put  into  the  railway  trucks 
and  sent  to  this  Metropolitan  Market,  although, 
I should  tell  the  Committee,  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  sending  them  along  this  road,  because 
the  railway  ran  alongside  into  my  wharf  where 
they  were. 

9991.  When  those  animals  got  to  the  Metro- 
politan M arket  I suppose  they  were  slaughtered  ? 
— I should  apprehend  so.  I think  nothing  went 
from  the  Metropolitan  Market  at  that  time,  but 
sheep,  of  course,  would  walk  over  the  same 
ground,  and  would  convey  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  I apprehend,  as  well  as  bullocks. 

9992.  Prom  your  experience  in  the  meat 
trade,  are  you  convinced  of  the  advantages  of 
the  dead-ineat  trade? — I think  there  could  be 
no  doubt  about  that,  if  you  take  into  considera- 
tion for  one  morqpnt  what  has  been  going  on 
yearly  or  weekly  from  Scotland.  I think  it, 
■would  be  almost  a blot  upon  the  commercial 
men  ol  London  to  say  that  we  cannot  send 
mutton  from  London  to  Aberdeen,  as  well  as 
they  can  send  beef  from  Aberdeen  to  us. 

9993.  You  think  that  if  they  can  send  the 
beef,  we  ought  to  be  able  to  send  the  mutton?  — 
unquestionably. 

9994.  Which  do  you  sifppose  suffers  most 

■nV0n°  tran8it,  beef  or  the  mutton  ? — Either 

■will  keep  about  the  same  time,  if  they  are  killed 
under  proper  conditions. 

9995.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  port 
ot  Harwich  ? — I have  been  to  Harwich.  I have 

0.58. 


been  down  there  to  see  some  Dutch  stores 
landed  there,  after  I had  refused  landing  Dutch 
stores  in  London  ; the  Government  then  would 
not  allow  me  to  land  anything  else.  I saw  a 
quantity  of  Dutch  stores  there. 

9996.  In  what  condition  were  they  ? — In  the 
most  miserable  condition  you  can  imagine 
animals  to  be  in  to  be  alive. 

9997.  You  mean,  being  in  a poor  condition  from 
emaciation? — They  were  in  a wretchedly  poor 
condition. 

9998.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time  of  the 
year  this  was  ? — In  the  spring ; about  April  or 
May. 

9999.  Did  those  animals  seem  to  have  suffered 
much  upon  the  voyage,  as  well  as  being  in  a poor 
condition  ? — No  doubt  they  must  have  suffered 
upon  the  voyage,  but  the  state  they  must  have 
been  shipped  in  must  have  been  something  ex- 
ceedingly bad.  I believe  that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  scarcity  of  grass  in  Holland  at 
that  time. 

10000.  There  was  a scarcity  of  provender  in 
Holland  at  that  time,  I suppose  ? — I should  ex- 
pect so,  from  the  state  iu  which  those  animals 
arrived  here. 

10001.  Do  you  think  that  private  slaughter- 
houses. ought  to  be  abolished  in  a great  city  like 
this,  and  that  there  should  be  public  slaughter- 
houses?— Yes,  I see  no  objection  whatever  to 
that;  of  course,  private  interests  would  suffer, 
but  I think  the  public  would  be  benefitted. 

10002.  You  do  not  think  that  turning  the 
whole  of  the  trade  into  a dead-meat  trade  would 
he  any  detriment  to  the  public  ? — I do  not,  for  I 
think  the  public  would  be  gainers  by  having  the 
animals  slaughtered  as  near  as  possible  to  wher- 
ever they  are  fed,  if  it  could  be  so  arranged ; 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  loss  in  the  intermediate 
transit  of'  cattle  is  something  very  great. 

10003.  With  regal’d  to  the  transit  of  cattle  by 
sea,  what  is  your  opinion  of  the  conditions  of  that 
trade  ? — I coidd  only  give  you  my  opinions  of 
the  conditions’  of  it,  by  what  I call  comparison. 
I think  when  we  consider  that  those  animals 
have  flesh  and  blood  identical  with  our  own,  and 
if  we  just  inquire  what  is  going  on  around  us  as 
regards  ourselves  and  animals,  we  might  then 
come  to  something  like  a solution  of  the  problem. 
You  and  the  other  honourable  Members  of  the 
Committee  must  be  well  aware  of  the  enormous 
sums  of  money  which  have  been  expended,  and 
are  now  being  expended  in  almost  every  town  in 
England,  to  get  rid  of  the  sewage.  Why  is 
that?  Simply  because,  if  sewage  matter  be 
allowed  to  remain  where  deposited  for  12  hours, 
it  generates  gases  which,  if  you  and  I were 
to  inhale,  would  produce  disease.  We  had  a 
painful  illustration  of  that  at  Scarborough  last 
year,  when  we  nearly  lost  the  Prince  of  Wales. 
With  regard  to  animals,  there  is  scarcely  a day 
passes,  or  a tide  that  washes  upon  this  shore,  but 
brings  with  it  a cargo  of  animals  of  the  same  flesh 
and  blood  with  ourselves,  compelled  to  breathe 
these  very  gases  for  periods  from  12  to  48  hours. 
We  must  either  he  mad  in  expending  so  much 
money,  or  we  are  very  great  fools  in  allowing 
these  blood-poisoned  animals  to  go  into  the 
country.  I do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  is  so  bad 
all  through  the  voyage,  but  when  you  come  into 
the  stream,  you  cannot  breathe  the  air  for  five 
minutes.  I have  looked  into  the  holds  of  those 
vessels,  and  I could  not  bear  to  stand  over  them 
for  two  minutes. 

3 j?  3 10004.  You 


Mr. 

J.  Odams. 
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j£r  10004.  You  think  that  those  gases  are  a very  thing  like  about  13  hours  under  the  mostfavour- 

J.  Qdams.  fruitful  source  of  propagating  disease? — There  is  able  circumstances,  because  the  gentleman  who 

’ ' no  doubt  about  it : we  have  the  evidence  of  some  sent  them  paid  an  extra  rate  for  them,  and  put 

19  June  of  our  most  eminent  sanitary  authorities  telling  them  in  horse  boxes  ; they  were  then  13  hours 

1873.  us  that  three-fourths  of  the  diseases  to  which  in  going,  and  in  coming  back  the  same  animals 

human  beings  are  subject  are  distinctly  traceable  were  21  hours,  on  the  journey.  They  left  Ply. 

to  blood  poisoning,  and  that  those  diseases  are  mouth  on  Friday,  the  6th  of  June,  at  eio-ht 

amenable  to  human  treatment  for  prevention  and  o’clock,  and  arrived  at  Paddington  on  Saturday 

cure.  afternoon  at  five  o’clock  in  the  evening,  and  the 

10005.  You  have  seen  animals  landed  at  your  man  in  possession  of  them  had  to  bribe  a porter 
wharf  apparently  suffering  from  being  in  those  at  Didcot  to  give  him  a little  water,  and  he 
badly  ventilated  holds  ? — There  can  be  no  ques-  managed  to  get  some  grass  off  one  of  the  eni- 

tion  about,  that  with  their  eyes  starting  out  of  bankments  at  one  of  the  stations  to  give  those 

their  heads ; you  cannot  describe  at  all  times  animals  for  food. 

what  an  animal  is  feeling.  10011.  A man  came  in  charge  of  them  from 

10006.  But  you  think, as  a rule, there  is  aeon-  the  show,  did  he  ? — From  Plymouth;  those  ani- 

siderable  amount  of  suffering  which  cattle  en-  mals  were  at  the  Bath  and  West  of  Eixgland 

dure  ? — There  must  of  necessity  be  so  under  the  Show  the  week  before  last, 
most  favourable  circumstances  under  the  most  10012.  Was  there  a man  in  charge  of  those 
improved  system  of  ventilation.  Not  with  stand-  animals  ? — There  was. 

ing  you  adopt  that,  there  must  of  necessity  be  10013.  Are  there  not  certain  stations  in  tlxe 
such  gases  inhaled  by  those  cattle  as  must  con-  way  where  ho  could  have  got  water  for  the 
taminate  their  blood.  Vessels  are  frequently  cattle? — No;  that  is  tlxe  man’s  report,  that  he 
stopped  through  fogs  in  the  river  ; • they  must  had  to  give  an  official  at  Didcot  some  money  to 
turn  off  their  steam,  they  cannot  go  in  fogs,  and  get  the  animals  some  water ; he  could  not  get 
the  cattle  being  laden  as  they  are  and  jammed,  any  at  any  place  that  he  stopped  at. 
inhaling  these  gases  is  most  injurious  to  them.  10014.  According  to  the  Privy  Council  Order 

10007.  You  consider  also,  I imagine  from  a there  is  a watering  station  at  Didcot ; there  are 
pamphlet  which  you  sent  round  to  the  different  three  watering  places  at  Bristol  ? — But  you  can- 
Members  of  the  Committee,  that  cattle  on  transit  not  get  at  them  from  the  ordinary  truck, 
by  rail  require  to  be  watered  and  fed  more  fre-  10015.  How  many  animals  were  there  in  a 
quently  than  they  are  ?—  I think  that  the  main  truck  ? — I should  think  that  there  were  four, 
causes  of  those  diseases  are  the  privations  which  10016.  The  man  had  to  take  the  water  into 
cattle  undergo  from  the  want  of  proper  shelter,  the  truck  to  the  animals? — Yes,  he  had. 
food,  and  water  during  transit,  whether  by  land,  10017.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  way 
sea,  or  rail;  the  whole  system  wants  revising;  in  which  fat  cattle  arrive  from  Aberdeen?— I 
there  is  no  question  that,  it  is  the  greed  of  men  have  seen  them  landed  when  they  used  to  come 
wanting  a higher  speed  and  more  profit,  which  round  by  steamer ; they  used  to  arrive  in  tolera- 
brings  about  these  things.  bly  good  condition. 

10008.  Which  increases  the  propagation  of  10018.  But  coming  by  rail,  do  yoji  know  any- 
diseases;  you  do  not  suppose  that  those  diseases  tiling  about  the  condition  in  which  they  arrive? 
generate  spontaneously  in  this  country '! — I could  — I have  no  experience  of  cattle  coming  by  rail, 
not  speak  about  that,  because  I do  not  know  any-  but  I have  heard  that  they  lose  something  like  a 
thing  about  it,  and  those  who  speak  about  them  stone  per  day  by  railway  transit, 
know  as  little  about  them  as  I do.  With  regard  10019.  Should  you  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
to  the  diseases  of  human  beings,  we  know  that  all  the  butchers  who  consign  the  cattle  are  quite 
diseases  often  step  over  one  generation.  I am  a satisfied  with  tiie  existing  arrangements  as  re- 
living illustration  of  this  theory  ; my  father  suf-  garde  transit  ? — For  tlxe  fat  animals  I should  not, 
fered  from  gout,  and  I had  a brother  who  died  because  tlxey  might  be,  but  if  they  were  sending 
from  gout.  iSome  years  ago  I had  a small  erup-  Scotch  stores  to  this  country,  I doubt  whether 
tion  on  the  forehead,  and  I went  to  Erasmus  they  would  be;  but  I should  imagine  the  trade 
Wilson,  and  he  said,  “ That  is  suppressed  is  better  organised  between  London  and  Aber- 
gout ; you  must  avoid  all  farinaceous  substances,  deen  for  cattle  than  it  is  by  other  routes  through- 
and  beer,  and  so  on.”  I am  not  a man  given  to  out  the  country  ; in  fact  we  have  not  what  I call 
high  living,  but  if  I have  a bean  day,  as  they  say,  proper  arrangements  for  cattle  in  other  parts  of 
I have  my  silent  monitor  to  remind  me  of  it.  the  country. 

10009.  Have  you  any  observation  to  make  with  10020.  The  regular  journey  between  Aber- 
reference  to  fairs  and  markets  ? — I say  that  no  deen  and  London  is  36  hours  ; do  you  think  that 
ruminating  animal  ought  to  go  for  more  than  that  is  too  long  ? — Decidedly ; there  can  be  no 
eight  hours  without  food  and  water.  I have  question  about  it,  if  we  foljow  nature,  and  I 
heard  several  gentlemen  say  that  animals  do  not  tlxiuk  that  is  the  best  guide  for  all  of  us. 
take  any  injury  by  going  12  or  14  hours  without  10021.  How  do  you  account  for  it,  that  the 
food  and  water1,  but  I have  yet  to  learn  that  if  people  who  send  the  cattle,  and  at  whose  ex- 
you  violate  the  laws  of  nature  you  can  do  so  pense  they  are  sold  in  the  London  market,  do 
with  impunity ; they  will  fall  back  upon  you.  not  complain  about  the  state  of  the  market?— A 
10010.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Do  you  think  that  un-  fat  animal  coming  from  their  stalls  would  not 
der  present  arrangements  the  cattle  are  kept  too  take  perceptible  injury.  When  a man’s  stomach 
long  in  the  trucks  without  food  and  water  ?—  is  full,  and  it  is  the  same  with  an  animal,  he  can 
Unquestionably ; if  you  will  allow  me  just  to  travel  and  he  can  undergo  greater  privations, 
give  you  an  instance  of  what  has  occurred  only  having  just  come  from  his  breakfast  table,  or  the 
within  the  last  few  days. at  the  Bath  and  West  animals  from  where  they  are  fed,  than  upon  an 
of  England  Show ; a friend  of  mine  sent  some  empty  stomach.  Those  fat  cattle  from  Aberdeen 
Alderneys  there,  and  I think  Mr.  Clarke  told  would  not  take  much  harm,  although  I think  it  is 
you  of  the  journey  down,  which  occupied  some-  cruelty  to  an  animal  under  any  circumstances 
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to  allow  him  to  go  so  many  hours  without 
food. 

10022.  Do  you  know  whether  the  butchers 
keep  the  animals  for  a certain  number  of  hours 
before  killing  them  ?— I am  aware  that  they  fast 
them,  and  a very  excellent  plan  it  is,  as  it  allows 
the  blood  to  cool. 

10023.  How  long  do  they  fast  them  ? — Twelve 
hours,  but  you  are  fasting  those  thin  animals 
which  have  nothing  inside  them. 

10024.  Is  it  the  same  with  the  Dutch  animals, 
which  you  say  are  such  beautiful  looking  ani- 
mals?— Yes,  and  I should  say  the  same  of  the 
Irish  animals;  they  arc  just  in  the  same  wretched 
condition. 

10025.  Would  you  mate  a difference  between 
fat  animals  and  store  animals ; I am  talking  of 
the  railway  journey  just  now,  because  by°sea 
they  do  offer  them  a little  water  and  hay  ? — I 
would  have  every  animal  come  under  proper  con- 
ditions, whether  it  came  by  sea,  rail,  or  road ; 
they  should  never  be  allowed  to  go  without  pro- 
per provision  within  a limited  space  of  time. 

10026.  Would  you  make  a difference  in  the 
treatment  of  store  and  fat  animals  ? — No,  I would 
make  a general  rule,  because  if  you  made  any 
particular  law  you  would  have  it  evaded  directly. 
If  it  was  a store  animal  you  might  be  told  that 
it  was  fed  as  a fat  one,  and  you  would  open  the 
door  to  evasion  in  many  ways. 

10027.  Supposing  the  owner  of  those  animals 
would  not  pay  the  shilling  additional  for  any  im- 
provement in  the  mode  of  transit  ?— Then  I 
would  make  him  pay,  and  I would  compel  the 
railway  companies  to  charge,  and  I would  com- 
pel the  authorities  in  the  case  of  animals  being 
exposed  for  sale  by  auction,  to  make  a charge 
upon  those  animals  for  the  same  purpose. 

1002S.  I suppose  Mr.  M'Combie,  the  honour- 
able Member  for  West  Aberdeenshire,  is  a great 
authority  upou  cattle  ?— Yes,  he  should  be. 

10029.  Are  you  aware  that  upon  a previous 
occasion  lie  made  this  statement,  that  he  did  not 
approve  of  the  watering  of  cattle  by  rail,  when 
the  length  of  the  jourmy  was  under  30  hours, 
whether  fat  cattle  or  otherwise  ?— If  you  do  not 
give  them  rest  and  water,  I should  very  much 
tmnk  he  was  quite  right,  but  if  they  had  rest, 

5 water,  the  food  would  be  better  assi- 
milated with  the  water,  and  the  animal  would  be 
oetter  fatted  to  commence  his  journey  again  ; it 
would  be  _ the  same  if  you  put  a lot  of  water 
mtoan  ammal  just  before  he  started,  it  would 
otherwise*1^  ^m’  and  be  ratber  prejudicial  than 

10030.  I understand  you  to  say  that  you  do 
approve  of  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  alive  ? 

T „ 3®  ?ot  approve  of  that,  unless  they  are 
that  n • uader  proper  conditions.  I say 
onal  * CominS  in  holds  of  vessels  never 

hp?d= . v - Gemmated  amongst  our  flocks  and 
the  small"  18  ai  1ues_ti°n  ?or  y°u  with  regard  to 
cornp  mr  nu  m^er  foreign  store  animals  which 
me  over  here,  whether  it  is  worth  while  run- 
f rifling  ?reat  a risk  as  we  have  done  for  so 
titv  of  fmben!fii  we  Set  frorQ  tbe  smaH  quan- 
K>mi  ??rted  foreiSn  atore  stock, 
of  surmlv  °/ou.  know  much  about  the  sources 
thc  BonZr  f°/eigD  8t0re  stock  ?— I know  that 

drawn  upon  1°S  f Upply  have  b.een  veiT  much 

much  ffiL  y ’ we  are  obliged  to  go  very 
so  I am  m„rr  C\lstan,c.ea  a^ter  stock,  and  in  doing 

risks,  beoaSiedtl“  'f“k  thM"c  r™  ,Btm  greater 
0.5g€  e tbe  farmers  then  bring  animals 
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from  the  interior,  and  the  conditions  under  which 
they  bring  them  are  so  bad,  that  when  they 
bring  them  on  board  those  vessels,  they  run  a 
great  nsk  of  disseminating  disease  when  they 
come  here.  J 

10032.  Do  you  think  that  without  any  restric- 
tions at  all,  we  should  get  a larger  supply  of 
store  animals  from  abroad  into  this  country  than 
we  do  now  ?— I think  not,  because  the  °reater 
portion  of  the  animals  are  used  for  draught  pur- 
poses. 1 

10033.  Then  your  evidence  comes  to  this: 
that  you  are  in  favour  of  a very  considerable 
transit  of  animals  by  sea,  and  you  wish  the  con- 
ditions under  which  foreign  animals  are  imported 
to  be  greatly  improved,  especially  with  regard  to 
the  ventilation  of  the  holds  of  vessels,  and  that 
on  their  arrival  here  you  would  kill  them  all  at 
the  port  of  landing  ? — I would  recommend  you 
to  bring  them  under  the  best  conditions  you  pos- 
sibly can,  but  if  they  are  obliged  to  inhale  these 
bad  gases,  I would  never  allow  them  to  be  dis- 
seminated amongst  our  own  flocks  and  herds. 

10034.  But  do  you  think  it  advisable  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  as  regards  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  store  cattle  to  permit  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  store  cattle  at  all  into  this 
country  ? — I would  not  stop  a hoof  coming  into 
this  country  from  any  country.  I do  not  see 
that  there  is  any  necessity  for  it ; if  they  come 
under  proper  conditions,  1 say  let  them  come. 

10035.  Wliut  would  you  suggest  as  the  proper 
conditions  for  store  cattle? — With  regard  to 
foreign  store  stock,  I do  not  think  you  can  exer- 
cise authority  upon  the  other  side  for  bringing 
them  to  the-  seaports  under  proper  conditions^ 
but  if  you  could,  the  same  as  you  can  regulate  it 
for  Ireland,  there  would  not  be  one-half  the 
danger.  Even  if  you  had  cattle  from  Russia  at 
this  moment,  there  would  not  be  half  the  danger 
to  this  country,  if  they  came  to  our  ports  under 
proper  conditions,  that  is  to  say,  if  they  had 
proper  rest,  food,  and  water,  before  being 
shipped. 

10036.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  practicable 
for  this  country  to  enforce  what  you  would  con- 
sider proper  conditions  for  the  import  of  foreign 
cattle  7— They  could  not  do  so.  I quite  think 
they  could  not  exercise  any  authority  over  foreign 
powers  before  getting  their  stock  to  the  port  of 
embarkation.  The  Government  might  suggest 
the  means,  but  1 do  not  think,  knowing  what 
cattle  dealers  are,  that  those  suggestions  would 
be  of  any  use ; those  animals  go  for  days  and 
days  without  food ; they  are  exhausted,  and  are 
masses  of  skin  and  bone,  and  a great  many  of 
them  are  almost  brought  to  death’s  door  by  pri- 
vation before  they  are  shipped. 

10037.  It  comes  to  this,  that  you  do  not  consi- 
der it  practicable  to  admit  the  importation  of 
foreign  store  stock  with  safety  to  the  herds  of  this 
country  ? — Certainly  not. 

10038.  Mr.  Ridley. You  were  saying  some- 
thing with  regard  to  these  Dutch  cows  coming 
into  London,  and  Dutch  stores  coming  into 
Essex;  are  they  still  coming  at  the  present  time? 

— I believe  they  are,  but  I have  not  followed  the 
market  recently. 

10039.  When  you  spoke  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
having  occurred  from  those  importations,  are 
those  cases  of  recent  date  ? — Yes,  they  occurred 
last  autumn. 

10040.  In  consequence  of  this  pleuro-pneumo- 
nia amongst  the  foreign  cattle,  has  it  been  the 
3 3?  4 habit 
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habit  amongst  farmers  to  cease  buying  foreign 
stores?— Most  of  the  best  farmers  have  ceased 
buying  them  now. 

10041.  Where  clo  the  Dutch  cattle  go  to  now  r 
—The  importations  have  not  been  so  large  lately ; 
there  is  less  to  send,  and,  I believe,  the  pnce3 
which  they  realize  have  not  been  sufficiently  re- 
munerative to  induce  the  exporters  to  increase 


the  trade.  . _ . . 

10042.  With  regard  to  this  question  ot  dead 
meat,  I see  that  in  the  evidence  which  you  gave 
upon  a former  occasion  you  stated  in  general 
terms  that  you  did  not  think  the  dead  meat  trade 
ought  to  be  encouraged  ? — I am  not  sure  that  I 
said  so  then. 

10043.  Have  you  now  seen  reason  to  change 
that  opinion  ? — I have. 

10044.  This  was  in  1868.  When  you  said 
that,  I apprehend  you  meant  that  foreign  cattle 
should  be  imported  into  this  country,  but  that 
they  should  be  compulsorily  slaughtered  at  our 
ports? — Yes. 

10045.  You  stated  then  I think  that  there 
would  be  a considerable  injury  to  the  poor  of 
London  with  regard  to  the  supply  of  the  edible 
offal  if  the  dead  meat  trade  were  to  be  encouraged  ? 


— If  the  dead  meat  trade  of  the  country  were  to 
be  encouraged  at  the  outports,  I probably 


ght 


have  said  so. 

10046.  Now  you  know  of  your  own  know- 
ledge that  the  edible  offal  can  be  carried  by  rail- 
way without  detriment  to  it  to  the  large  towns 
in  the  north  of  England  and  elsewhere? — Yes, 
quite  so. 

10047.  Mr.  IP'.  Johnston.']  Do  you  prefer  that 
cattle  should  be  carried  on  the  deck  of  a steamer 
when  they  are  imported,  or  in  the  holds? — Most 
decidedly,  I prefer  that  they  should  be  carried 
on  deck. 

10048.  Have  you  any  idea  of  the  proportion 
in  which  cattle  are  imported  into  this  country,  in 
the  holds  and  upon  deck  ? — I have  no  reliable 
data  that  I could  give  you,  but  I should  fancy, 
taking  the  cattle  boats,  that  there  would  probably 
be  two-thirds  below,  and  one-third  above,  but  I am 
speaking  at  random.  I have  no  date  to  go  upon. 

10049.  You  spoke  of  noxious  vapours  existing 
in  the  holds  after  the  animals  had  been  knocked 


about  at  sea ; have  you  any  idea  what  would  be 
the  best  plan  for  disinfecting;  what  are  your 
ideas  upon  the  subject  of  disinfecting?  — Of 
course  there  should  be  the  greatest  cleanliness  by 
ablution  and  carbolic  acid ; the  greatest  clean- 
liness should  be  observed;  I may  say  that  I was 
at  Bristol  about  six  weeks  ago,  and  I there  saw 
one  of  the  Waterford  boats,  and  I must  give 
them  very  great  credit  for  the  great  cleanliness 
of  the  vessel  that  I saw  there ; it  was  under- 
going ablution  at  the  time. 

10050.  What  cattle  diseases  have  you  prin- 
cipally had  personal  experience  of? — The  first 
year  I bought  15  Irish  heifers  in  the  month  of 
September,  and  after  I had  had  them  about  a 
fortnight  or  three  weeks  by  walking  amongst 
them  I observed  one  of  them  standing  alone  with 
her  back  up.  My  foreman  was  with  me  and  I 
said : “ That  animal  has  the  lung  disease,”  and 
I immediately  sent  for  a veterinary  surgeon  and 
he  pronounced  it  to  be  so.  The  veterinary  sur- 
geon said  : “ Y on  must  isolate  this  animal  and 
give  notice  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  that 
these  animals  are  diseased  and  I immediately 
ordered  the  animal  to  be  locked  up,  and  I gave 
it  the  most  nutritious  food  I could  get,  and 


during  the  next  three  weeks  I lost  seven  more  of 
them,  and  I have  no  doubt  they  all  had  the  germs 
of  disease  in  them,  but  I managed  to  put  suffi- 
cient flesh  upon  the  remainder  to  make  them  fit 
for  the  butcher  before  they  died. 

10051.  Do  you  know  what  part  of  Ireland  they 
came  from  ? — 1 do  not  know ; I bought  them  from 
a dealer  in  an  inland  town. 

10052.  Do  you  know  the  state  of  health  in 
which  the  Irish  cattle  usually  arrive? — When 
I was  at  Bristol  I went  into  the  market,  and  I 
think  it  was  “ The  Gipsy”  from  Waterford  had 
brought  between  300  and  400  head  of  cattle.  In 
going  through  the  market  I certainly  saw  from 
300  to  400  Irish  animals  varying  in  ages  from 
six  months  t.o  18  months,  or  two  years,  and  I am 
sorry  to  say  the  condition  of  those  animals  was  I 

not  creditable  to  any  country  or  to  any  body  of  I 

men  sending  them.  I went  to  one  of  the  dealers  j 
and  I said  to  him : “ IIow  much  for  these  20 
steer  ?”  and  he  said,  “ 14  L a piece,”  and  I said, 

“ That  is  a very  large  sum  of  money  for  such 
poor  animals;”  and  lie  said,  “ Sure,  your  honour, 
have  they  not  just  come  off  a journey;  if  you 
turn  them  into  a bit  of  grass  they  will  swell  like 
a loaf  of  bread  in  a pail  of  water.” 

10053.  Were  there  any  symptoms  of  disease 
in  those  cattle?— I saw  nothin"  of  the  kind, but 
this  morning  before  coming  here  a gentleman 
came  into  my  office,  and  I told  him  I was  coming 
up  here,  and  he  said,  “ You  may  rely  upon  it  that 
until  some  greater  care  is  taken  of  these  cattle 
wc  shall  still  have  these  diseases;”  ho  said:  “I 
was  at  the  Bristol  market  upon  the.  13th  of 
March  this  year.  I bought  35  Irish  heifers,  and 
they  averaged  me  13  l.  a piece.”  If  you  will 
allow  me  to  say  so,  I think  herein  consists  what 
I call  one  of  the  main  causes  of  disease  from 
Ireland ; it  is  privation.  To  tell  me  that  an 
animal  two  years  old  should  only  be  worth  12 1. 
is  to  tell  me  that  that  animal  has  been  literally 
starved  for  the  greater  portion  of  its  life ; our 
yearlings  arc  worth  that;  you  liave  the  same 
sires  in  England  and  the  same  diims,  and  yet  here 
is  a lot  of  two-year  old  heifers,. worth  only  12/. 
a piece  ; 1 have  not  been  much  in  Ireland,  but  1 
am  told  that  a very  largo  portion  of  the  Irish 
stock  are  never  put  under  cover  from  the  tune 
they  are  dropped  in  the  field  to  the  time  they  are 
brought  into  this  country. 

1U054.  You  arc  not  aware  that  there  are  some 
districts  in  Ireland  where  they  are  very  we 
taken  care  of? — I know  wc  have  some  very  ex- 
cellent Irish  things,  but  I never  knew  a Iwo-year 
old  Irish  bullock  to  reach  a hundred. stone;  it  » 
simply  because  they  do  not.  begin  right,  ley 
do  not  begin  at  the  beginning  and  treat  tnem 


veil  in  tlieir  younger  stages. 

10055.  Is  it  not  the  practice  to  send  them  over 
o England  as  stores,  in  expectation  that  tney 
will  be  fattened  when  they  come  over  here 
ifes,  hut  they  should  be  sent  in  store  order,  w 
lot  imagine  that  I have  the  least  preju 
igainst  Irish  stock ; we  want  all  that  we 

’ 10056.  Do  you  think  that  they  may  learal'"- 
and  in  a tolerably  good  condition,  and  su 
transit  ?— No  doubt  they  do;  if  they. are m a ^ 
londition  they  suffer  still  more.  This  ge  . { 
jays,  in  reference  to  liis  stock  which  e . 
ipon  the  13th  March  last:  “ Some  hfe^‘ 
since  I had  them.  I sent  them  tc .the Audiey 
End  Station  (in  Essex).  They  lef  . , at 
ive  o’clock  in  the  evening,  and  they  ^ 
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their  destination  about  10  o’clock  on  the  follow- 
ing morning;  the  journey  occupied  about  17 
hours.”  Those  cattle  were  driven  a distance  of 
about  six  miles  to  his  homestead,  and  they  fell 
down  with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease.  They 
were  all  down  with  it,  and  he  thought  he  should 
have  lost  some,  but  he  says  now  they  are  nearly- 
recovered,  and  they  are  doing  well. 

10057.  What  part  of  Ireland  did  those  cattle 
come  from  ? — They  were  bought  in  Bristol  mar- 
ket. 

10058.  The  report  of  the  North  East  Agri- 
cultural Society  says  that  the  counties  of  Down 
and  Antrim  are  quite  free  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — No  doubt  those  cattle  were  free,  but 
from  the  very  fact  of  their  being  jammed  together 
for  so  many  hours  their  feet  become  inflamed, 
and  inflammation  followed,  and  they  have  got 
foot  and  mouth  disease  now  in  various  districts. 

10059.  Do  you  think  it  possible  that  they 
caught  the  infection  in  the  Bristol  market? — 
That  I could  not  say ; there  is  the  result ; they 
might  have  caught  the  infection  there. 

10060.  Have  you  any  suggestion  to  offer  to 
the  Committee  with  reference  to  the  best  means 
of  preventing  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — Yes,  my  suggestions  are  these,  that  in 
Ireland,  where  you  have  no  great  distances  to 
bring  your  cattle  to  seaports,  I say  that  before 
they  put  them  on  board  vessels  the  animals  ought 
to  be  rested,  and  fed  and  watered,  for  about  six 
or  eight  hours,  and  never  under  any  circum- 
stances would  I allow  them  to  travel  by  rail  for 
periods  of  more  than  eight  hours  without  food 
and  water.  We  have  refreshment  rooms  for  our- 
selves, and  we  should  be  glad  to  pay  3 s.  or  4s.  a 
head  more  for  those  cattle  if  we  knew  that  they 
came  under  proper  conditions. 

10061.  Then  with  reference  to  travelling  by 
steamers,  have  you  anything  to  say  upon  that 
subject  ? — You  cannot  adopt  any  satisfactory 
method  to  bring  cattle  here.  You  must  bring 
them  under  the  best  circumstances,  but  what  I 
say  is,  let  the  conditions  before  they  are  put  on 
board  be  proper ; let  them  have  food,  rest  and 
water.  They  come  out  of  those  heated  vessels, 
and  they  are  put  upon  an  open  truck,  and  they 
go  through  the  air  at  20  or  30  miles  an  hour ; 
flesh  and  blood  cannot  stand  it.  We  get  those 
animals  diseased,  I have  no  doubt,  to  a great 
extent  from  privation. 

10062.  Mr.  Kavanacjh.']  You  make  rather  a com- 
plaint against  the  Irish  farmers  for  the  treatment  of 
their  stock;  do  you  think  that  it  is  possible  for  the 
Government  to  make  rules  that  the  Irish  fanners 
should  treat  their  stock  differently  ?•— N o,  certainly 
not.  I only  say  that  I should  be  very  glad  to  see  it, 
as  it  would  be  to  their  interest  as  well  as  to 
ours  that  they  should  keep  their  stock  properly, 
because  it  would  pay  them  to  do  so.  As  I say : 
Look  at  a two-year  old  heifer,  worth  at  the  pre- 
sent time  only  13  Z.  It  is  preposterous.  Any- 
thing like  a good  short-horned  hoifer  would  have 
been  worth  25  Z.  in  our  market.  I do  not  think 
you  could  exercise  any  legal  supervision  over 
men  feeding  animals,  but  what  1 would  say  is 
this,  that  where  they  bring  those  animals  from 
homesteads  to  fairs  and  markets,  the 
authorities  should  see,  during  the  time  they  are 
nere,  that  they  should  be  fed  and  watered ; and 
u you  will  come  into  the  Metropolitan  Market  I 
ivm  point  out  to  you  hundreds  of  animals  which 
have  gone  without  food  and  water  for  18  or  20 
°yr_Sg  They  are  tied  up  short  by  the  neck,  and 


after  they  are  sold  they  stand  there  for  hours, 
then  they  are  taken  to  a railway  Btation,  again 
trucked  until  the  train  goes  to  the  next  fair 
without  bit  or  drop. 

10063.  You  think  that  those  pi'ivations  are  the 
main  source  of  disease  ? — In  my  opinion  they  are 
the  main  sources  of  disease. 

10064.  Do  you  think  that  those  35  heifers 
bought  in  the  Bristol  market  would  have  become 
diseased  unless  they  were  brought  in  contact  with 
infection  ? — I do  not  know  but  what  the  infection 
might  have  been  latent  in  them,  but  they  are  put 
under  such  conditions  that  whatever  disease  may 
be  embedded  in  their  constitutions  is  suro  to  be- 
come developed  by  the  conditions  you  put  them 
under. 

10065.  You  stated  that  the  feet  would  be  sure 
to  become  inflamed? — We  have  had  Spanish 
cattle  coming  over  the  Bay  of  Biscay  unable  to 
stand,  having  lost  their  hoofs  in  holding  to  the 
deck  in  a rolling  sea,  but  the  fever  I refer  to  is 
brought  on  by  privation. 

10066.  You  stated  that  you  would  not  stop  the 
importation  of  a single  hoof  into  this  country  ? — 
I would  not. 

10067.  But  you  afterwards  seemed  to  think  it 
was  a question  whether  it  was  wise  to  run  the 
risk  of  disease  being  disseminated  among  our 
flocks  and  herds  for  the  sake  of  the  small  number 
of  foreign  stores  which  are  brought  here  ? — I am 
talking  of  foreign  stores,  because  you  cannot  put 
the  foreigners  under  the  same  restrictions  as  you 
can  the  English  people.  The  distance  from 
which  those  stores  come  is  very  great,  aud  the 
privations  which  they  undergo  are  very  great, 
and  you  cannot  enforce  restrictions  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water  as  you  can  here,  but  if  you  give 
them,  as  I suggest  for  the  Irish  beasts,  food,  water 
and  rest,  and  put  them  on  the  decks  of  vessels, 
you  would  have  little  or  no  disease. 

10068.  But  I thought  you  stated  that  you 
thought  the  Dutch  cattle,  from  the  nature  of  the 

f round  upon  which  they  feed,  had  the  germs  of 
iscasc  born  in  them  ? — Y es,  I think  so. 

10069.  Under  what  conditions  would  you  avoid 
the  disease  in  them  ? — Simply  by  not  putting 
them  under  the  developing  causes,  not  putting 
them  into  the  holds  of  vessels,  and  by  giving 
them  when  they  travel  food  and  water,  that 
would  enable  them  to  resist  the  disease. 

10070.  If  they  had  the  germs  of  disease  in 
them,  would  it  not  be  dangerous  to  import  them  ? 
— No,  because  you  can  put  sufficient  flesh  upon 
them  at  two  years  old,  before  these  diseases  are 
developed. 

10071.  Then  I understand  that,  you  really  are 
not  opposed  to  the  importation  of  foreign  stores  ? 
— No,  I say  only  bring  them  here  under  proper 
conditions,  and  if  you  cannot  enforce  the  con- 
ditions, then  slaughter  them. 

10072.  Do  you  think  it  is  possible  to  enforce 
the  conditions? — Yes. 

10073.  How  would  you  recommend  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  do  so? — I would  recommend  that 
wherever  cattle  are  for  sale,  accommodation  should 
be  provided  for  them  at  the  railway  stations 
and  at  all  landing  places  both  for  embarkation 
and  debarkation ; you  have  only  got  to  organise 
a system,  and  the  railway  companies  would  fall 
into  it,  and  further  the  terms  upon  which  these 
cattle  were  to  be  conveyed  across;  it  is  simply  a 
question  of  organisation. 

10074.  You  would  not  touch  the  Dutch  im- 
ports ? — That  is  a question  for  the  Committee  to 
3 Or  determine. 
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determine,  whether  it  is  worth  while  to  run  the 
great  risk  which  we  have  incurred  for  the  small 
benefit  which  we  get  from  the  Dutch  stores. 

10075.  That  is  what  I was  asking  you  ; do  you 
think  it  is  worth  while  ? — I do  not  think  it  is.  If 
you  could  put  Holland  under  the  same  conditions 
as  you  can  put  Ireland,  then  it  might  be. 

10076.  But  under  the  present  conditions  of 
Holland,  I understand  it  is  your  opinion  that  it 
is  not  worth  while  to  import  Dutch  store  stock  ? 
— Under  the  present  conditions  under  which 
Dutch  store  stock  are  conveyed  from  Holland  it 
is  not. 

10077.  If  the  Government  could  make  a rule 
that  they  should  come  upon  the  decks  of  vessels, 
would  you  allow  them  to  come  in  that  way  ? — 
Yes,  if  you  could  enforce  the  proper  conditions 
preparatory  to  their  being  shipped  upon  the  other 
side. 

10078.  But  how  could  you  do  it? — That  is 
what  I say  is  the  difficulty ; in  Ireland  you 
could. 

10079.  Considering  all  these  things,  I under- 
stand you  that  you  would  recommend  stoppage 
of  the  import  of  Dutch  stores  ? — Under  the  pre- 
sent conditions  I would. 

1 0080.  Considering  that  the  Government  can- 
not enforce  those  conditions? — Supposing  that 
tire  Government  could  enforce,  or  endeavour  to 
persuade,  the  Dutch  Government  to  send  those 
cattle  to  those  ports,  under  proper  conditions, 
then  I say,  bring  them  on  deck  here  and  feed, 
and  rest,  and  water  them,  and  then  I do  not 
think  we  should  be  under  any  great  apprehen- 
sion of  disease  as  we  are  at  present. 

10081.  If  that  could  not  be  done,  you  would 
be  against  the  import  of  Dutch  stock  ? — Yes.  I 
ought  to  mention  to  you,  that  the  Dutch  Go- 
vernment are  fully  alive  to  the  enormous  losses 
which  they  sustain  from  pleuro-pncumonia,  be- 
cause they  have  just  exhausted  a fund  which 
Government  had  given  for  the  sufferers  ; the 
whole  of  that  is  expended,  from  the  graziers  of 
Holland  having  suffered  from  pleuro-pneumonia. 

10082.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  fat  stock,  I 
■understand  you  to  recommend  that  they  should 
all  be  slaughtered  at  the  waterside  ? — I am  quite 
of  opinion  that  there  is  no  necessity,  in  a national 
point  of  view,  why  fat  stock  should  not  be 
slaughtered  where  landed. 

10083.  You  do  not  think  that  that  would  have 
the  effect  at  all  of  raising  the  price  of  meat? — 
No,  I am  convinced  of  this,  and  I have  said  so 
for  years,  that  if  you  had  only  adopted  a system 
of  slaughtering  years  ago,  we  should  never  have 
had  beef  and  mutton  at  these  fabulous  prices.  I 
do  not  know  whether  this  notice  has  been  called 
to  the  attention  of  the  Committee.  It  is  from 
the  butchers,  of  Edinburgh,  dated  the  10th  of 
June  1873 ; it  is  most  alarming,  to  my  mind;  it 
says : c<  The  butchers  of  Edinburgh,  in  view'  of 
the  present  exceptionally  high  price  of  stock, 
find  it  necessary  to  quote  the  following  scale  of 
charges  for  the  best  qualities  of  butcher  meat 
from  this  date  till  further  notice,  viz.,  for  cash  or 
monthly  payments:  best  quality,  per  pound, 
roast  beef,  Is.  2d. ; boiling  ditto,  lOrf.  to  llrf  • 
stewing  ditto,  Is.;  steaks,  ls.2rf.  to  Is.  8d.- 
legs  and  loins  of  mutton,  Is.  Id.  to  Is.  3 dr 
chops,  Is.  4rf.;  boiling  ditto,  10 d.  to  Is.;  in- 
ferior qualities  at  lower  prices. 

10084.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment now'  suddenly  stopped  all  fat  stock  goino- 
inland,  except  as  dead  meat,  that  would  not  have 


the  effect  of  raising  those  prices  ? — It  is  a diffi 
cult  matter  to  say.  what  would  be  the  effect  at 
the  present  time  with  regard  to  any  fresh  move 
ment  in  stock,  because  the  supply  is  so  critical- 
I do  not  think  any  man  can  form  an  opinion  as 
to  how  prices  might  be  affected  by  any  fresh 
movement. 

10085.  Do  not  you  think  that  it  might  deter 
foreign  stockkccpers  sending  over  their  fat  cattle 
if  they  were  confined  as  to  their  market?— 
No,  not  at  ail.  I know  that  that  opinion  has 
been  expressed,  but  I do  not  think  that  it  had 
any  influence  upon  exporters  to  this  country. 
So  long  as  our  market  affords  any  benefit  to 
foreign  towns,  we  shall  get  them ; it  is  a ques- 
tion, of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence  entirely  to 
foreign  producers. 

10086.  It  is  as  a question  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence  that  I asked  you  whether  you  thought 
their  slaughter  at  the  waterside  would  have  the 
effect  of  deterring  them  from  sending  their 
cattle  over? — No,  1 think  not,  so  soon  as  you  <*et 
the  matter  settled,  because  we  have  had°so 
many  changes,  first  admitting  freely,  and  then 
slaughtering  at  the  waterside,  and  then  schedul- 
ing and  unscheduling,  that  I think  if  you  once 
settle  the  question  of  slaughtering  at  the  water- 
side, the  foreigners  would  be  no  sufferers  by  that 
slaughtering  at  the  waterside. 

10087.  You  do  not  think  there  would  be  much 
danger  of  spreading  disease  by  taking  cattle  in- 
land for  slaughter?  — Yes,  I do.  All  cattle 
which  have  been  poisoned,  as  I call  it,  by  those 
gases  are  sources  of  danger. 

10088.  Even  for  slaughter  only? — Yes;  and 
if  you  can  get  meat  as  cheaply  into  the  country 
as  you  can  the  live  animal,  what  is  the  good  of 
running  the  risk. 

10089.  That  is  a thing  which  I am  per- 
suaded of? — We  have  had.  practical  demonstra- 
tion of  it,  and  it  has  been  proved  over  and  over 
again  in  my  own  neighbourhood.  There  are  two 
butchers  within  seven  or  eight  miles  of  me,  and 
for  the  last  40  years  they  have  sent  meat  to  the 
London  market,  some  hundred  carcases  twice  a 
week,  and  although  they  have  a railway  running 
parallel  with  them,  they  do  it  now. 

10090.  Why  is  it  that  beef  is  not  sent?— It  is 
not  many  country  butchers  who  can  keep  so 
very  large  a quantity  of  bullocks,  but  they  can 
weekly  send  up  a large  quantity  of  sheep. 

10091.  But  I understood  you,  that  .it  was  the 
buyers  from  the  country  who  came  up  to  the 
Metropolitan  Market  and  took  the  meat  down 
to  the  country  ? — Yes,  in  some  districts.  For 
instance,  in  the  south;  the  Brighton  men,  and 
that  class  of  men,  where  they  do  not  grow 
enough  for  tlio  district. 

10092.  Would  not  such  large  manufacturing 
towns  as  Birmingham,  Manchester,  and  Leeds 
require  to  send  to  London,  if  you  stopped  the 
import  of  fat  stock  ? — They  could  get  the  meat 
as  cheaply  from  the  water-side  market. 

10093.  But  why  was  it  that  they  did. not  get 
it ; you  stated  that  the  chief  meat  taken  into  the 
country  was  mutton  ? — Because  they  could  get 
beef  in  the  country.  T 

10094.  They  would  not  want  to  come  to  Lon- 
don for  the  beef  ? — No.  , , 

10095.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  You  were  asked 
by  the  honourable  Member  for  Belfast  whether 
the  compulsory  slaughter  of  animals  at  the  water- 
side would  tend  to  diminish  the  importation  0 
animals,  and  I understood  you  to  say  it  won 
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not;  have  you  paid  any  attention  to]  the.  effect 
which  the  compulsory  slaughter  has  had  with  re- 
gard to  the  importation  of  cattle  ? — I cannot  say 
that  I have  looked  at  the  matter  with  regard  to 
compulsory  slaughter.  I see  that  wc  have  not 
had  the  large  importations  of  foreign  cattle  that 
we  used  to  have,  but  I do  not  attribute  that  to 
the  measures  which  were  adopted  here  for  com- 
pulsory slaughter.  I think  that  the  market  which 
has  been  created  in  all  foreign  countries,  the  in- 
crease of  wages,  and  the  prosperity  of  artisans,  and 
other  things,  have  induced  them  to  become  very 
much  greater  consumers  of  meat  than  they  used 
to  be. 

10096.  You  were  stating  it  to  be  your  opinion 
that  the  higher  prices  upon  the  Continent,  and 
the  higher  wages  at  home,  and  so  on,  have  greatly 
increased  the  price  of  meat  in  Edinburgh,  and 
that  that  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  did  not 
get  so  much  meat  here,  and  I ask  you  whether 
that  was  not  the  cause  of  the  increase  of  price  in 
this  country  ? — There  has  been  an  increase  in  the 
consumption ; .whei'e  we  used  to  have  a pound  of 
meat’  consumed  by  the  artisan  class,  wc  have  a 
ton  now. 

10097.  I think  you  gave  an  opinion  indicating 
that  disease  had  done  so  much  to  increase  the 
price  of  meat ; do  you  not  think  that  the  increase 
of  the  demand  for  meat  in  the  country  had  been 
also  a very  powerful  cause? — No  doubt,  there 
are  combined  causes. 

10098.  Then  with  regard  to  your  opinion,  that 
slaughtering  at  the  water-side  does  not  diminish 
the  import  of  cattle,  I want  to  know  whether  you 
have  any  accurate  knowledge  upon  that  subject? — 
I have  no  statistical  knowledge  with  regard  to  the 
quantity,  but  I can  scarcely  conceive  that  it  has 
had  any  injurious  effect. 

10099.  You  have  not,  for  example,  inquired  into 
the  result  of  scheduling  any  particular  country 
with  regard  to  the  amounts  imported  from  that 
country  ? — No,  I believe  the  scheduling  and  un- 
scheduling of  countries  which  has  been  going  on 
for  several  years  has  never  affected  to  any  con- 
siderable extent  the  supply  to  this  country. 

10100.  That  is  your  opinion  ?— That  is  my 
opinion. 

1010 1.  But  I asked  you  whether  you  had  gone 
into  the  figures  and  facts  ? — No,  it  is  quite  foreign 
to  me. 

10102.  Therefore  you  think  it  better  to  form 
an  opinion  without  reference  to  the  facts? — So 
far  as  they  are  within  the  observation  of  every- 
one, it  must  be  seen  that  the  slaughtering  of 
cattle  to  the  extent  that  we  have  done  has  not  to 
any  very  great  extent  deprived  us  of  any  large 
quantity  of  cattle  coming  over  here. 

10103.  You  would  admit  that  it  is  an  impor- 
tant question  whether  it  has  or  it  has  not  ? — I 
quite  admit  that,  and  I admit  also  that  the  other 
is  a very  important  question  with  regard  to  the 
dissemination  of  disease  by  those  animals. 

10104.  But  admitting  that  it  is  a very  impor- 
tant question,  do  you  think  that  it  is  wise  for  a 
gentleman  to  come  here  and  offer  very  strong 
opinions  upon  that  point,  if  he  has  not  gone  very 
carefully  into  the  facts  ? — I think  there  are  no 
acts  y°u  could  go  into  which  would  counteract 
pus  tact,  that  the  losses  winch,  we  have  sustained 
in  this  country  through  the  introduction  of 

sease  are  nothing  compared  to  the  small 
quantity  we  have  received  less  since  the 

* ,er® , ave  been  issued  for  slaughtering  at  the 
Port  of  landing  b 

0.58.  ° 


10105.  That  is  a separate  question  from  the 
question  of  the  health  of  cattle  at  home;  you 
have  given  an  opinion  of  what  would  be  the 
result  of  a slaughter  at  the  water-side,  and  all  I 
wish  to  call  your  attention  to  is  this,  that  you  are 
giving  a strong  opinion  without  having  gone  into 
the  facts  ; now  the  opinion  which  you  have  been 
expressing  with  reference  to  the  possibility  of 
slaughtering  all  cattle  at  the  water-side  without 
diminishing  the  imports  is  an  opinion,  I think, 
held  chiefly  by  the  agricultural  witnesses  and  by 
the  veterinary  witnesses,  is  it  not? — Yes,  and  I 
think  by  a great  number  of  others,  independently 
of  those. 

10106.  The  largest  meat  consumers  perhaps 
are  the  populations  of  the  large  towns? — Yes, 
quite  so. 

10107.  Do  you  know  whether  that  opinion 
exists  in  large  towns  or  not? — I should  imagine 
not,  because  I think  you  would  find  very  few 
men  who  have  private  businesses  in  any  town 
who  would  wish  to  see  the  organisation  of  their 
business  interfered  with,  hut  that  the  consumers 
in  large,  towns  would  be  injured  by  the  price  of 
meat  being  enhanced  to  them,  I am  decidedly  of 
opinion  that  they  Avould  not.  I have  said,  and 
say  again,,  that  you  can  send  meat  through  the 
couutry  without  endangering  our  stock  and  at  a 
less  cost  than  you  can  send  live  animals. 

101 08.  But  seeing  that  the  representatives  of 
large  towns.  (I  do  not  mean  the  Parliainentary 
representatives,  but.  representatives  in  other  re- 
spects ) have  entertained  an  opinion  quite  oppo- 
site to  that  which  you  arc  expressing,  do  you 
still  adhere  to  that  opinion  ?— 1 think,  that  just 
as  you  say  that  I have  formed  an  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  importation  as  being  lessened,  those 
gentlemen  must  have  formed  a hasty  opinion  upon 
a subject  of  that  kind  when  they  have  had  no 
experience  of  the  cost  of  conveying  dead  meat  to 
manufacturing  districts. 

10109.  I believe  that  the  cattle  of  Spain  and 
Portugal  have  never  been  subject  to  disease  which 
would  make  the  people  of  this  country  afraid  of 
those  cattle  ? — Generally  speaking,  from  my  own 
experience,  the  cattle  from  Spain  and  Portugal 
are  exceedingly  healthy.  I have  said  that  a great  ' 
deal  of  disease  arises  in  Holland  and  Ireland  too,, 
from  the  wet,  moist  climates ; but  in  Spain  we 
have  very  little  disease  certainly,  which  is  to  be 
attributable,  I think,  to  the  atmosphere  in  those 
districts,  but  we  have  had  disease  from  there.  1 
have  already  stated  that  a large  cargo  came  to  my 
wharf  with  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

10110.  Are  you  aware  that  in  the  year  1868, 
and  I do  not  know  how  much  sooner,  the  cattle  of 
Spain  and  Portugal  were  not  allowed  to  come 
into  Liverpool  except  to  be  slaughtered  at  the 
water-side  ? — I cannot  say  that  I am  aware  of 
any  such  regulation.  I was  not  aware  that  Spain 
was  scheduled. 

10111.  Are  you  not  aware  that  Mr.  Horsfall, 
the  then  Conservative  Member  for  Liverpool, 
opposed  that  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? — That 
circumstance  is  not  known  to  me. 

10112.  But  if  the  Liverpool  people  urged  their 
Member  strongly  to  protest  against  the  exclusion 
of  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle,  excepting  on 
the  ground  that  they  should  be  compulsorily 
slaughtered,  and  the  Liverpool  people  took.that 
view,  it  was  clearly  their  opinion  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  community  would  be  interfered  with  ? 
— Yes,  that  the  private  interests  would  be  inter- 
fered with,  and  the  interests  of  the  town. 

3 G 2 10113.1s 
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10113.  Is  it  not  likely  that  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool, and  and  an  intelligent  man  like  Mr.  Hors- 
fall, their  Member,  should  understand  the  mean- 
ing of  those  restrictions  which  you  wish  to 
impose? — We  know  that  those  objections  are 
raised  very  frequently  by  people  who  have  an 
interest  in  the  matter ; for  my  own  part  I can  see 
no  reason  why  the  people  of  Liverpool  should,  be 
at  all  injured  whether  those  cattle  had  been 
slaughtered  where  they  were  landed,  or  whether 
they  had  been  allowed  to  be  slaughtered  by 
butchers  in  different  localities. 

10114.  Is  it  not  likely  that  the  Liverpool 
le  took  a correct  view  of  their  own  interests  ? 
nquestionably,  we  all  think  that. 

10115.  And  therefore  that  the  compulsory 
slaughter  of  healthy  cattle  at  the  port  of  Liver- 
pool was  injurious  to  the  interests  of  that  large 
community? — I should  question  whether  the 
community  of  Liverpool  have  ever  had  any 
practical  experience  to  any  extent,  because  I have 
said  before,  and  I now  repeat  that  at  whatever 
port  you  land  cattle  where  you  have  railway 
facilities  for  getting  the  carcasses  away,  you  never 
do  injustice  to  the  consuming  community ; you 
may  do  injustice  to  others,  but  not  to  the  con- 
suming community. 

10116.  Have  I not  told  you  thatfor  years  they 
had  a free  importation  of  those  Spanish  and  Por- 
tuguese cattle,  and  that  when  that  free  importa- 
tion stopped,  and  they  were  compelled  to  slaugh- 
ter at  the  waterside,  the  whole  people  of  Liverpool 
backed  their  Member  in  protesting  against  those 
restrictions,  and  that  protest  prevailed  at  the 
House  of  Commons  ? — I think  I remember  the 
circumstances,  but  I say  in  answer  to  that:  tell 
me  if  you  can  by  what  means  you  can  prove  that 
the  public  who  consume  that  meat  at  Liverpool 
were  put  into  a worse  position  by  the  meat  being 
slaughtered  there  than  if  the  live  animals  had 
been  imported.  There  is  a certain  inconvenience 
to  private  people,  but,  as  far  as  the  general 
public  were  concerned,  I cannot  see  how  they  are 
affected. 

10117.  You  will  quite  admit  that  it  must  have 
affected  them,  or  they  would  not  have  carried 
' their  point?— As  regards  the  general  community, 
if  you  have  railway  facilities  adjoining  thewharves 
where  those  foreign  cattle  are  landed,  I cannot  see 
how  you  can  affect  them,  whereas,  as  you  are 
aware,  the  losses  we  have  sustained  by  the  dis- 
semination of  those  animals  have  been  something 
frightful,  and  you  see  the  result  at  the  present 
day  iu  the  price  of  meat. 

10118.  1 am  not  aware  of  that  loss  from  the 
dissemination  of  those  animals ; your  opinion  is, 
is  it  not,  that  we  should  be  free  from  disease  if 
we  had  no  foreign  imports? — No,  I do  not  say 
that;  I say  if  you  did  not  disseminate  blood- 
poisoncd  animals  amongst  our  own  stock  ; I am 
not  bold  enough  to  say  that  any  plan  I could 
suggest  would  give  us  immunity  from  disease. 

10119.  Even  though  we  kept  out  every  foreign 
animal,  we  might  still  have  pleuro-pneumonia 
and  foot  and  mouth  disease? — Certainly  we 
might.  J 

10120.  Are  you  not  aware  that  we  have  had 
scientific  witnesses,  as  they  are  called,  who  have 
said  that  if  wc  kept  out  all  foreign  diseases  the 
diseases  would  die  out  altogether?—!  am  not 
bold  enough  t.o  say  that.  Look  at  these  places ; 
we  know  this,  that  if  you  put  out  an  old  hunter 
m the  winter,  he  will  turn  out  a roarer,  and  so 
will  a bullock  do  just  the  same.  How  do  we 


get  consumption  in  our  own  lungs?  It  is  in  ' 
the  same  way.  Just 

10121.  You  are  of  opinion  that  the  effects 
shutting  out  foreign  cattle  would  be  to  diminish 
but  not  to  exterminate  disease  in  our  own  coun 
try  ?— It  might  diminish  the  disease,  but  I dn" 
not  think  it  would  exterminate  it.  0 

10122.  Mr.  Dent.']  According  to  your  belief 
pleuro-pneumonia  may  arise  from  exposure  to 
adverse  circumstances  7 — Unquestionably. 

10123.  And  not  always  from  contagion?— Not 
always  from  contagion.  1 believe  that  a oreat 
many  animals  have  the  germs  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia embedded  in  their  constitutions,  and1  only 
want  the  developing  causes.  3 

10124.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Have  you  any  facts  to 
submit  to  the  Committee  in  support,  of  that 
opinion  ?— Only  from  what  I see ; that  we  *et 
the  great  bulk  of  those  diseases  from  damp 
countries,  namely,  Holland  and  Ireland,  where 
the  animals  are  constantly  exposed  to  damp. 

10125.  Have  you  seen  disease  arise  in  animals 
native  to  this  country,  under  circumstances  which 
led  you  to  believe  that  it  was  of  spontaneous 
origin?— No,  I have  no  experience  of  animals 
being  kept  under  those  conditions,  or  exposed  to 
those  privations,  because  in  my  county  we  winter 
our  stock  in  yards ; we  do  not  allow  them  to  re- 
main in  the  open. 

10126.  Then,  so  far  as  youv  experience  has 
gone,  as  regards  animals,  natives  of  this  country, 
pleuro-pneumonia  does  not  originate  in  such 
animals  ? — I do  not  mean  to  say  that  we  do  not 
have  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  occasionally, 
which  may  originate  hero,  but  it  is  so  rare  an 
occurrence  that  I am  inclined  to  think  that  the 
great  bulk  of  those  animals  which  suffer  from 
that  disease  are  those  which  have  been  exposed, 
as  I have  said  before,  to  the  influences  which 
cause  disease  of  the  lungs. 

10127.  Have  you  ever  had  under  your  per- 
sonal observations  or  experience  any  animals, 
natives  of  this  country,  in  a case  in  which  you 
had  reason  to  believe  that  the  disease  did  origi- 
nate in  these  animals,  and  was  not  communicated 
to  them  by  contagion '! — Yes,  I think  I remem- 
ber an  instance,  although  we  could  not  trace  the 
exact  cause  of  it.  There  was  a calf  belonging 
to  a friend  of  mine,  the  late  John  Clayton, 
amongst  his  short-horned  herd,  and  I think  I 
heard  him  say  that  upon  the  dissection  of  that 
calf,  there  was  some  adhesion  of  the  lungs  to  the 
carcass,  and  lie  thought  that  it  was  the  germs  of 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

10128.  Arc  you  aware  that  there  are  adhe- 
sions of  the  lungs  in  other  diseases  than  conta- 
gious pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I am  not  aware  of 
that ; I am  not  sufficiently  acquainted  with  cattle 
pathology  to  tell  you  that. 

10129.  Chairman.]  You  have  no  veterinary 
acquirements  whatever  ? — I have  not. 

10130.  You  do  not  pretend  to  understand  the 
pathology  of  diseases  ? — I do  not. 

10131.  I suppose  you  are  aware  that  there 
were  the  same  privations  undergone  by  Irish 
cattle  years  ago,  ana  that  they  then  came  in  a 
healthy  state  ? — Yes,  but  Irish  cattle  were  of  a 
different  breed  then  from  what  they  are  now; 
they  are  not  so  acclimatised  now  ; they  are  bred 
from  calves  from  Cheshire  and  other  places  where 
they  are  not  subject  to  tho  same  privations,  and 
as  you  get  a finer  breed  you  get  less  constitu- 
tion. 

10132.  But  there  was  no  case  of  pleuro-pneu- 
monia 
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monia  before  1839  ever  known  in  the  kingdom  ? 
__I  am  not  aware  that  there  was. 

10133.  Therefore  your  idea  of  spontaneous 
origin  is  simply  put  forward  as  your  own  opinion  ; 
rou  do  not  profess  any  particular  knowledge  of 
those  diseases  ?— I have  no  scientific  knowledge 
of  the  matter.  I only  look  at  it  in  the  broad 
light,  as  regards  diseases  amongst  ourselves,  and 
I think  any  person  pronouncing  any  dogmas  upon 
disease  gives  a very  wide  field  for  doubt. 

10134.  You  told  the  Committee,  in  the  course 
of  your  evidence,  that  you  sent  several  carcasses 
of  sheep,  when  the  foreign  market  was  at  your 
wharf,  to  Manchester ; was  there  any  large  num- 
ber of  carcasses  sent  in  that  way  ? — Yes,  between 
600  and  700  a day  frequently. 

10135.  And  during  the  whole  time  they  were 
sent  from  your  wharf  you  did  not  hear  the 
butchers  who  took  them  to  Manchester  complain 
of  any  losses  ? — The  best  proof  of  that  is,  that 
they  continued  to  send  them  as  long  as  the  cattle 
came,  and  they  would  not  have  continued  the 
operation  if  they  were  losers  by  it. 

10136.  The  cost  of  sending  them  dead  was 
cheaper  than  sending  them  alive  ? — It  was. 

10137.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.']  Have  you  not  upon 
this  subject  very  much  changed  your  opinion  of 
late  years? — I have  never  changed  my  opinion 
upon  the  fact  of  slaughtering  all  animals  which 
come  in  the  holds  of  vessels.  I have  always  held 
that  opinion  from  the  first  hpur  I saw  them 
arrive  till  the  present  hour. 

10138.  You  published  a pamphlet  upon  this 
question  of  dead  meat,  did  you  not? — Yes,  I 
did. 

10139.  I think  you  were  examined  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  some  time 
ago  ? — I was. 

10140.  Have  you  always  held  the  opinion  that 
all  animals  coining  to  this  country  should  be 
slaughtered  at  the  waterside  ? — All  animals 
coming  in  the  holds  of  vessels. 


10141.  In  what  way  do  animals  come  to  this 
country  ?— The  great  bulk  come  in  the  holds  of 
vessels. 

10142.  And  the  others  on  deck  ? — Yes. 

10143.  Do  you  think  it  might  be  safe  to  admit 
those  that  come  on  deck  ? — If  they  are  shipped 
under  proper  conditions,  and  come  here  under 
proper  conditions. 

10144.  But  you  were  of  opinion,  at  one  time, 
that  slaughter  at  the  port  of  entry  was  danger- 
ous to  the  well-being  of  the  people  ? — I cannot 
bear  in  mind  that  I ever  expressed  an  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  port  of  entry.  I referred  to 
the  different  ports  throughout  the  country.  We 
had  not  then  the  facilities  that  we  have  now. 

10145.  You  were  asked  if  it  would  be  a great 
injury  to  the  poor  of  London,  and  you  said  that 
it  would  ? — It  would  if  they  were  deprived  of 
the  edible  offal ; there  is  no  question  about  that. 
If  you  could  not  get  offal  within  their  reach,  it 
would  be  a great  injury,  but  I do  not  think  that 
I said  that  if  you  slaughtered  the  cattle  in  the 
reach  of  a great  consuming  district,  it  would  be 
an  injury  to  them. 

10146.  You  were  asked  whether  the  dead  meat 
trade  should  be  encouraged,  and  you  said  that 
you  thought  it  should  not  ? — I was  not  aware  of 
the  facilities  we  had  for  getting  dead  meat 
through  the  country  at  that  time. 

10147.  Chairman.']  You  sent  this  offal  to  Man- 
chester1, did  you  not  ? — Yes,  we  did. 

10148.  And  it  may  he  that  the  experience  of 
the  success  of  the  dead  meat  market  at  your 
wharf  changed  your  views  upon  certain  subjects  ? 
— Unquestionably,  when  we  found  it  could  he 
conveyed  at  comparatively  less  cost  than  that  of 
the  live  animals,  thereby  diminishing  the  risk  of 
disseminating  the  disease. 

10149.  And  without  any  loss  to  those  who 
took  the  moat  from  your  wharf  to  the  manufac- 
turing districts  ? — Quite  so. 


Captain  J chines  Smith,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


10150.  Chairman.']  You  arc  Chief  Constable 
of  Cheshire,  are  you  not  ? — I am. 

10151.  Have  the  orders  of  the  local  authority 
for  the  county  of  Cheshire  been  carried  out 
through  you  ? — They  have,  altogether.  I have 
acted  as  chief  inspector  of  the  county  since 
the  cattle  plague  ceased,  and  under  me  the  po- 
lice have  strictly  carried  out  the  Orders  in 
Council. 

10152.  Do  you  complain  at  all  of  want  of  uni- 
formity between  the  orders  which  obtain  in  cer- 
tain districts,  and  your  own  ? — There  is  a want 
of  co-operation  with  the  boroughs ; their  interests 
do  not  unite  with  ours ; it  would  be  very  de- 
sirable if  we  could  unite  the  local  authorities  in 
counties,  with  representatives  from  boroughs,  so 
as  to  have  uniformity  of  action,  and  secure  their 
co-operation. 

10153.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  a good  plan 
to  have  a county  board,  upon  which  the  local 
authorities  of  the  boroughs  should  be  repre- 
sented ?-I  think  so. 

.10154.  Do  you  think  if  the  boroughs  were 
lairly  represented  upon  the  Board,  they  would 
object  to  act  with  the  county  authorities? — I 
nave  rw  reason  to  think  so  at  all. 

. 7^^.  .Have  you  put  the  Act  in  strict  force 
m 058  6 J — kave  ’ ^ may  say  that  wc 


have  even  gone  beyond  the  strict  line,  for  this 
reason,  that  there  was  an  impression  that  cattle 
could  not  be  removed  from  any  part  of  an  in- 
fected district.  I allowed  that  impression  to  have 
way,  and  therefore  we  have  had  a greater  observ- 
ance of  the  rule  than  we  should  have  had. 

10156.  What  has  been  the  result  of  your  strict- 
ness in  Cheshire? — There  has  not  been  a de- 
crease, but  after  that  question  I think  there  is 
another  question  which  should  be  asked,  viz., 
what  might  he  the  result  of  doing  away  with  all 
restrictions,  because  that  is  the  only  alternative, 
and  it  is  a dangerous  one. 

10157.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  the  re- 
sult of  your  restrictions  upon  the  movement  of 
cattle ; has  there  been  any  decrease  of  the 
disease  ? — Ho,  there  has  not  been  any  decrease. 

10158.  But  there  has  been  an  increase  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia? — Yes, 
in  Cheshire  during  the  last  three  years  and  10 
months,  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  increased 
each  successive  year,  pleuro-pneumonia  remain- 
ing about  the  same. 

10159.  What  is  the  state  of  the  county  of 
Cheshire  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — It 
is  more  free  than  it  has  been  at  any  period.  _ 
10160.  Have  you  any  inspection  of  railway 
trucks  ? — No,  that  is  left  altogether  to  the  rail- 
3 a 3 way 
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way  authorities.  I have  only  proceeded  against 
one  company.  I find  that  that  is  a very  difficult 
thing  for  the  police  to  interfere  with  ; indeed,  it 
would  take  the  whole  police  force  of  the  county 
to  carry  it  out ; you  would  have  to  watch  every 
station.  I have  a letter  upon  that  very  subject, 
in  answer  to  a letter  from  Lord  Penrhyn  sent  me 
by  the  lord  lieutenant  of  the  county,  and  my 
answer  is,  “ I have  considered  the  subject  of 
Lord  Penrhyn’s  letter,  and  from  my  own  obser- 
vation quite  agree  that  railway  companies  are  not 
carrying  out  the  Act  in  respect  to  cleaning 
trucks,  & c.,  and  although  I have  not  yet  pro- 
ceeded against  them,  I am  quite  ready  to  assist 
in  doing  so ; but  I am  inclined  to  think  that  in- 
stead of  the  local  authorities  attempting  this,  it 
would  be  more  advisable  that  the  Privy  Council, 
who  have  reserved  to  themselves  power  to  em- 
ploy their  own  inspectors  for  any  special  purpose, 
and  who  have  an  unlimited  jurisdiction,  should 
undertake  and  follow  up  this  part  of  the  Act. 
1st.  Because  to  secure  a conviction  it  must  be 
proved  that  the  truck  has  been  used  during  the 
24  hours  in  question.  2nd.  Because  to  prove  the 
offence  evidence  may  be  required  through  and 
beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  several  local  authori- 
ties.” Therefore  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
police  in  any  one  county  to  attempt  to  carry  out 
that  part  of  it.  “3rd.  Because  Government 
could  more  effectually  fight  such  powerful  an- 
tagonists, who  invariably  appeal  from  all  de- 
cisions gained  against  them  by  weak  opponents. 
4th.  Because  I personally,  and  all  the  inspectors 
under  me,  have,  under  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act, 
especially  since  the  Privy  Council  caused  a de- 
claration to  be  made  in  foot  and  mouth,  as  in 
pleuro,  an  amount  of  work  that,  if  still  further 
increased,  would  materially  interfere  with  the 
more  important  police  duties.  Further,  in  re- 
spect to  _ the  supply  of  water  and  forage  to 
animals  in  transit  by  rail,  as  the  Privy  Council 
have  notified  their  intention  of  issuing  rules,  and 
have,  with  a view  to  framing  them,  called  on 
railway  and  other  companies  to  offer  suggestions, 
it  occurs  to  me  that  it  would  be  well  to  wait  until 
such  rules  are  issued.  ” I did  not  wish  to  increase 
the  duties  of  the  police. 

10161.  It  is  your  opinion  that  railway  trucks 
should  have  some  central  authority  to  inspect 
them  ? — I think  that,  there  should  be  permanent 
inspectors  appointed  for  that  sole  purpose,  wbo 
should  go  with  the  trains  and  follow  them  down  ; 
that  is  the  only  chance  of  conviction  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  unless  the  Act  of  Parliament 
were  altered  to  the  effect  that  each  time  they  re- 
loaded they  should  be  cleaned ; it  is  not  so  at 
present. 


although  I carry  out  the  Act  by  the  police,  J 
power  to  call  m a veterinary  surgeon  whensv.,5 
thmkit  requisite.  Whenever  there  is  a point  J 
dispute  I always  do  so,  and  get  a cevtiSetefm 
the  veterinary  surgeon.  There  is  another  reaZ 
why  I do  not  think  the  disease  is  concealed  to 
any  great  extent.  We  had  only  130,000  cati 
m Cheshire,  and  upwards  of  56,000  of  those 
returned  as  diseased  last  year,  so  that  I do  not 
think  there  can  be  many  cases  concealed. 

10167.  What  are  the  regulations  with  regard 
to  toot  and  mouth  disease?— To  declare  a°dit- 
trict  infected  as  soon  as  the  disease  appears. 

10168.  What  is  the  district  ?— The  farm ; and 
as  I said,  the  impression  was,  and  exists  now 
that  the  whole  farm  is  embraced,  whereas  that  is* 
not  so,  because  the  animals  that  were  not  in  con 
tiguous  fields  would  not  be  declared  infected 
but  we  have  carried  that  out  so  as  to  embrace 
the  whole  of  the  farm,  and  I have  allowed  that 
impression  to  continue.  In  addition  to  that,  we 
resolved  that  animals  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  or  herded  with  those  which  were 
affected  with  toot  and  mouth  disease  were  not  to 
be  removed  without  a license  from  the  local  au- 
thority, whether  for  immediate  slaughter  or 
otherwise.  Iu  all  cases  it  is  specially  referred 
to  me  to  ascertain  the  circumstances'  attending 
each  before  I allow  a license  to  be  given ; and 
thirdly,  it  was  resolved  that  sheds  and  places 
used  by  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  are  forthwith,  after  being  so  used,  to  he 
cleansed  and  disinfected  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
inspector.”  That  is  also  invariably  carried  out. 

10169.  The.  inspector  being  a police  officer?— 
The  inspector  being  a police  officer;  either  a 
superintendent  or  a serjeaut,  as  a ride.  Then 
there  are  certain  rules  for  carrying  out  the  dis- 
infection, which  we  have  very  strictly  enforced. 
“ L That  the  owners,  lessees,  or  occupiers  of 
places  used  for  the  holding  of  markets,  fairs,  ex- 
hibitions, or  sale  of  animals,  or  for  tlie  lairage  of 
animals,  be  required  to  cleanse  those  places  from 
time  to  time,  at  their  own  exjicnse.  2.  That  the 
owners,  lessees,  or  occupiers  of  those  places  be 
required  to  disinfect  the  same,  or  any  specified 
part  thereof,  from  time  to  time,  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, when  the  inspectors  of  the  local  authority 
are  of  opinion  that  the  circumstances  are  such  as 
to  allow  of  such  disinfection  being  reasonably 
required.  3.  That  the  modes  in  which  such 
cleansing  and  such  disinfection  shall  be  effected 
shall  be  as  follows,”  and  so  on. 

10170.  You  seem  to  have  carried  out  the 
orders  for  disinfection  very  rigidly  ? — Very  much 
so ; there  is  no  doubt  about  that,. 


10162.  You  do  not  think  that  the  cattle  trucks 
are  properly  cleansed  and  disinfected? — No,  I do 
not. 

10163.  And  you  are  unable  to  put  the  Act  in 
force  by  the  agency  of  the  police  ’—Decidedly. 

10164.  You  are  of  opinion  that  some  sort  of 
roving  inspector,  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council, 
should  be  the  proper  authority  for  carrying  out 
that  portion  of  the  Act? — That  is  my  opinion. 

10165.  With  the  aid  and  assistance,  or  some 
aid  and  assistance,  from  the  local  authority  to 
back  him  up  ? — Yes,  lie  should  have  all  the 
assistance  he  could  get  from  the  local  authority. 

10166.  Do  you  think  there  are  many  cases  of 
undiscovered  disease  in  Cheshire?— I am  inclined 
to  think  not,  and  we  almost  invariably  get  con- 
victions when  we  do  discover  them,  because, 


10171.  Have  you  found  the  disease  break  out 
again  upon  a farm  after  disinfection  ? — No,  very 
rarely ; the  same  as  in  cattle  plague.  Out  of 
17,000  buildings  which  wore  disinfected,  we  had 
not  a single  recurrence  of  disease.  The  police 
had  been  specially  instructed  in  the  process  of 
disinfecting. 

10172.  What  has  been  the  expense  of  carry- 
ing out  your  inspection  ? — It  has  not  averaged 
350/.  a year. 

10173.  Of  course  it  must  have  put  a very 
great  additional  labonr  upon  the  police  ? — -K 
has ; so  much  so,  that  I have  been  very  much 
inclined  to  complain  that  it  interfered  with  our 
police  duties;  but  still  I knew  the  advantage  it 
was  to  the  country,  because  these  diseases  have 
caused  a loss  to  the  county  of  Cheshire  double 
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the  whole  county  rate  during  the  last  year,  and 
during  the  last  three  years. 

10174-  That  is  to  say,  in  losses  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia?- — Yes. 

10175-  Have  you  increased  your  police  force  in 
consequence  of  these  extra  duties  being  put  upon 
them? — Yes,  slightly;  I was  offered  by  the  court 
of  quarter  sessions,  or  they  gave  me  to  understand, 
that  if  I wished  to  make  special  application  for 
extra  men,  I should  have  them,  but  I have  tried 
to  avoid  that  as  much  as  possible. 

10176.  Therefore,  although  you  have  not  been 
put  to  any  great  expense,  there  must  have  been 
a very  great  deal  of  work  done  by  your  force  ? — 
An  immense  deal  of  work. 

10177-  Without  much  extra  remuneration  ? — 
The  police  serjeants  and  superintendents  get 
what  we  call  special  duty  allowance,  and  if  it  is 
requisite  to  employ  a conveyance,  they  get  the 
cost  of  that. 

10178.  What  suggestions  have  you  to  make 
with  reference  to  amending  the  existing  Orders  ? 
— If  it  were  possible,  I should  recommend  that 
owners  of  newly  purchased  stock  should  be  com- 
pelled to  isolate  them  for  14  davs,  for  that  is 
where  I find  the  danger  arises  in  Cheshire,  iu 
people  buying  fresh  stock  from  onr  fairs  and 
markets,  and  we  almost  invariably  trace  the 
breaking  out  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  those 
new  purchases.  I took  it  upon,  myself  to  at- 
tempt to  carry  that  out,  and  I am  glad  to  say 
that  I never  found  any  opposition  upon  the  part 
of  the  farmers.  I issued  this  circular  myself. 

“ These  diseases  having  considerably  decreased 
in  the  county-;  the  chief  inspector  thinks  this  a 
suitable  opportunity  to  caution  all  purchasers  of 
cattle  invariably  to  keep  the  same  during  a 
limited  time,  say  not  less  than  a fortnight,  alto- 
gether separate  from  their  other  stock.”  I.  think 
our  fanners  have  always  pulled  with  me,  never 
against  me;  they  have  tried  to  carry  that  out 
too. 

10179.  What  is  the  date  of  that  circular? — 
April  1872.  I took  upon  myself  also  to  give  an- 
other order  in  addition  to  that,  that  all  surround- 
ing owners  of  stock,  when  a case  of  disease  oc- 
curred, should  be  forthwith  warned  of  it,  which 
I considered  very  material,  because  stock,  you 
know,  in  adjoining  fields  look  over  the  hedge  at 
each  other,  and  breathe  the  same  breath,  and  so 
get  the  pleuro-pneumonia ; whereas,  if  an  owner 
knew  of  the  existence  of  disease  on  his  neigh- 
bour’s farm  he  would,  remove  his  stock  to  a 
greater  distance. 

10180.  It  is  necessary  for  an  owner  of  diseased 
stock  now  to  give  notice  only  to  the  police 
officers ; . would  you  think  it  necessary  that  he 
should  give  notice  also  to  his  neighbour  ? — Yes,  I 
caused  that  to  be  done,  and  I think  it  would  be 
well  to  make  it  compulsory. 

10181.  Have  you  any  further  suggestion  to 
make  to  the  Committee? — In  the  event  of  the 
disease  becoming  so  serious  as  it  was  last  year 
m Cheshire,  averaging  5,000  or  6,000  cases  a 
week,  I should  certainly  advise  that  all  move- 
ment should  be  suspended  for  a month,  for  it  is  a 
most  serious  loss  to.  the  county  ; last  year  it  was 
at  least  80,000 1.  I should  recommend  you  to  uss- 
pend  the  movement  of  all  cattle  for  a month  as 
an  experiment. 

10182.  You  would  recommend  stopping  all 
tairs  and  markets  during  that  month? — It  is  not 
■he  slightest  use  alone,  but  only  as  an  addition. 
Vi  e tried  it  alone,  and  it  was  of  no  avail,  bc- 
0.58. 


cause  during  the  time  we  stopped  the  markets 
and  fairs  they  held  private  sales ; they  did  not 
stop  private  sales.  1 have  a Return  by  which  I 
see  that  there  were  between  3,000  and  4,000 
head  of  cattle  sold  during  that  time  besides  sheep 
and  swine.  Then  we  found  also  in  the  sur- 
rounding boroughs  and  counties  that  their  fairs 
rather  flourished  more  when  ours  were  stopped. 

10183.  Did  you  allow  permission  for  move- 
ment under  license  during  the  time  for  immediate 
slaughter? — Yes,  for  immediate  slaughter,  but  all 
the  cases  were  referred  to  me,  and  I should  re- 
commend, in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  that  the 
beasts  should  be  killed  immediately.  I would 
induce  the  owners  to  kill  them  for  the  purpose  of 
meat,  because  we  know  that  veterinary  science 
is  no  more  advanced  in  pleuro-pneumonia  than  it 
is  in  cattle  plague. 

10184.  They  only  know  that  the  way  to  get 
rid  of  it  is  to  kill? — That  is  so;  they  know 
nothing  aboutit,  and  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  it  is  just  the  same ; they  only  know  of 
preventive  measures ; they  know  of  no  curative  . 
measures  at  all  with  regard  to  it. 

10185.  Have  you  any  further  suggestions  to 
offer  with  regard  to  the  alteration  of  the  Orders  ? 
— No,  I think  not.  I should  like  to  suggest,  in 
regard  to  veterinary  science,  that  it  would  be  a 
very  advisable  thing  if  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council  itself  were  to  issue 
some  sort  of  notice  of  remedial  measures,  to  say 
what  they  think  themselves  is  best  for  the  treat- 
ment of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  or  best  for  pleuro- 
pneumonia. We  have  had  no  notice  of  that 
kind,  and  I should  think  it  would  be  very  advis- 
able that  that  should  be  done. 

10186.  What  treatment  would  you  recom- 
mend?— I do  not  feel  able  to  give  an  opinion  upon 
that  subject,  but  should  recommend  killing  for 
pleuro-pneumonia  from  want  of  remedial  mea- 
sures. 

10187.  If  you  had  immediate  killing,  I suppose 
you  mean  compulsory  slaughter  and  compensation 
to  the  owner  ? — No,  I do  not.  I mean  immediate 
killing  for  the  purpose  of  making  meat  out  of  it, 
the  farmers  putting  the  money  into  their  own 
pockets. 

10188.  But  if  you  had  to  kill  a store  animal 
which  might  possibly  recover  from  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, it  would  not  be  worth  perhaps  one-fourth 
dead  of  what  it  was  alive,  and  it  would  surely  be 
rather  hard  to  compel  a man  to  kill  that  animal 
without  compensating  him  ? — I have  a very  strong 
opinion  upon  compensation.  As  regards  Cheshire, 
we  were  cruelly  punished  for  killing  our  own 
cattle  for  the  benefit  of  the  country  at  large  ; we 
were  allowed  to  pay  for  it  all. 

10189.  If  it  were  a general  law  throughout 
England  that  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  every 
animal  affected  should  be  at  once  slaughtered 
and  the  owner  compensated,  do  you  think  that 
would  be  the  best  means  of  getting  rid  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— I do,  in  the  absence  of  remedial 
measures. 

10190.  Mr.  Dent.1  Did  I understand  you  to 
say  just  now  that  you  had  been  cruelly  punished 
in  Cheshire,  and  that  Cheshire  had  suffered  for 
the  benefit  of  the  whole  country  ? — Under  the 
Order  in  Council  they  killed  their  cattle,  and  then 
they  had  to  tax  themselves  to  pay  for  it  by  a 
county  rate. 

10191.  Under  what  Order  in  Council  was  that, 
and  when? — The  23rd  February  1866. 

10192.  You  are  alluding  to  cattle  plague,  are 
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you  not? — Yes,  there  is  no  compulsory  slaughter  the  benefit  of  the  surrounding  districts 
in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease ; and  our  make  them  pay  for  it  out  of  their  own  5 • T.  *° 

local  authority  have  not  adopted  it  in  respect  to  an  injustice.  lates>  is 

pleuro-pneumonia.  _ 10203.  Then  you  would  not  say  that  ChPSV 

10193.  In  what  way  did  Cheshire  suffer  more  was  placed  in  any  worse  position  thanth  T? 

than  any  other  county  in  which  cattle  plague  Riding  of  Yorkshire  was  the  other  day6  1 

was  existing  ; such  as  the  East  Riding  of  York-  they  had  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plao-ue  th 
shire,  for  example  ?— Because,  unfortunately,  No,  I suppose  they  had  to  pay  it  out  of  i-iT 
cattle  plague  was  existing  there  to  a greater  county  rate  also.  tlle 

extent,  and  they  had  to  kill  pretty  nearly  all  10204.  You  would  make  compensation  in  c 
their  cattle,  and  Cheshire  being  a dairy  county  of  cattle  plague  national,  and  pay  it  out  f^u8 
they  suffered  more  in  consequence.  Imperial  Exchequer  instead  out  of  a localrate* 

10194.  Was  not  it  supposed  that  the  disease  Avou^  cither  do  that  or  pay  it  out  of  a pohl 
spread  very  widely  in  Cheshire  on  account  of  the  1£"e  lll’2n  every  head  of  cattle  in  Great  Britain 
obstinacy  of  the  Cheshire  farmers  and  land-  10205.  You  do  not  speak  of  veterinary 
owners  in  not  slaughtering  the  animals  which  sm'gcons  very  highly  ?— I should  be  sorry  to 
were  affected? — I do  not  know  that  we  were  ‘H’Pv  their  principle  of  treatment  to  our  own 
more  obstinate  than  the  rest  of  England  led  by  Boases.  .As  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  I have 
the  “ Times”  newspaper  were.  That  powerful  tes  . xt  111  every  possible  way.  I have  told 
paper  wrote  very  strong  articles  against  pole-axe-  veterinary  surgeons  to  give  me  a certificate  of 
ing.  , The  disease  originated  with  us  in  1 865,  and  , afcit,tc  °*  health  of  certain  stock,  and  they  have 
lasted  up  to  February  1866,  and  up  to  that  time  brought  me  a certificate  that  the  stock  was  per- 
the  veterinary  inspectors  tried  every  possible  Y *vee>  and  yet  the  disease  broke  out  within 
nostrum  to  cure  the  beasts.  a *cw  days  in  several  cases. 


10195.  Was  not  it  a matter  of  common  report, 
probably  from  the  circumstance  of  its  being  a 
very  large  dairy  and  cattle-breeding  county,  that 
Cheshire  was  against  putting  the  pole-axe 
remedy  in  force? — I do  not  think  it  was  so 
more  than  other  counties,  or  more  than  the 
general  public,  or  more  than  the  "Times”  news- 
paper. Professor  Gamgcc  stood  alone  at  that 
period. 

10196.  That  was  in  the  early  stage  of  the 
attack ; in  fact,  before  the  Act  was  passed  which 
enabled  compensation  to  be  given;  every  one 
then  tried  to  cure  the  disease? — My  answers  to 
you  relate  to  the  period  before  the  23rd  Feb- 
ruary 1866,  when  slaughter  became  compulsory, 
and  compensation  also  compulsory. 

10197.  Did  you  have  any  great  amount  of 
slaughter  in  Cheshire  before  compensation  be- 
came compulsory? — Yes. 

10198.  Had  Cheshire  to  make  up  that  loss 
from  the  county  rate  ?— They  had  to  put  their 
hands  in  their  own  pockets  for  that  also. 

10199.  From  the  county  rate?—' The  landlords 
subscribed  for  that;  from  the  23rd  February 
1866  there  were  36,000  eases  that  died,  and  for 
those  36,000  cases  the  landlords  of  Cheshire 
raised  a subscription  to  compensate  the  owners 
of  tins  stock. 

10200.  That  loss  of  compensation  cannot  be 
said  to  have  been  caused  by  the  Orders  in 
Council,  and  could  not  have  come  upon  the 
county  rate  because  the  animals  died  ? — No. 

10201.  But  Cheshire  was  not  put  under  any 
more  peculiar  circumstances  than  any  other 
county,  except  from  the  stock  of  cattle  it  had ; by 
law  it  was  not  put  under  any  peculiar  circum- 
stances for  the  benefit  of  the  country  at  large, 
was  it  ?— I fancy  that  the  cause  of  their  being  put 
m that  unfortunate  position  was,  that  the  dilease 
was  more  prevalent  there  than  in  the  whole  of 
England  put  together. 

10202.  But  your  statement  is,  that  Cheshire 
suffered  such  enormous  losses  for  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  country  in  consequence  of  the  Orders 
m Council ; I cannot  understand  what  grounds 
you  bare  for  making  that  statement,  because 
Cheshire  was  in  no  different  position  by  low  as 
compared  to  any  other  counties  ?-I  think  that 
to  compel  any  one  locality  to  kill  their  cattle  for 


...  vtiLurmitry  surgeons  in 

Cheshire,  generally  speaking,  members  of  the 
Koyal  Veterinary  College,  or  arc  they  the  cow- 
doctors  of  the  country?— There  are  some  few 
cow-doctors,  the  others  are  qualified  members  of 
the  College  of  Veterinary  Surgeons,  but  I tE'nV 
with  certain  exceptions,  that  the  standard  of 
their  education  might  be  raised. 

10207.  Do  you  think  tiie  one  class  knows  any 
more  of  the  diseases  of  cattle  than  the  other?— I 
do  not  think  they  do  in  pleuro-pneumonia.  I 
have  tested  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  I find  their 
knowledge  of  it  most  indefinite;  the  period  of 
incubation  is  quite  unknown.  They  cannot  tell 
you  when  it  may  appear;  just  so  with  regard  to 
the  duration  of  it. 

10208.  With  respect  to  remedial  treatment  for 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  have  you  had  much  con- 
versation with  farmers,  practical  men,  and  others, 
with  regard  to  what  should  he  done? — Yes, con- 
stantly ; without  saying  it  in  a boastful  way,  I 
may  say  that  few  people  in  England  have  had 
more  experience  than  I have,  both  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  cattle 
plague,  unfortunately,  and  I have  constantly 
conversed  with  farmers  and  others  in  reference 
to  these  diseases. 

10209.  Confining  ourselves  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  what  is  your  idea  of  the  best  treatment 
for  that  disease  ? — That  I am  not  at  all  prepared  to 
offer  an  opinion  upon;  I have  no  veterinary 
knowledge  whatever  ; the  thing  is  quite  beyond 
me. 

10210.  But  you  have  seen  a great  deal  of 
the  disease,  and  have  conversed  with  many 
practical  men  about  it,  and  I should  have  sup- 
posed that  you  would  have  gathered  an  idea  from 
them  of  what  was  the  best  treatment? — There  is 
a great  diversity  of  treatment,  but  the  general 
thing  is  to  let  it  run  its  course,  and  to  take  care 
of  the  beast ; there  is  no  veterinary  science  re- 
quired in  that. 

10211.  I wanted  to  see  if  your  experience  ac- 
corded with  that  which  has  been  expressed  in 
this  room,  and  which  has  been  expressed  in  the 
Veterinary  Report,  namely,  that  the  best  way  of 
treating  foot  and  mouth  disease,  is  to  take  care 
of  the  animals  and  let  them  alone? — That  seems 
to  be  the  best  to  do,  simply,  because  there  is  no 
remedy  known. 

10212.  You 
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10212.  You  appear  to  have  been  entrusted 
with  "very  large  discretionary  powers,  both  by 
your  magistrates,  and  also  by  the  farmers,  who 
did  not  oppose  them,  in  Cheshire ; you  seem  to 
have  been  trusted  with  power,  even  beyond  the 

I have  gone  beyond  the  Act  from  the 

want  of  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  fanners, 
and,  I believe,  to  carry  out  these  Acts  properly, 
there  should  always  be  some  person  at  the  head 
with  authority  to  do  so. 

10213.  When  did  you  begin  to  put  all  these 
stringent  precautions  into  force  ? — From  the  date 
of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act. 

10214.  Then  in  fact  from  the  date  of  the  Act 
you  have  had  as  stringent  regulations  with  regard 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  you  were  em- 
powered to  put  in  force  by  Act  of  Parliament  ? 
-Yes. 

10215.  I believe  you  have  had  foot  and  mouth 
disease  as  badly  in  that  county  as  in  any  county 
in  England? — Worse,  I think. 

10216.  Not  worse,  not  so  had  as  Hereford- 
shire ; I think  Mr.  Duckham  gave  us  a larger 
percentage  than  yours ; you  were  only  56,000 
out  of  1 30,000,  but  in  Herefordshire  they  have 
had  34,000  out  of  59,000,  which  is  a larger  pro- 
portion than  yours  ? — It  is. 

10217.  Was  foot  and  mouth  disease  very  fatal 
in  Cheshire  ? — We  have  lost  about  1,000  as  near 
as  possible  out.  of  the  130,000. 

10218.  That  is  about  one  in  130  of  the  stock ; 
now  upon  what  do  you  base  your  calculations  of 
the  loss? — Upon  the  milk  of  the  stock,  and  the 
condition  of  fat  stock,  taking  the  one  with  the 
other;  that  also  derived  from  inquiries  of  all 
practical  men,  butchers,  farmers,  and  others.  I 
put  it  at  2 l.  a head,  taking  them  all  round. 

10219.  You  have  not  many  fat  stock  in 
Cheshire,  have  you  ? — We  do  feed  some,  but  the 
chief  quantity  of  stock  as  a matter  of  course  is 
dairy  stock. 

10220.  And  you  keep  a good  many  heifer 
calves  to  replenish  the  dairies,  do  you  not  ? — Yes, 
we  do. 

10221.  To  what  do  you  trace  this  excessive 
amount  of  disease  in  Chcshii'O,  having  put  the 
Act  as  you  say  so  stringently  into  force  ? — It  is  a 
very  difficult  question  for  mo  to  answer  when  I 
recollect  that  veterinary  science  told  us  it  would 
take  months  and  months  for  cattle  plague  to  be 
got  rid  of  in  England,  but  it  vanished  all  in  a 
moment,  and  no  one  knew  where  it  went  to, 
although  we  had  graves  everywhere,  and  every- 
thing was  supposed  to  be  as  highly  contaminated 
as  possible,  yet  in  a moment  it  vanished. 

10222.  You  believe  that  these  diseases  come 
and  go  in  spite  of  what  man  can  do  ? — They  do, 
just  as  cholera  does  ; that  vanishes  and  no  one 
knows  where  it  goes. 

10223.  In  spite  of  any  regulations  or  any  re- 
strictions diseases  ebb  and  flow  in  waves  and  we 
have  no  control  over  them  ? — I believe  that  to  be 
the  case,  as  far  as  the  former  part  of  question, 
but  rules  to  control  should  not  therefore  be  neg- 
lected. 

10224.  That  is  your  experience  as  chief  in- 
spector of  the  county  of  Cheshire,  where  you 
seem  to  have  very  thoroughly  and  very  com- 
pletely put  the  Act  in  operation  ? — I apply  that 
both  to  cattle  plague  and  foot  and  mouth  disease. 
4 could  give  you  an  extraordinary  instance  with 
regard  to  cattle  plague.  Two  of  the  inspectors 
who  had  large  quantities  of  diseased  stock  under 
1 0 58  had  stock  of  their  own,  and  they 


went,  in  amongst  them  every  afternoon  without 
disinfecting  their  clothes,  and  their  own  stock 
never  caught,  the  disease ; it  is  impossible  to  say 
how  ; some  take  the  disease  and  some  escape  it. 

10225.  You  do  not  attribute  the  spread  of 
disease,  so  much  as  Mr.  Rigby  did,  to  the  con- 
tinual bringing  in  of  fresh  cattle  into  Cheshire 
from  other  infected  districts? — I give  that  as  one 
of  the  causes,  though  I do  not  think  that  that 
is  the  sole  cause.  I say  with  regard  to  all  these 
various  contagious  and  infectious  diseases,  it  is 
very  difficult  to  say  where  one  ends  and  the  other 
begins.  There  are  other  causes.  I believe  that 
I was  one  of  the  first  to  show  that  the  disease 
always  obtains  its  minimum  in  April,  and  its 
maximum  in  September  or  October ; we  know 
that  the  animals  are  imported  mostly  about  the 
former  month,  when  the  increase  commences. 

10226.  About  what  time  do  you  commence 
your  importation  of  cattle  into  Cheshire  from 
Ireland? — From  about  the  middle  of  March  to 
the  end  of  April. 

10227.  Do  you  buy  the  Irish  stores  in  calf? — 
Yes ; and  in  the  autumn  they  sell  out  their 
surplus  stock. 

10228.  Would  you  endorse  au  opinion  which 
has  been  expressed,  that  the  diseased  animals 
which  are  exhibited  and  sold  in  Manchester, 
Salford,  and  other  markets,  all  go  from  the 
county  of  Cheshire  ? — There  is  no  doubt  that 
slink  butchers  are  all  about,  and  if  we  can  get 
hold  of  them  they  are  brought  up  and  punished  ; 
but  if  they  can  get  hold  of  a diseased  animal 
they  send  it,  cither  to  Manchester  or  Liver- 
pool, from  Cheshire,  but  I think  that  will 
equally  apply  to  every  other  county. 

10229.  Then,  after  all  your  experience,  since 
1869,  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  do 
you  think  we  arc  doing  any  good  at  all  by  these 
stringent  regulations? — I think  the  only  answer 
I could  give  to  that  question  would  be  by  asking, 
“Takeoff  all  regulations,  and  see  what  would 
be  the  result”  I could  not  say. 

10230.  A Herefordshire  witness  stated  that, 
for  a considerable  period,  they  had  no  restric- 
tions, and  that  every  man  did  as  he  liked. 
Herefordshire,  like  Cheshire,  is  a large  breed- 
ing county,  and  Cheshire,  as  Mr.  Rigby 
says,  was  in  a state  of  blockade,  and  the 
disease  has  raged  very  nearly  as  virulently  in 
Herefordshire  as  it  did  in  Cheshire,  so  that 
would  rather  lead  breeders  to  suppose  the 
restrictions  were  of  very  little  avail  ? — The  pre- 
sent regulations  have  not  decreased  the  disease, 
but  I should  like,  when  it  arrived  at  the  state  it 
did  in  Cheshire,  5,000  or  6,000  cases  a week,  that 
we  should  suspend  all  movement,  and  try  that. 

10231.  Would  it  not  be  better,  when  we  are 
nearly  free  from  disease  throughout  the  country, 
to  put  in  force  a restriction  of  that  kind,  and  not 
allow  any  cattle  to  be  moved  from  any  diseased 
centre.  Should  we  not  be  more  likely  to  put  it 
down,  when  we  are  almost  free  from  disease, 
than  when  we  are  full  of  it  ? — I do  not  think 
that  the  present  state  of  the  country  would 
warrant  such  an  experiment;  it  might  if  you 
were  losing  70,000  or  80,000  a year,  but  when 
it  is  at  the  minimum,  I do  not  think  that  the 
farmers  would  be  likely  to  submit  to  Buch 
restrictions. 

10232.  Your  farmers  got  fairly  frightened,  and 
they  were  willing  to  submit  to  such  restrictions  ? 
— I hardly  think  they  would  be  now  in  the  pre- 
sent reduced  state  of  the  disease. 

3 h 10233.  Mr. 
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10233.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Do  you  think  it  would  number  of  the  veterinary  surgeons  of  the  e 
be  a very  considerable  advantage  to  the  efficiency  attended.  0Ul% 

of  carrying  out  the  Act  that  there  should  be  only  10243.  You,  practically,  have  found 
one  local  authority  in  the  county  of  Cheshire? — at  immaterial  disadvantage  in  carryino- out'th 
Ido;  and  that  that  local  authority  should  issue  Act  in  Cheshire,  although  you  are  poSe«sefl  f 


all  orders,  and  as  I said  before,  there  should  be  no  veterinary  science? — No,  because  cattle ° 
one  mini  to  that,  those  orders  were,  lvmnerlv  VOU  can  tell  bv  the  eve.  and  " "Ue 


one  man  to  see  that  those  orders  were  properly  you  can  tell  by  the  eye,  and  foot  and  moi 

diseiuie  yon  can  tell  by  the  eye,  and  pleuro-nnen 
monia  veterinary  seie.nee  knows  vov,.  i:ui. u~ 


monia  veterinary  science  knows  very  little  abnnt 
until  developed.  out 


10244.  You  have  found  from  your  experience 
that  you  can  place  very  little  reliance  upon  the 
exponents  of  veterinary  science,  if  yOU  go  into 


the  country  ?— You  cannot  generally,  afthourii 
there  are  clever  exceptions.  0 

10245.  You  said  that  th< 


that  the  cattle  plague  dig- 


carried  out. 

10234.  Do  you  think  that  there  should  be 
much  discretion  given  to  the  local  authority,  or 
would  you  then  have  general  regulations  simply, 
not  permissive,  throughout  the  whole  country  ? 

— I think  the  local  authorities  could  be  safely 
entrusted  with  large  discretionary  power. 

10235.  That  is  to  say  in  the  county  of  Cheshire  ? 

— In  all  counties,  1 think,  judging  from  the  local  . u 

authorities  and  the  county  authorities,  which  are  appeared  mysteriously  ? — It  did,  because  vete" 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  rinary  surgeons  led  us  to  believe  that  75,000  head 

10236.  Do  you  think  that  in  the  various  of  cattle  being  buried  about  Cheshire,  and  bar 
counties  the  action  would  be  likely  to  be  uni-  straw,  manure,  shippons,  and  everything  else 
form  ? — No,  there  would  be  difficulties  in  secur-  being  contaminated,  we  were  all  an  infected 
ing  uniformity.  _ _ country ; whereas,  in  fact,  it  vanished  no  one 

10237.  Then  supposing  a county  adjoining  knew  where,  just  as  cholera  does. 

Cheshire  declined  to  make  regulations  which  10246.  Did  you  not  slaughter  out  the  disease? 
the  county  of  Cheshire  thought  necessary,  would  — We  slaughtered  out  from  the  23rd  of  Feb- 
there  be  any  feeling  between  the  two  counties  ? ruary. 

— The  other  day  when  we  anticipated  the  cattle  10247.  By  vigorous  slaughtering  out  you  re- 
plague coming  to  Cheshire,  the  local  authority  of  duccd  the  disease  in  three  months  to  very  nar- 
Cheshire  issued  certain  orders  to  meet  the  possi-  row  limits,  did  you  not? — Yes. 
bility  of  that  attack,  but  they  were  neutralised  1024S.  You  began  by  slaughtering  it  out  in 
ancl  rendered  inoperative  by  the  other  surround-  the  first  week  of  March  4,238  animats,  and  that 
ing  local  authorities  not  doing  the  same.  number  was  reduced  to  69  per  week  in  the  last 

10238.  Is  it  not  one  of  the  essentials  of  success  week  of  June? — We  slaughtered  on  the  average 
in  dealing  with  disease  all  over  the  country,  that  4,000  animals  a week  for  the  four  weeks  in  March, 
the  local  authorities  should  have  one  uniform  ac-  10249.  Is  not  that  a simple  explanation  of  the 
tion  in  the  same  circumstances? — It  would  he  disappearance  of  the  disease? — No,  I do  not 
np+tpr  tW  tliiuk  it  is,  any  more  than  it  would  be  of  the 


better  that  it  should  be  so.  , _ 

10239.  You  say  that  the  regulations  that  were  cholera.  After  a time,  after  killing  so  many 
prepared  to  meet  that  circumstance  would  have  people,  cholera  disappears  in  this  country  the 


been  rendered  almost  inoperative  by  the  want  of  same  as  in  every  other  country  ; it  is  the  most 
similar  regulations  in  the  adjoining  counties  ? — mysterious  thing  why  it  disappears. 

I instanced.  10250.  Assuming  the  contagion  of  the  cattle 

10240.  And  such  cases  would  occur  not  uu-  plague  was  not  in  its  nature  of  a permanent  cha- 
frequently,  would  they  not?  — No  doubt,  they  ractcr  per  sc,  that  is,  where  it  is  non-existent  in 
would ; it  would  be  far  better  that  the  Order  animals,  would  it  not  be  intelligible  that  if  you 
should  come  from  the  Privy  Council.  slaughtered  out  the  animals  and  the  contagion 

10241.  Were  you  in  charge  during  the  time  of  was  not  existing  in  living  animals,  you  would 
the  cattle  plague  in  1866  ? — I was  chief  constable,  soon  succeed  in  killing  out  the  disease  ?— Yes,  it 
but  1 was  not  chief  inspector  at  that  time.  It  would  tend  to  that  result, 
was  not  until  the  end  of  it,  October  1866,  when  10251.  You  were  misled,  in  fact,  in  the  opinion 
1 was  appointed  inspector.  That  was  just  after  that  i't  could  not  be  exterminated  by  the  opinion 
the  last  cases,  and  then  they  thought  it  would  bo  that  the  disease  would  retain  permanently  its 
et  er  that  1 should  take  upon  myself  to  act  as  virus  of  contagion? — Yes;  whereas  by  killing 


C^i6a  je-r!°r  °f  the, county.  the  animals  we  did  get  rid  of  the  disease  very 


1 y°u  think  it  necessary  that  the  quickly,  and  the  infection  vanished, 
chiel  inspector  should  be  a veterinary  surgeon?  10252.  Do  you  think  that  Cheshire  is  more 
IST?‘  slightest  use  that  I can  see,  be-  exposed  to  the  risk  of  contagion  than  other  parts 

1 hav®  „Power  to  call  in  a veterinary  of  England  ?— Without  being  able  to  account  for 
.-if  1?’  an  ^ often  do  it ; sometimes  I have  it,  I am  very  much  afraid  that  we  are. 

two.>  sometimes  three.  I may  mention  a 10253.  From  your  observation,  do  you  think 
in  e plague  with  us  ceased  that  a considerable  number  of  diseased  animals 

“ ™ J u a£d  m°ntlls  ^erwards  there  come  from  Ireland  ?-I  do. 


were  cases  at  Hartford,  in  the  centre  of  Cheshire 

which  snmo  nf  . ’ 


■wklpk  ''OUUB  V1  v/ueHmre,  10254.  And  a large  proportion  of  the  imports 

l Jetermary  surgeons,  of  tlie  into  Cheshire  come  From  Ireland  ?— Yes,  they  do. 


nhm?  r 3 was  a return  of  tile  cattle  10255.  And  some  from  Wales  ?- Yes ; but  the 

plague.  I went  down  there,  and  I was  equally  majority  of  them  from  Ireland. 

’ “01,S“  I had  no  veterinary  knowledge,  10256.  The  Welsh  animals 


tw  veterinary  knowledge,  10256.  The  Welsh  animals  do  not  bring 

Council  thrf  P “i""3  refi"es‘fl  tlM  Privy  disease  there,  do  they?— No;  I have  heard  of 
mTta  „ Brown  should  come  down,  very  few  cask 

tat  our  deolared  “ B0‘  c““l8  plague;  10257.  I suppose  on  account  of  the  risk  of  the 

were  not  satisfied,  disease  the  Cheshire  people  can  buy  tire  catfle 
to  eZe5i  gi  eat  expense.  Professor  Gamgee  whioh  are  bronght  from  Ireland  more  cheaply 
to  come  down,  and  he  confirmed  the  opinion  of  than  if  they  had  a higher  character  for  health?- 
Un  this  occasion  a large  I do  not  know  that. 

10258.  I suppose 
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10258-  I suppose  the  people  of  Cheshire  know 
that  there  is  some  risk  in  buying  Irish  cattle  ?— 

T do  not  believe  they  would  buy  them  m the 
belief  that  that  risk  existed  when  they  were 
huviu0'  them,  but  they  may  bring  pleuro-pneu- 
moma,  and  you  may  get  the  vets  in  the  county 
to  look  at  the  beast,  and  they  might  have  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  incubation  without  their  finding  it 
out ; and  if  there  is  a stock  of  a hundred  that 
have  cot  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  them  you 
may  take  out  those  that  are  affected  to-day,  and 
the  rest  may  have  the  disease  probably  to-morow- 

10259.  But  disease  does  exist  in  animals  coming 

from  Ireland?— No  doubt. 

10260.  That  must  affect  the  price  given  for 
the  beasts  ?— Yes,  but  beasts  are  difficult  to  get 
now ; farmers  must  give  a good  price  for  them  or 
they  would  lose  them,  and  they  must  have  them 
in  order  to  stock  their  farms. 

10261.  In  Cheshire  they  cannot  get  milch  cows 
upon  terms  at  all  reasonable  except  from  Ireland, 
and  to  Ireland  they  must  go  for  them  ?— Except 
to  a certain  extent,  but  Ireland  is  the  great 
market  for  supplying  cattle  to  Cheshire  in  the 
spring. 

10262.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  cases  in 
which  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  brought 
by  these  cattle  into  Cheshire  ? — Yes,  we  have 
had  several  cases  in  which  we  have  punished 

S''  ;s  recently  for  the  introduction  of  disease  by 
stock. 

10263.  Would  it  not  very  much  assist  the  case 
if  you  prohibited  the  import  of  all  animals  into 
Cheshire?— I do  not  knowhow  we  could  have 
got  animals  upon  our  farms  if  we  had  done  that. 

10264.  You  do  not  think  that  such  a measure 
would  be  practicable? — I do  not  think  so.  I 
think  a far  more  practicable  measure  would  be  to 
have  a period  of  rpiarantine  at  the  port  of  de- 
barcation. 

10265.  What  length  of  quarantine  would  you 
suggest  ? — I think  as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia 
no  time  would  be  long  enough,  but  as  regards 
rinderpest  or  foot  and  mouth  disease  10  days 
would  be  sufficient  to  show  it. 

10266.  Do  you  think  that  farmers  would  be 
very  willing  to  help  you  in  killing  out  pleuro- 
pneumonia if  they  got  no  compensation  when 
their  animals  were  killed? — I could  not  say 
that. 

10267.  Do  you  think  the  prospect  of  getting 
considerable  compensation  would  induce  the 
farmers  to  aid  you  in  reporting  the  disease? — 
Yes,  if  they  got  a liberal  compensation. 

10268.  But  you  do  not  consider  it  practicable 
to  discover  pleuro-pneumonia  in  a herd  by  in- 
spectors placed  throughout  the  country  ? — Cer- 
tainly not  in  the  state  of  incubation.  To  test  that 
question  I have  given  orders  that  my  inspectors 
should  occasionally  take  veterinary  surgeons  to 
fairs  and  markets,  and  try  to  discover  cases,  but 
they  have  never  discovered  a case,  and  I do 
not  think  they  can.  I do  not  believe  anybody 
■can  unless  it  is  developed. 

10269.  I suppose  it  is  very  important  in  put- 
hng  down  disease  to  have  an  early  discovery  of 
it  before  it  had  made  any  spread  in  the  herd  ? — 
Yes,  certainly. 

10270.  Of  course  the  great  object  is  that 
farmers  should  be  induced  to  report  the  disease 
as  soon  as  it  made  its  appearance? — Yes;  no 
doubt.  The  great  drawback  to  that,  as  in  the 
case  of  cattle  plague,  is  the  greed  of  human 
nature.  Too  often  farmers  want  to  sell  their 
0.58. 


stock,  and  they  keep  the  disease  concealed  until 
they  have  sold  them. 

10271.  Mr.  Dodson.]  You  told  the  Committee 
that  there  is  but  little  concealment  of  disease  ? — 
There  is  but  very  little  ; a case  was  told  me  not 
long  ago  of  a farmer  who  had  kept  the  disease 
concealed,  but  that  was  almost  a solitary  case. 

10272.  Mr.  Barclay.]  What  kind  of  disease 
was  that? — Pleuro-pneumonia. 

10273.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  is  much  less 
easily  concealed  than  pleuro-pneumonia,  is  it 
not? — Very  much  less  so,  because  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  visible  to  the  eye,  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia is  not. 

10274.  What  do  you  do  with  pi  euro-pneu- 
monia in  Cheshire  now  ? — Out  of  the  last  thou- 
sand cases  we  have  had  in  the  three  years  and 
nine  months,  they  have  killed  for  meat  about 
one-third;  another  third  have  been  killed  for 
burial  or  died,  and  only  a third  have  recovered. 

10275.  You  have  attempted  to  kill  out  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  Cheshire,  have  you  not  ? — No ; 
there  is  no  compulsion  about  the  slaughter  of' 
those  animals. 

10276.  The  local  authorities  have  not  resorted 
to  slaughter  compulsorily  in  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— They  have  not. 

10277.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  a wise  thing 
for  them  to  do  so  ? — I do. 

10278.  Have  you  traced  out  any  cases  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes,  many  of  them. 

10279.  How  did  pleuro-pneumonia  come  into 
the  country? — By  being  brought  from  other 
stock,  or  communicated  from  other  stock  or  fresh 
purchases ; and  there  also  have  been  other  cases 
in  which  there  has  been  no  fresh  cattle  purchased, 
or  any  possibility  of  stock  approaching  diseased 
animals.  I know  that  is  contrary  to  the  opinion 
of  science,  but  that  is  what  we  have  found. 

10280.  That  is  if  there  have  been  no  fresli 
imports  into  the  herd  for  a considerable  period  ? 
— And  no  possibility  of  other  cattle  approaching 
those  cattle,  and  yet  pleuro-pneumonia  has  ap- 
peared amongst  them. 

10281.  Have  you  had  any  experience  of  how 
long  pleuro-pneumonia  might  remain  in  an  incu- 
bative stage  in  animals  ? — I have  known  cases  in 
which  the  incubation  of  disease  has  lingered  for 
weeks  and  months,  and  where  it  has  lingered 
upon  a fai'm  for  many  months,  and  where  they 
got  a medical  certificate  to  say  the  farm  was 
clear,  andjhen  two  or  three  months  after  there 
has  been  another  case.  The  disease  varies  in  all 
its  forms  so  much  both  in  duration  and  incuba- 
tion, and  also  in  cessation  of  infection. 

10282.  But  the  disease  in  Cheshire,  as  in  a 
good  many  other  cases,  has  spread  by  farmers 
suspecting  that  they  have  disease  amongst  their 
herd,  selling  them  at  the  market,  and  dissemi- 
nating the  disease  throughout  the  country  ?— No 
doubt  there  are  cases  of  that  sort,  because  if 
they  have  got  foot  and  mouth  disease  the  Act 
says  they  shall  give  immediate  notice ; and  it  is 
quite  possible  that  a man  has  sent  the  stock  he 
wished  to  sell  and  sold  them,  and  then  given 
notice  immediately  after  sale. 

10283.  You  are  speaking  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  are  you  not? — I am  speaking  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia. 

10284.  The  facilities  for  doing  such  a thing 
would  be  greater  with  pleuro-pneumonia  than 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  would  they  not? 
Yes. 

10285.  Pleuro-pneumonia  being  so  much  more 
3 H 2 difficult 
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difficult  to  discover  until  it  is  at  an  advanced 
stage  of  the  disease  ? — Yes. 

10286.  Have  you  had  any  cases  in  which  you 
could  trace  pleuro-pneumonia  to  cattle  imported 
into  the  county  from  Ireland? — Yes,  I have  a 
certain  number  of  cases  here;  I have  known 
16  cases  which  I have  traced  from  Irish  stock 
bought  by  our  Cheshire  farmers. 

10287.  Within  what  time  ? — That  would  vary 
in  each  case. 

10288.  But  over  what  period  were  the  16  cases 
spread  ? — The  first  case  occurred  in  December 
1871,  and  the  last  case  is  October  1872,  that  is 
10  months. 

10289.  In  10  months  you  have  had  16  cases  of 
separate  introductions  of  disease  into  Cheshire 
by  Irish  cattle  ? — Yes. 

* 10290.  Besides  others  in  which  you  might 
have  been  unable  to  see  the  disease  ? — Yes,  there 
might  have  been  other  cases. 

10291.  Were  you  able  to  trace  the  disease  in 
those  16  cases  to  your  satisfaction? — Yes,  quite 
clearly. 

10292.  Could  you  infer,  or  have  you  any 
means  of  drawing  an  inference,  whether  the 
diseased  animals  had  caught  the  disease  upon 
their  way,  or  had  it  before  leaving  Ireland  ? — I 
could  not  form  any  opinion  upon  that. 

10293.  Did  the  disease  appear  in  the  earliest 
stage,  or  was  it  some  time  after  they  were  brought 
home  ?— I could  not  say  with  reference  to  that. 

10294.  How  do  those  cattle  come  to  market  ? 
— They  come  across  from  Dublin  to  Holyhead 
or  Liverpool,  and  thence  by  road  or  rail. 

10295.  What  would  be  the  period  of  transit  ? 
— That  I do  not  know.  I know  nothing  con- 
nected with  the  disembarkation  of  cattle  either 
at  Holyhead  or  Liverpool. 

10296.  I am  not  quite  sure  whether  I under- 
stood that  you  would  be  prepared  to  maintain 
the  present  regulations  as  regards  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — Yes,  and  I would  recommend  the  isola- 
tion of  fresh  purchased  stock,  and  warning  the  sur- 
rounding owners  of  cattle ; and  in  cases  where 
there  is  a very  large  amount  of  disease  I would 
try  the  suspension  of  all  movement  of  cattle  for 
a limited  period  as  an  experiment.  I believe, 
myself  that  that  would  stop  the  disease. 

10297.  You  spoke  of  isolation ; do  you  think 
that  upon  a great  many  farms  isolation  is  practi- 
cable to  farmers,  in  winter,  for  instance  ? — It  is 
subject  to  exceptions  as  regards  farmers  holding 
a limited  quantity  of  land,  and  to  a small  man 
with  a couple  of  fields,  or  even  one  field,  with  two 
or  three  cows,  it  would  be  a very  difficult  thing. 

10298.  How  would  you  make  a rule  which  you 
would  not  be  prepared  to  carry  out  in  all  cases  ? 
— That  would  be  a very  difficult  thing,  unless  you 
were  to  do  that  which  I do  not  think  I would 
recommend,  namely , have  a large  field  engaged  for 
the  purpose. 

10299.  Then  this  recommendation  of  isolation, 
although  you  recommend  it  very  strongly  to 
farmers,  you  do  not  see  your  way  practically  to 
enforce? — No,  not  without  exceptions. 

10300.  Plow  could  you  make  numerous  excep- 
tions to  a general  rule  ?— I am  not  at  all  pre- 
pared to  answer  that  any  more  than  when  in 
times  of  cattle  plague  the  order  was  to  bury 
diseased  beasts  upon  a man’s  land;  you  might 
have  said  then  how  could  he  do  that  upon  a little 
bit  of  a field  of  half  an  acre  perhaps,  or  less. 

10301.  Even  if  the  present  orders  of  the  Privy 
Council  were  rescinded  you  would  have  no  doubt 


about  the  necessity  of  continuing  foot  andinoutl 
disease  in  the  Act,  so  as  to  make  it  illegal  to 
move  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
along  a public  highway  ?— Certainly,  as  regards 
any  animal  affected  with  a contagious  disorder  I 
would  make  it  an  offence  to  move  it  alon*  a 
. public  highway.  0 

10302.“  The  result  of  your  observations,  with 
regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  is  to  lead  you  to 
the  opinion  that  the  most  economical  way  would 
be  to  slaughter  out  the  animals  as  soon  as  they 
were  affected? — Yes,  that  is  so.  3 

10303.  The  same  as  in  the  cattle  plague  ? Yes 

10304.  And  in  order  to  induce  the  farmers  to 
report  cases  of  disease,  you  would  give  them 

compensation  for  the  loss  of  the  animals  ? Yes 

I think  it  would  be  necessary  to  make  it  known 
that  the  compensation  should  come  out  of  a 
government  fund,  or  a poll-tax  upon  cattle.  They 
are  suffering  from  the  old  plan  now,  and  will  for 
the  next  30  years.  I may  mention  that  in 
the  orders  for  the  _ prevention  of  rinderpest 
which  were  lately  issued,  we  found  a great 
difficulty  about  footpaths ; there  appears  to  be 
no  legal  power  to  stop  footpaths.  Now,  in  many 
footpaths  going  across  farms,  to  have  those  slink 
butchers  going  about,  would  do  a great  deal  of 
mischief,  and,  if  it  were  possible  to  stop  up  foot- 
paths, it  would  he  a very  great  advantage. 

10305.  What  is  the  rule  you  have  passed  in 
Cheshire,  which  you  wish  to  make  applicable  to 
footpaths? — Wc  were  obliged  to  accept  it  as  it 
was,  because  we  could  not  alter  it. 

10306.  What  is  the  regulation  you  would  wish 
to  make  ? — To  stop  footpaths. 

10307.  Would  you  wish  to  stop  the  public 
from  walking  across  footpaths  in  infected  dis- 
tricts ? — Y es,  in  infected  places. 

10308.  You  contemplate  the  possibility  of 
people  walking  over  infected  places  carrying  the 
disease  from  those  infected  places  to  some  other 
places  ? — Yes.  I believe  that  an  immense  deal 
of  mischief  was  done  during  the  cattle  plague  by 
the  slink  butchers ; they  were  the  birds  of  prey, 
and  when  they  found  a case  of  disease  had  oc- 
curred,  they  would  try  to  purchase  the  animal ; 
they  were  always  going  about  to  see  how  they 
could  carry  on  their  trade. 

10309.  And  then  they  went  to  look  at  other 
animals  ? — Yes,  and  it  was  even  said  with  worse 
motives ; that  they  walked  about  for  other  pur- 
poses, but  whether  they  did  carry  contagion  on 
purpose  or  not,  I cannot  say. 

10310.  Mr.  Riclley.']  You  would  not  extend 
that  power  to  ordinary  farm  occupation  roads, 
would  you  ? — I would,  if  they  were  open  to  the 
general  public  ; that  is  to  say,  if  the  general 
public  had  a right  of  way,  I would. 

10311.  Do  I understand  that  you  have  a 
regular  inspection  of  all  fairs  and  markets  in 
Cheshire  ? — Frequently  ; not  invariably. 

10312.  You  have  a great  number  of  fairs  and 
markets  all  [over  the  county,  have  you  not  ?— I 
do  not  know  that  we  have  more  fairs  and  markets 
than  other  counties,  in  proportion  to  the  size  of 
the  county,  but  we  have  a large  number.  . 

10313.  At  all  these  fairs  and  markets,  is  there 
some  inspector,  either  a veterinary  inspector  or  a 
police  inspector,  who  could  see  if  there  was  any 
flagrant  case  of  an  animal  suffering  under  in- 
fectious disease  ? — I have  tested  that  occasionally^ 
hut  I have  never  been  able  to  discover  an  animal 
suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  in  a market.  _ , 

10314.  But 
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10314-  But  if  there  was  an  animal  in  a herd 
suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  or  pleuro- 
pneumonia, what  would  be  the  proceeding  of  the 
local  authority  ? — We  should  lock  up  the  whole 
stock  and  then  take  proceedings  against  the 

OW10315-  What  means  would  you  have  for  lock- 
ing up  this  stock? — We  have  the  power  to 
sefze  stock  and  arrest  owner. 

10316.  But  what  would  you  do  with  the 
animals  ? — As  we  have  done  before ; we  get  some 
place  for  the  purpose  ; we  fasten  them  in  a field, 
and  so  on ; we  have  done  that  in  several  cases. 
We  had  great  trouble  with  an  Irishman  not  long 
ago,  who  went  through  Cheshire  with  some 
cattle  ; he  travelled  at  night,  but  we  caught  him 
at  last,  and  we  brought  "him  before  the  bench, 
and  he  was  heavily  fined. 

10317.  Do  you  meet  each  month  in  Cheshire, 
and  report  to  the  adjourned  sessions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  number  of  cases  of  disease  existing 
in  the  county  ? — I do. 

10318.  In  the  month  of  April  you  are  at  the 
lowest?— Yes,  as  a rule, from  April  to  May,  those 
are  the  two  principal  months  of  minimum. 

10319.  Do  you  recollect  what  your  return 
was  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  last  April? — We 
got  down  to  32  cases  in  April  1872,  and  in  April 
1873  we  had  got  down  to  10  cases. 

10320.  Have  you  yet  made  out  the  cases  for 
May? — Upon  the  7th  of  June  we  had  only  six 
animals  under  treatment  for  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; that  is  the  lowest  number  we  have  ever 
had  during  the  last  three  years  and  ten  months. 

10321.  And  you  attribute  that  distinctly  to 
the  fact  that  no  fresh  cattle  have  been  recently 
brought  in  ? — I will  not  say  that. 

10322.  Cattle  are  mostly  brought  into  Cheshire 
during  the  month  of  April,  are  they  not  ? — It  is 
usual  to  do  so. 

10323.  Notwithstanding  that,  there  has  been 
a decrease  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — There 
has  been  a great  decrease  ; hut  then  1 think  other 
causes  must,  operate  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
and  I think  science  should  be  able  to  tell  us 
sooner  or  later  something  about  it.  I think  it 
must  go  with  the  weather,  that  winter  and  sum- 
mer must  have  some  effect  upon  it.  There  was 
one  gentleman  who  advanced  the  theory  that 
rain  and  evaporation  accounts  for  the  decrease  of 
the  disease ; if  so,  it  would  not  account  for  the 
decrease  last  year,  because  last  year  we  had  more 
ram  and  less  evaporation  than  any  other  year  of 
late,  and  yet  we  had  more  foot  and  month  disease. 

10324.  With  regard  to  disinfection,  have  you 
carried  out  any  orders  for  the  "purpose  of  seeing 
that  railway  trucks  are  properly  clearfsed  ? — No, 
it  is  a duty  which  is  quite  impossible  for  tbe 
police  to  perform. 

10325.  Are  you  not  aware  that  it  is  done  in 
tne  county  of  Northumberland  by  an  inspector 
who  travels  about  for  the  purpose  ? — No,  but 
that  is  the  only  way  in  which  the  matter  can  be 
done;  it  must  be  done  within  24  hours  after  the 
use  of  the  truck. 

. 10326.  But  if  successful  prosecutions  had  been 
instituted  against  such  parties  you  would  not  say 
Xt  DOt  be  done?—Thatia  proof  of  it. 

032 In  the  cases  you  have  investigated,  of 

e spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  any 
particular  centre,  have  you  been  able  to  form  an 
opinion  whether  any  of  those  cases  have  arisen 
rom  the  cattle  travelling  in  dirty  trucks? — I 

could  not  say  that. 

- 0.58. 


, 10328.  Would  you  attach  importance  to  the 
rigid  carrying  out  of  the  transit  orders  of  the 
Privy  Council  ? — I cannot  answer  that  question 
as  regards  railways. 

10329.  Have  you  formed  an  opinion  with  re- 
ference to  whether  it  is  worth  while  for  the 
county  to  pay  an  inspector  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  that  those  orders  are  carried  out.  As  far 
as  your  experience  goes,  does  it  lead  you  to  think 
that  it  is  worth  while?— -I  do  not  think  it  would, 
if  the  inspector’s  jurisdiction  were  confined  to 
Cheshire  alone,  because  the  railways  lead  out  of 
Cheshire  on  all  sides ; we  arc  intersected  in 
Cheshire  by  railways  on  all  sides  ; I do  not  think 
a comparison  between  Northumberland  and 
Cheshire  would  be  a fair  w.ny  to  test  that,  be- 
cause the  latter  county  is  a main  artery  of  com- 
munication between  Ireland  and  Loudon.  When 
we  lately  anticipated  the  possibility  of  rinder- 
pest coming,  the  local  authority  stopped  cattle 
being  brought  into  Cheshire  from  Yorkshire  and 
Lincolnshire;  the  police  tried  to  effect  it;  we 
had  61  stations,  but  if  cattle  dealers  chose  they 
could  run  the  cattle  to  Manchester  or  Liverpool, 
or  any  surrounding  counties,  and  then  run  them 
into  Cheshire,  and.  then  they  would  not  be  any 
longer  cattle  from  Lincolnshire  or  Yorkshire. 
We  know  what  cattle  dealers  will  do,  and  it 
would  take  all  the  police  of  the  county  to  watch 
61  stations  day  and  night. 

10330.  Mr.  TV.  Johnston.']  Cheshire  has  been 
unfortunately  one  of  the  counties  in  England  in 
which  various  forms  of  cattle  diseases  have  pre- 
vailed, has  it  not  ? — Y"es,  very  much  so. 

10331.  The  disease  has  been  imported  from 
Ireland  very  much,  I believe  ? — It  has. 

10332.  Have  you  the  statistics  of  the  importa- 
tion of  cattle  from  Ireland  ? — I have  not. 

10333.  Is  there  a direct  importation  into 
Cheshire  from  Ireland  ? — Yes,  by  Liverpool  and 
Holyhead. 

10334.  Have  you  any  statistics  of  the  number 
of  calves  sent  over  to  Ireland  ?— I have  not. 

10335.  Arc  you  aware  that  calves  are  sent  to 
Ireland  from  Cheshire  ? — I am  not  aware  of  that. 

10336.  We  have  had  evidence  before  this  Com- 
mittee that  a good  deal  of  disease  has  arisen  in 
Ireland  from  calves  imported  from  Cheshire  ? — I 
do  not  know  of  a case. 

10337.  You  do  not  know  of  any  case  of  the 
exportation  of  calves  from  Cheshire  to  Ireland  ? 
— I never  beard  of  such  a case. 

10338.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  Have  you  formed 
any  opinion  as  to  what  would  be  the  effect  upon 
cattle  disease  at  home  by  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
cattle? — I have  considered  the  question,  as  a 
matter  of  course.  I have  considered  that  it  would 
throw  great  difficulties  and  great  impediments  in 
tire  way  of  trade. 

10339.  In  what  way  would  it  throw  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  trade  ?— By  stopping  importation, 
for  the  meat  market  especially. 

10340.  Of  course,  if  you  stop  importation,  that 
would  put  a stop  to  the  trade  ; but  what  is  your 
opinion  of  the  effect  which  would  be  produced 
upon  disease  in  cattle  at  home  by  the  stoppage  of 
all  continental  trade ; do  you  believe  that  to  stop 
continental  trade  would  be  a good  means  of  re- 
ducing or  of  getting  rid  altogether  of  disease  at 
home  ? — I do  not  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
do  without  continental  trade  for  meat  market. 

10341.  Admitting  (that  it  were  a possibility 
that  we  could  exclude  absolutely  all  continental 
cattle ; do  you  think  it  likely  that  we  should  en- 
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joy  immunity  from  disease  at  home  ? — We  should 
enjoy  immunity  from  rinderpest  and  cattle  plague, 
and  we  should  enjoy  immunity,  as  far  as  Ireland 
is  concerned,  from  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

10342.  Do  you  believe,  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  other 
diseases  which  have  been  very  fully  spoken  of 
here,  that  we  should  be  almost  free  from  those 
diseases  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  if  we  had 
no  intercourse  with  the  Continent? — No,  I should 
say  not.  I think  the  disease  is  in  a stage  in 
which  it  is  very  apt  to  reappear  in  this  country 
even  without  any  further  importation. 

10343.  You  think  that  the  disease,  in  fact,  is 
indigenous  in  this  country? — Yes,  I think  foot 
and  mouth  disease  especially  is  now. 

10344.  And  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes,  and 
pleuro  pneumonia.  Pleuro-pneumonia  has  been 
known  many  years,  and  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  only  the  return  of  a disease  which  was  known 
years  ago  in  the  country. 

10345.  What  was  that  disease? — It  was  the 
same  disease,  known  as  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

10346.  At  what  period  was  that? — I am  not 
prepared  to  say. 

10347.  But  you  think  that  the  notion,  that  to 
exclude  foreign  cattle,  would  make  us  free  from 
disease  is  Utopian?— I do  not  think  that  to  ex- 
clude the  importation  of  continental  cattle  would 
free  us  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  or  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

10348.  You  stated  that  it  appeared  to  you  that 
rinderpest  had  disappeared  from  Cheshire,  as  I 
understand,  and 'probably  from  the  whole  country, 
but  certainly  from  Cheshire,  very  much  as 
cholera  disappeared? — Yes. 

10349.  That  is  to  say,  that  the  disease  and  the 
poleaxe  killed  a certain  number,  and  then  the 
county  was  free  again  ? — Yes,  just  so. 

10350.  But  if  rinderpest  had  disappeared  as 
cholera  disappeared,  it  would  have  disappeared 
without  the  poleaxe  at  all,  only  not  quite  so 
soon ; that  is  to  say,  if  you  are  right  in  com- 
paring its  disappearance  with  the  disappearance 
of  cholera,  there,  even  without  any  compulsory 
slaughter,  the  rinderpest  would  have  disappeared? 
— I think  it  might  have  done  that,  but  that  would 
have  been  at  the  cost  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
cattle.  But  with  regard  to  cholera  we  have 
remedial  measures,  and,  as  a matter  of  course, 
save  many,  lives,  but  we  have  no  remedial 
measures  with  regard  to  rinderpest. 

10351.  You  say  we  have  remedial  measures ; 
do  you  think  the  remedial  measures  applied  to 
human  beings  are  very  superior  to  those  applied 
to  cattle  ? — I think  so. 

10352.  Some  professional  men  apply  remedies 
which  the  greater  portion  of  the  profession  main- 
tain are  all  humbug  ? — I quite  agree  with  that ; 
I should  like  to  mention  that  the  only  grievance 
which  I have  heard  from  farmers  in  connection 
with  the  Orders  in  Council,  is  the  want  of  power- 
to  inspectors  to  do  what  they  do  upon  the  appear- 
ance of  disease,  which  is  to  declare  a place  in- 
fected. I think  it  would  be  well  if  power  were 
given  to  inspectors  to  declare  a place  disinfected 
also,  because  it  is  quite  possible  that  in  a county 
like  Cheshire,  where  there  are  5,000  or  6,000 
cases  a week,  there  are  places  where  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Committee  to  declare  those 
places  disinfected,  therefore  I think  if  inspectors 
had  the  power  to  declare  those  places  disinfected, 
or  if  the  local  authority  had  the  power  to  depute 
it  to  inspectors  to  declare  a place  disinfected, 


subject  perhaps  to  their  after  approval  that 
would  be  a very  great  advantage ; it  is  the  onlv 
grievance ; I know  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Committee  to  carry  that  out,  unless  the? 
sat  every  day,  and  hence  the  grievance  of  a farm 
being  kept  as  infected  many  days  after  the  period 
when  it  ought  to  be  declared  disinfected,  or  free 
from  infection. 

10353.  Mr.  O'  Conor.]  I think  you  stated  that 
you  found  the  stoppage  of  fairs  and  markets  of 
no  use? — Yes,  of  no  use  whatever;  the  private 
sales  counteracted  it.  During  the  time  that  we 
stopped  fairs  and  markets,  they  sold  5,660  cattle 
sheep,  and  swine. 

10354.  And  cattle  were  moved  about  from 
place  to  place? — Yes,  cattle  were  moved  about 
from  place  to  place  after  the  sales ; we  prevented 
their  congregating  upon  one  farm  cattle  from 
various  owners. 

10355.  You  stated  that  you  would  not  recom- 
mend such  an  extreme  measure  as  the  stoppage 
of  all  movement  except  when  the  disease  was 
very  prevalent  indeed  ? — Except  it  is  very  pre- 
valent indeed ; and  then  I think  it  is  an  experi- 
ment well  worth  trying. 

10356.  You  stated  that  you  get  a great  num- 
ber of  diseased  cattle  from  Ireland ; is  it  not  the 
fact  that  almost  the  great  bulk  of  your  cattle 
come  from  Ireland  ? —They  do,  the  great  bulk  of 
them. 

10357.  It  does  not  follow  that  they  bring  the 
disease  from  Ireland,  but  the  great  bulk  of  cattle 
being  Irish  cattle,  when  they  are  brought  into 
Cheshire  it  is  quite  possible  that  they  will  con- 
tract the  disease  in  Cheshire  ? — The  animals  are 
sold  so  soon  after  their  arrival  that  the  disease  is 
more  likely  to  be  brought  from  Ireland  than  con- 
tracted in  Cheshire,  and  the  price  has  gone  up 
so,  that  where  we  used  to  buy  a cow  for  10  /., 
now  we  cannot  get  it  for  anything  like  that 
price. 

10358.  It  has  been  said  that  there  is  much 
more  disease  in  Cheshire  than  in  Ireland ; would 
it  not  be  quite  probable  or  more  likely  that  the 
cattle  imported  into  Cheshire  caught  the  disease 
there,  where  the  disease  was  prevalent,  than  that 
they  caught  it  in  Ireland,  where  the  disease  was 
not  so  prevalent? — That  rna  possibility,  provided 
that  they  got  away  free  from  Ireland,  but  they 
are  generally  sold  so  very  soon  after  they  arrive, 
that  I think  the  presumption  is  clear  that  they 
bring  the  disease  with  them  from  Ireland. 

10359.  You  have  no  proof  that  these  Irish 
cattle  were  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
immediately  upon  their  arrival  ? — Several  cases 
that  I have  recorded  prove  that  the  animals  had 
just  arrived-. 

10360.  But  as  a general  rule,  if  you  find  a 
herd  of  cattle  which  have  originally  come  from 
Ireland  catch  the  disease,  you  immediately  say 
that  this  disease  came  from  Ireland,  because  the 
cattle  came  from  Ireland  ? — The  animals  are  sold 
as  soon  as  they  possibly  can  be,  and  hence  the  pre- 
sumption. 

.10361.  Cattle  coming  to  Cheshire,  are  imme- 
diately set  down  as  bringing  the  disease  from 
Ireland  without  any  strict  investigation  as  to 
where  they  caught  it,  but  being  Irish  cattle  you 
assume  that  they  brought  the  disease  from  Ire- 
land ? — I assume  it  generally,  because  the  disease 
appears  after  their  purchase.  .» 

10362.  Mr.  Clay.  I It  has  been. stated  that  it 
the  trade  in  live  cattle  between  this  country  ana 
the  Continent  were  altogether  stopped,  it  wouia 
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not  raise  the  price  of  meat ; is  that  your  opinion  ? 
—We  could  not  do  without  live  cattle  from  the 
Continent  for  the  meat  market. 

10363.  Mr.  Cawley. ] I think  you  stated  that 
you  have  satisfied  yourself  that  in  those  par- 
ticular cases  the  cattle  from  Ireland  had  not  had 
the  opportunity  of  taking  the  disease  between  the 
time  of  their  being  landed  and  their  being  sold 
in  Cheshire  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge ; they  were 
sold  immediately  after  arrival. 

10364.  The  disease  in  those  cases  was  brought 
by  the  cattle,  and  from  the  time  the  disease 
broke  out  you  inferred  that  they  could  not  have 
caught  the  disease  in  the  market,  or  between  the 
market  and  the  farm  ? — I do  not  think  they 
could,  and  I should  apply  that  more  particularly 
in  Irish  cattle  to  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  than 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

10365.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  being  developed 
more  rapidly  than  in  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — It  is 
so  very  immediate  in  its  appearance. 

10366.  In  answer  to  a question  put  to  you  as 
to  whether  you  agreed  that  the  larger  portion  of 
the  diseased  cattle  sent  into  Manchester  and 
Salford  came  from  Cheshire,  I think  you  alluded 
to  the  slink  butchers  ?—  I think  those  are  the 
oniy  people  who  would  do  a thing  like  that. 

10367.  I think  I also  heard  you  say  some- 
thing with  reference  to  dressing  cattle? — We 
have  caught  them  in  several  cases  dressing 
diseased  cattle. 

10368.  In  that  case  it  is  the  meat  which  is 
smuggled,  not  the  carcass?— Not  the  live  animal. 

10369.  What  would  have  been  your  answer 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  cattle  coming  to 
the  Salford  and  Cheshire  markets  ? — I do  not 
think  that  you  could  get  more  than  three  or  four 
cases  a year  of  diseased  animals  being  taken  from 
Cheshire  to  the  Salford  market. 

10370.  But  you  think  it  is  quite  possible  that 
slink  butchers  may  get  in  a diseased  carcass  ? — 
I do. 

10371.  With  regard  to  footpaths,  would  you 
really  accomplish  anything  unless  you  stopped 
the  footpaths  entirely  through  a farm  ? — I would 
stop  them,  except  for  the  owner’s  use  alone,  during 
the  time  the  farm  was  an  infected  place,  as  re- 
garded cattle  plague. 

10372.  But  in  order  to  accomplish  anything 
you  must  make  that  absolute  throughout  the 
county,  to  stop  all  footpaths  running  through 
any  part  of  one  farm  which  was  infected  ? — You 
must. 


10373.  You  say  that  the  slink  butcher  is 
travelling  about  seeking  for  diseased  places ; if 
he  is  travelling  about  upon  public  footpaths,  is  it 
not  natural  that  he  should  enter  a farm  which  is 
not  infected  ? — It  is  a very  important  matter  to 
aeai  with  them,  and  keep  them  from  infected 
larnis. 


. „103.74-  You  want  to  shut  out  a man  who  has 
nueefaon  about  him  from  the  free  farms  ? — I do, 
ut  if  he  is  kept  away  from  infected  farms  he 
farms  U°  Posa^e  mischief  in  non-infected 

nr^+if75'  r^r'  Supposing  you  could  shut 

p tnese  footpaths  as  you  wish,  do  you  imagine 
_ e restrictions  would  be  effective,  unless  you 
ept  policemen,  or  some  men  or  other,  constantly 
,1^°  e ^tch  to  prevent  persons  going  in  with 
disease  ?— In  the  event  of  an  attack  of  cattle 
P ague,  I would  have  the  footpath  surrounded 
n-La  co™on  police,  besides  calling  on  the 
owner  to  assist.  e 

0.58. 


10376.  Would  not  that  be  a very  expensive 
plan  to  carry  out?— It  would  be  expensive,  but 
it  would  be  safer  in  the  end,  and  cheaper  also. 

10377.  Mr.  Iumanajh.]  You  stated  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  were 
epidemics,  that  is  to  say,  you  could  not  trace 
their  origin  or  spread  ?— Foot  and  mouth  disease, 
I think,  has  become  a regular  epidemic  in  the 
country. 

10378.  You  think  that  it  is  indigenous  ?— Yes. 

10379.  You  stated  afterwards,  that  if  all  im- 
port from  Ireland  were  stopped,  Cheshire  would 
enjoy  immunity  from  disease  ? — If  I said  “ im- 
munity,” I could  not  have  intended  to  convey 
immunity  altogether ; it  would  cut  off  one  source 
of  disease  from  us. 

10380.  You  think  that  the  stoppage  of  all  im- 
port from  Ireland  would  not  secure  you  from 
disease  altogether  ? — No,  not  altogether  ; it 
would  cut  off  one  source  of  disease. 

10381.  You  mentioned  16  cases  of  cattle 
having  come  from  Ireland ; you  can  give  the 
particulars  of  each  of  those  cases,  can  you  not  ? 
— No,  I can  give  you  the  heading  of  each  case 
only. 

10382.  I should  like  to  know  them? — Upon 
the  1st  of  December  1871,  a lot  of  Irish  cattle 
were  bought,  and  foot  and  mouth  disease  ap- 
peared upon  tlie  farm  of  the  Honourable  Edward 
Kenyon  immediately  after  purchase. 

10383.  Who  brought  those  cattle  ? — An  Irish 
cattle  dealer  whose  name  is  not  here. 

10384.  I should  like  to  get  the  name,  if  you 
could  get  it  ? — I could  get  it,  if  you  so  wish  it. 

10385.  How  long  was  it,  after  those  cattle 
were  sold  by  the  dealer,  that  the  disease  broke 
out? — I could  not  answer  any  of  the  details  of 
those  cases  in  that  way,  either  as  to  names  or  any- 
thing else,  because  they  are  taken  from  the 
books,  as  a mere  summary  of  evidence. 

10386.  If  you  cannot  state  the  time  that 
elapsed  from  the  time  of  purchase  till  the  disease 
broke  out,  how  do  you  know  that  those  cattle 
brought  over  the  disease  from  Ireland  ? — From 
inquiries  made  and  information  obtained. 

10387.  You  must  know  bow  long  it  was  since 
those  cattle  were  landed  in  England  ? — I 
could  have  ascertained  all  that,  but  I have  only 
got  the  heading  of  the  different  cases ; I have 
not  got  the  details. 

10388.  You  are  satisfied  that  those  cattle  were 
really  landed  in  a diseased  state  from  Ireland? — 

I could  not  be  prepared  to  swear  that,  but  as 
soon  as  they  are  landed  they  are  sold,  and  it  is 
from  being  sold  as  soon  as  they  come  over  from. 
Ireland,  that  we  think  they  bring  the  disease  to 
us ; if  the  cattle  had  been  any  time  in  Cheshire, 
it  might  have  been  said  they  caught  the  disease 
in  Cheshire. 

10389.  But  you  are  not  prepared  to  say  that 
they  came  over  from  Ireland  diseased?  — We 
know  nothing  about  the  port  of  disembarkation 
in  any  one  case. 

10390.  Is  it  not  rather  hard  to  give  Ireland 
the  credit  of  it  if  you  cannot  absolutely  say  that 
the  disease  is  not  caught  in  England  ? — I cannot 
go  beyond  my  own  knowledge. 

10391.  Still  your  accusation  against  Ireland 
is  rather  a sweeping  one,  that  we  supply  you 
with  all  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia which  you  have  ? — I corrected  myself 
upon  that  point.  I say  that  it  is  one  source  of 
our  danger,  but  I have  said  also  that  I believe 
it  is  indigenous  now. 

3 H 4 10392.  You 
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Captain  10392.  You  believe  it  to  be  a great  source  of  come  directly  from  the  ports  at  which  they  are 
J.  Smith,  your  danger  ? — Yes,  I may  say  the  chief  source,  landed  into  Cheshire? — I know  nothing  about  that 

— 10393.  In  the  other  cases  have  you  got  the  10409.  So  that  the  animals  may  go  elsewhere 

19  June  particulars  more  definitely  than  in  the  case  you  and  contract  the  disease  upon  the  road  ? Thev 

l873-  gave  m6j  or  are  you  in  a position  to  prove  that  must  pass  through  us,  certainly;  they  must  pass 

those  cattle  were  diseased  when  they  were  through  Cheshire,  unless  they  go  the  Manchester 

landed? — I could  not  give  you  the  slightest  way,  and  then  they  go  upon  the  border  of 

proof  of  that  from  the  document  in  my  hand.  Cheshire. 

10394.  You  stated  that  within  the  last  few  . 10410.  But  still  they  do  not  always  come 
years,  three  years  I think  you  stated,  foot  and  directly  t.o  Cheshire  from  the  port  of  landin'*  ?_ 

mouth  disease  had  increased  very  much  in  No,  they  do  not  always,  but  they  do  generally. 

Cheshire? — Yes.  10411.  I think  you  stated  that  you  could 

10395.  Notwithstanding  the  increased  strict-  hardly  account  for  the  fact  why  Cheshire  suffers 
ness? — Notwithstanding  that.  more  than  almost  any  other  county  from  disease? 

10396.  You  referred  to  a circular  which  you  — I cannot, 
circulated,  and  you  stated  I think  that  the  10412.  You  do  not  think  that  the  farmers  in 
farmers  voluntarily  adopted  the  restrictions  you  Cheshire  are  at  all  careless  with  reference  to  the 
suggested? — Yes,  they  did  to  a certain  extent.  sanitary  arrangements  about  their  stock?— No 
10397.  The  restriction  was  that  all  cattle  newly  1 do  not  think  so,  more  than  other  counties.  I 
bought  should  be  isolated  for  10  days? — Yes,  have  no  reason  to  think  so  myself, 
that  was  only  a recommendation;  I had  only  10413.  Are  their  homesteads  as  clean  as  in 
power  to  do  it  as  a recommendation,  and  I be-  other  parts  of  England? — I -should  say  so.  I 
Jieve  the  farmers  did  carry  it  out,  but  there  was  have  not  the  same  knowledge  of  other  counties 
no  compulsion  upon  them  to  do  so.  in  farm  matters  as  I have  of  Cheshire,  but  I have 

10398.  But  still  you  believe  that  the  recom-  never  observed  anything  of  that  kind.  There 
mendation  was  carried  out  ? — I do  to  a certain  must  be  something  peculiar  to  Cheshire,  but  I do 
extent.  not  know  what. 

10399.  If  that  recommendation  was  carried  10414.  It  is  more  of  course  a dairy  county?— 
out,  would  that  not  prove  that  the  disease  could  It  is  one  of  the  great  dairy  counties  of  England, 
not  well  have  come  from  Ireland,  if  every  new  10415.  And  necessarily  the  cattle  are  tied  up 
head  of  stock  from  Ireland  was  isolated  for  10  in  sheds  ? — Yes,  but  there  is  this  peculiarity, 
days  ? — If  that  was  done  in  all  cases  it  would  go  that  during  the  time  the  cattle  are  tied  up  the 
very  far  to  prove  that  the  disease  could  not  arise  disease  seems  to  be  at  its  minimum ; during  the 
from  Irish  purchases.  winter  months. 

10400.  How  long  ago  was  it  that  you  recom-  10416.  Of  course  there  must  be  a great  many 
mended  the  isolation  ? — This  circular  is  dated  calves  born  in  Cheshire  ? — Yes,  as  a matter  of 

1872.  course. 

10401.  And  notwithstanding  that  that  recom-  10417.  You  do  not  know  what  becomes  of 
mendation  was  issued  in  1872,  from  1872  t,o  those  calves? — I do  not  know,  but  a question 
1873  the  disease  was  very  bad  ? — -Very  bad  in-  was  asked  with  reference  to  the  trade  with  Ire- 
deed.  land ; I never  heard  of  Cheshire  sending  over 

10402.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  how  the  calves  for  sale  to  Ireland,  auy  more  than  sending 
general  supply  from  Ireland  comes  into  Cheshire  ? horses  ; it  is  very  rare  if  it  is  done. 

— By  road  and  rail  from  Liverpool  and  Holy-  10418.  Of  course  something  must  be  done 
head  chiefly  ; those  are  the  chief  ports  of  disem-  with  the  calves  ? — No  doubt,  but  the  calves  do 
barcation  of  Irish  cattle  for  Cheshire.  not  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  farmers  them- 

10403.  Do  they  come  direct  from  Liverpool  selves,  and  so  we  purchase  foreign  stock,  and  sell 
into  Cheshire  without  stopping  any  time  or  the  calves  for  meat. 

going  anywhere? — That  is  again  a question  I 10419.  Is  it  the  habit  of  Cheshire  farmers  to 
could  not  answer.  rear  their  own  calves? — Yes, to  some  extent,  but 

10404.  Is  it  not  the  fact,  or  have  I been  they  send  a large  number  to  Liverpool  and  Man- 
wrongly  informed,  that  the  animals  are  very  fre-  Chester  for  the  meat  market, 
quently  driven  through  Wales  before  they  are  10420.  I have  been  told  that  a great  many  are 
offered  for  sale  in  Cheshire  ? — I should  say  not,  brought  into  Ireland  ? — I am  not  prepared  to  say 
and  if  they  were,  there  is  less  disease  in  Wales  that,  for  I never  heard  of  a case, 
than  in  any  other  part  of  Great  Britain,  so  much  10421.  You  stated  that  you  also  attributed  to 
so  that,  there  was  hardly  a single  case  of  cattle  Ireland  the  blame  of  giving  Cheshire  a great 
plague  in  Wales;  whether  it  was  attributable  to  deal  of  pleuro-pneumonia ? — I believe  that, 
the  elevation  of  the  country  or  not,  I do  not  10422.  Do  you  know  whether  pleuro-pueu- 
know,  but  it  does  not  apply  to  Wales.  monia  has  been  at  all  prevalent  in  Ireland?— 

10405.  Perhaps  you  are  aware  that  we  had  According  to  the  statistics  it  has,  and  according 
only  one  case  of  cattle  plague  in  Ireland  ? — I am  to  the  statistics  I have  received  from  the  Veten- 
aware  'that  there  were  very  few  cases.  nary  Department ; Professor  Brown  told  me  that 

10406..  Is  there  a distinctive  difference  be-  Ireland  was  teeming  with  pleuro-pneumonia  at 
tween  Irish  and  W elsh  cattle,  so  that  on  looking  one  time. 

at  a beast,  you  could  say  Hub  animal  is  an  IiisL  10423.  Witli  regard  to  tie  liability  to  disease 
animal,  or  this  is  a Welsh  animal? — Any  dealer  which  you  admit  'exists  in  Cheshire,  have  yon 
C°Tnd am  ?rut  atjTe'  ever  heard  it  attributed  to  the  fact  that  dairy- 

1 1 o t i • ,erence  of  aPPearance  is  so  men  force  too  much  milk  as  they  say  out  of  tw 
marked  —I  think  so,  generally.  I could  in  many  cows,  that  is  to  say,  they  milk  them  too  muck, 
cases  tell  myself,  although  I do  not  profess  to  and  injure  the  cattle  by  that  means  ?— * 
have  any  general  knowledge  upon  that  point.  never  heard  such  a thing  mooted?— I think  l 
10408.  You  arc  not  in  a position  to  state  should  have  heard  it  if  it  had  been  a common 
whether  all  the  cattle  which  come  from  Ireland  topic  at  all. 

10424.  Chairman. J 
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10424.  Chairman.']  Have  you  had  any  diffi- 
culty at  all  in  your  prosecutions  in  proving  a 
knowledge  of  the  disease  on  the  part  of  the  per- 
son sendfng  the  cattle  ? — Not  the  least,  because 
in  every  case  where  it  is  not  admitted  by  the 
owner,  a veterinary  surgeon  is  invariably  em- 
ployed to  give  me  a certificate  of  the  fact  of  the 
disease.  That  is  produced  before,  the  magis- 
trates. I never  allow  policemen  to  give  evidence 
of  disease  before  magistrates. 

10425.  The  Act  says,  if  he  could  not  with 
reasonable  diligence  have  obtained  knowledge  of 
his  cattle  becoming  diseased? — That  is  always  a 
fact  left  for  the  decision  of  the  magistrates  in 
hearing  a case. 

10426.  Have  you  ever  had  a conviction  rail 
in  consequence  of  that  ? — Yes,  convictions  have 
failed  in  consequence  of  the  magistrates  believ- 
ing that  the  owner  could  not.  reasonably  have 
known  of  the  existence  of  the  disease. 

10427.  In  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  as 
well  as  pleuro-pneusnonia  ? — Yes,  both. 

10428.  Do  you  believe  in  the  spontaneous 
orioin  of  those  diseases  ? — I do ; I believe  they 
are°  very  much  like  cholera  and  other  diseases 
which  visit  us,  and  we  know  very  little  about 
those  diseases ; they  travel  with  the  atmosphere. 
I believe  that  there  are  atmospheric  causes 
which  we  do  not  seem  to  understand,  I believe 
that  is  one  cause  of  those  diseases  coming  and 
going. 

10429.  That  would  point  to  the  futility  and 
stupidity  of  all  restrictions  ? — The  only  way  to 
test  that  is  to  do  away  with  them  and  see  what 
the  result  would  be. 

10430.  We  never  had  those  restrictions  until 
1869  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
we  never  had  so  much  of  it  as  we  had  last 
year? — But  you  could  not  possibly  make  the 
deduction  that  restrictions  would . add  to  the 
disease  ; that  would  be  an  impossibility.  It  must 
have  been  that  it  would  be  possible  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  disease  but  not  to  increase  it. 

10431.  But  if  your  principle  is  right  that  these 
are  simply  epidemics  over  which  we  have  no  sort 
of  control,  I should  have  thought  that  all  tire 
expense  and  trouble  you  have  been  to  in  Cheshire 
was  wrong  from  the  beginning  ? — What  I spoke 
of  was  the  coming  and  going  of  these  diseases. 

I believe  they  come  and  go -in  tire  atmosphere, 
but  I do  not  think  that  supersedes  the  ne- 
cessity of  having  rules  to  govern  them  when 
they  are  here. 

10432.  You  think  that  those  diseases  are  pro- 
duced by  contagion,  which  you  cannot  trace  ? — 
Yes;  I could  give  cases  in  which  there  was  no 
apparent  possibility  of  contagion,  and  where  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  cattle 
plague  have  appeared. 

10433.  Have  you  ever  known  cases  breaking 
out  upon  a farm,  either  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
or  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  of  cattle  plague, 
where  the  disease  was  not  known  in  the  district 


within  a radius  of  10  miles  ? — Yes,  certainly  it 
has  appeared  beyond  10  miles.  I am  not  pre- 
pared to  give  you  a case,  but  1 have  no  doubt 
there  have  been  cases  in  which  it  has  been  a 
greater  distance  away  than  1 0 miles. 

10434.  It  has  been  in  the  district? — It  has 
been  in  the  country.  When  the  district  was 
surrounded  we  did  not  get  any  cattle  plague  into 
Wales. 

10435.  But  you  never  sent  any  cattle  there? 
— Cattle  were  travelling  close  by. 

10436.  Are  you  not  aware  that  Wales  is  like 
the  remote  parts  of  Ireland,  and  does  not  import 
any  cattle  ? — They  may  communicate  it  one  to 
the  other ; that  is  the  way  it  was  carried  through 
Cheshire  and  on  to  other  counties ; it  is  commu- 
nicated from  farm  to  farm,  and  so  might  have 
been  into  Wales. 

10437.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Was  there  not  an 
Order  in  Council  prohibiting  the  import  of  cattle 
into  W ales  ? — I do  not  recollect  that. 

10438.  Chairman.]  Some  counties  entirely  iso- 
lated themselves,  did  they  not  ? — I do  not  recol- 
lect that ; but  the  elevation  alone  prevents  the 
cattle  plague  from  going  into  Wales,  in  my 
opinion. 

10439.  Mr.  Pell.]  You  know  the  fable  of  the 
Wolf  and  the  Lamb,  the  lamb  being  below  the 
stream  and  the  wolf  above ; is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  disease  cannot  go  up  a stream,  and  that  as 
regards  Wales,  cattle  are  constantly  coming  out 
of  Wales,  but  never  going  into  it;  is  not  that 
really  the  case  ? — I do  not  think  that  that  would 
be  susceptible  of  proof.  I know  gentlemen,  who 
live  in  Wales,  who  get  cattle  from  England 
often. 

10440.  They  would  be  great  shorthorn 
breeders.  I do  not  whether  Lord  Penrhyn  has 
any  of  his  thoroughbreds  at  his  Welsh  place,  if 
so,  he  might  be  taking  some  from  Northampton- 
shire, but  as  a rule  there  is  no  store  stock  taken 
into  Wales  ? — There  is  no  cattle  trade  into  Wales 
except  the  owners  of  lands  import  cattle  into 
their  own  estates.  I could  give  many  cases  of 
that ; Flintshire  and  Denbighshire  import  many 
English  cattle. 

10441.  Chairman.]  Flintshire  had  the  cattle 
plague,  had  it  not? — Only  just  upon  the  borders, 
but  not  beyond  the  borders,  but  Flintshire  is  a 
flat  country  like  Cheshire,  to  a great  extent. 

10442.  Mr.  Ridley.]  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  Flintshire  dealers  come  to  the  Cheshire 
markets  to  buy  cattle  ? — Yes,  sometimes. 

10443.  Was  there  cattle  plague  in  Flintshire  ? 
— In  some  parts  of  Flintshire.  I cannot  speak 
with  accuracy  with  respect  to  Flintshire;  but 
speaking  of  Wales  generally,  cattle  plague  was 
almost  unknown  ; that  was  attributed  generally 
by  scientific  people  to  elevation,  and  the  disease 
did  not  get  beyond  the  borders  of  England; 
Flintshire,  as  a matter  of  course,  is  almost  in 
England ; indeed,  one  portion  of  it  being  on  the 
Cheshire  side  of  the  Biver  Dee. 


Captain 
J.  Smith. 

lg  June 
1873. 
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Thursday,  2 6th  June  1873. 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 


Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 
Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  William  Clode,  called  again;  and  farther  Examined. 


Mr.  10444.  Chairman .]  I have  called  you  chiefly 
TV.  Clode.  on  account  of  one  or  two  answers  which  you  gave 

to  the  honourable  Member  for  Norfolk,  with 

26  June  reference  to  the  cost  of  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
1°73*  ment  in  comparison  with  other  offices ; you  say 
that  Dr.  Farr,  the  superintendent  of  statistics, 
has  about  800 1.  a year;  is  it  Dr.  Farr’s  business 
to  advise  any  Department,  of  the  Government  as 
to  what  may  be  called  discretion,  or  is  his  office 
the  very  important  office  of  superintending  sta- 
tistics?— His  office  proper  is  that  of  superin- 
tending the  Statistical  Department  of  the  Gene- 
ral Register  Office ; but  in  consequence  of  his 
great  experience  and  special  qualifications  he  is 
Frequently  called  upon  to  give  advice  upon 
various  matters  to  other  departments. 

10445.  You  are  aware,  I suppose,  that  one 
great  business  of  the  Veterinary  Department  is 
considering  whether,  and  to  what  extent,  the 
trade  of  the  country  should  be  interfered  with  ? 
— Yes. 

10446.  And  I suppose  you  are  aware  that  it 
is  the  business  of  the  secretary  to  be  informed 
upon  that  point,  and  to  advise  the  political 
officers  of  the  Government? — No  doubt. 

10447.  I suppose  I am  right  in  saying  such 
advice  as  that  requiring  immediate  action  does 
not  fall  upon  Dr.  Farr? — Advice  of  quite  as 
much  importance  is  required  of  him. 

10448.  I am  not  asking  about  the  question  of 
importance,  but  I am  asking  about  advice  which 
requires  immediate  action,  such  as  whether  an 
order  should  be  issued  affecting  the  price  of  food 
in  London  ? — I am  not  aware. 

10449.  I understood  you  to  state,  in  answer  to 
Question  9423,  “ Do  you  think  that,  as  a general 
rule,  throughout  the  whole  of  the  Government 
offices,  the  officers  of  the  Privy  Council  Depart- 
ment are  paid  more  highly  than  those  of  other 
departments  ?”  that  “ they  are  not  paid  more 
highly  than  a certain  class  of  departments  which 
are  understood  to  be  of  the  first  class,  such  as  the 
Home  Office,  the  Foreign  Office,  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  so  on ; but  as  regards  the  general 
offices  of  the  middle  class,  they  are  decidedly 
higher;”  what  do  you  allude  to  there?— I state, 
as  a matter  of  fact,  that  they  do  receive  higher 
salaries  than  the  officers  and  clerks  in  many  of 
those  other  offices.  J 


10450.  What  officers  of  the  Privy  Council 
Department  are  you  alluding  to  ? — Excluding 
the  central  office,  I am  alluding  more  particularly 
to  the  secretary,  the  chief  clerk,  and  other  clerks 
of  the  Veterinary  Department. 

10451.  As  regards  the  secretary,  I have  asked 
you  a question  with  regard  to  his  duty;  now, 
with  regard  to  the  chief  clerk,  will  you  inform 
me  in  what  offices  chief  clerks  are  paid  on  a 
lower  scale  ? — The  clerks  in  my  own  office,  the 
Registrar  General’s  office,  are  paid  lower  sala- 
ries. 

10452.  What  arc  the  first-class  clerks  in  the 
Veterinary  Department  paid? — The  first-class 
clerks  have  a minimum  of  250/.,  rising  15/.  a 
year  to  400  /. 

] 0453.  What  are  your  senior  clerks  paid,  of 
which  I see  there  are  14  ? — They  are  paid  a 
minimum  of  300/.,  rising  15/.  a year  to  420/. 

10454.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  that  that  is 
lower  ? — If  you  will  allow  me  I will  endeavour 
to  prove  that  it  is  lower. 

10455.  You  think  that  the  duties  are  more 
important  ? — No  ; the  actual  remuneration, 
without  reference  to  duties,  is  relatively  higher 
in  the  Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council  than  in  many  other  Departments. 

10456.  You  think  that  a minimum  of  200/., 
rising  td  400  /.,  is  higher  than  a minimum  of  2501, 
rising  to  420 1.  ? — Y es,  under  the  circumstances. 

1 0457.  Why  is  that  so  ?— The  figures,  regarded 
by  themselves,  would  seem  to  refute  my  state- 
ment ; but  those  who  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  making  statistical  analysis  a branch  of  study, 
are  well  aware  of  the  danger  of  drawing  con- 
clusions from  figures  alone,  without  consider- 
ing the  collateral  circumstances.  It  is  necessary 
to  bear  in  mind  the  length  of  time  the  office  has 
been  in  existence.  . , . 

10458.  I do  not  think  we  can  go  into  tha 
question.  I understood  you  to  state  that  you 
consider  the  payment  now  to  be  relatively  higher 
— Yes.  But  1 think  it  is  necessary,  to  establish  my 
point,  that  I should  make  certain  explanations, 
which  I will  do,  with  your  permission.  May  . 
be  allowed  to  state  that  it  takes  an  average 
from  15  to  20  years  to  get  into  _ the  sew 
class  in  my  office,  whereas  the  senior  cter 
the  Veterinary  Office  have  come  into  their  po^ 
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tion  almost  immediately.  The  question  is  not 
whether  420 /.  is  a higher  salary  than  400 /.,  but 
whether  a maximum  salary  of  420/.  deferred 
from  20  to  25  years,  is  not  of  less  value  than  one 
of  400/.  which  is  enjoyed  almost  immediately. 

10459-  I understand  you  that  the  fact  of  your 
office  having  been  long  established,  and  of  there 
having  been  a great  deal  of  work  in  it,  is  a reason 
why  there  should  be  a higher  salary  ? — I think 

10460.  Now,  you  were  comparing  your  office 
with  the  Local  Government  Board ; what  is  the 
payment  of  a first-class  clerk  in  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board? — The  payment  of  first-class 
clerks  in  the  Local  Government  Board  is  400/., 
rising  20/.,  to  600  /. 

10461.  And  the  Hoard  of  Trade?— The  salary 
of  a first-class  clerk  commences  at  625/.,  rising 
25  /.  a year  to  a maximum  of  800  /. 

10462.  And  a second-class  clerk  ? — £.400, 
rising  20/.  a year  to  600/. 

10463.  I have  already  asked  you  the  salary  of 
the  first-class  clerks  in  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment, which  commences  at  250  /.,  rising  20  /.  to 
400/.  ? — Yes ; but  under  circumstances  which  are 
not  comparable  with  those  of  other  depart- 
ments. 

10464.  With  regard  to  your  answer  to  Ques- 
tion 9407,  you  stated  “ Dr.  Williams,  the  secre- 
tary of  that  department,  thought  it  advisable  to 
have  my  report  set  up  in  different  type  from  that 
in  which  it  had  been  prepared  and  printed.” 
Upon  what  do  you  rest  that  statement? — Upon 
the  fact  that  he  did  so. 

10465.  Will  you  refer  to  the  mode  in  which  he 
did  that  ? — I prepared  my  report  in  conformity 
with  plans  which  I submitted  to  the  then  secre- 
tary of  the  department,  Colonel  Harness,  which 
plans  were  approved  by  the  then  Lord  President 
of  the  Council,  and  the  report  was  commenced 
upon  that  basis.  I completed  it,  and  that  is  my 
report  as  completed  ( producing  a volume). 

10466.  But  where  is  the  statement  that  Dr. 
Williams  thought  it  advisable  that  your  report 
should  be  set  out  in  a different  type  ? — He  did 
not  say  so,  but  he  carried  it  out  in  fact,  as  I shall 
show. 

10467.  I suppose  you  are  not  aware  of  the 
fact  that  it  was  the  Stationery  Department  that 
required  that  the  report  should  be  set  up  in  a 
different  type  ?— I was  not  aware  of  that  fact. 

10468.  I am  informed  that  the  reason  why  it 
was  set  up  in  a different  type  was,  because  the 
Stationery  Department  determined  that  it  should 
be  done  so,  in  order  to  prevent  the  precedent  of 
that  type  for  that  kind  of  report  or  return  being 
established  in  future? — There  are  plenty  of 
specimens  of  that  kind  of  type,  of  which  I can 
snow  you  examples. 

10469.  Mr.  Barclay.)  What  I understood  you 
to  say  in  regard  to  the  senior  clerks  in  the  office 
is,  that  if  a clerk  reaches  a salary  of  400  /.  in  five 
^c.^rs  70u  would  consider  that  he  is  more  highly 
paid  that  if  he  reaches  a salary  of  450  /.  in  23 
Yes,  I consider  so. 

10470.  Mr.  Clare  Read.)  How  long  do  you 
8ay  a clerk  is  in  reaching  the  highest  pay  in  your 
ce . —It  takes  about  25  years  to  attain  the 
aximum  salary  of  the  senior,  class,  420  /. ; and 
ere  are  clerks  in  that  class  who  have  been  over 

inlT8  “ 1116  8ervioe- 

41-What  do  you  say  is  the  extent  of  the 
-Jp ^ on  ^08e  Starks  receive  as. a maximum? 
"~0  58  ° ’ an<*  P°*nt  that  420  /.  a-year 


deferred  for  the  before  mentioned  number  of 
years  is  a lower  rate  of  salary  than  400/.  which 
the  clerks  of  the  Veterinary  Department  come 
into  within  a far  less  number  of  years. 

10472.  Chairman.)  I suppose  you  are  aware 
that  in  organising  the  office  and  arranging  the 
payment  you  have  to  consider  what  the  duties  of 
the  clerks  would  be  ?— Yes  ; that  is  oue  element. 

10473.  It  ought  to  be  a very  important  ele- 
ment ? — It  is  not  the  sole  element. 

10474.  But  where  there  is  an  office  which 
must  be  naturally  divided  into  three  branches, 
yj)u  put  at  the  head  of  each  branch  a clerk? — 

10475.  And  would  you  not  consider  the  duties 
which  that  clerk  would  have  to  perforin,  and  in 
considering . that,  would  you  not  consider  the 
duties  lie  did  perform? — I should  consider  the 
duties  which  the  clerk  would  have  to  perform ; 
but  I should  also  consider  the  time  he  had  been 
in  the  service. 

10476.  But  would  you  not  consider  that  if  the 
office  was  a new  one,  the  duties  would  have  to 
be  performed  at  once,  and  performed  skilfully ; 
and  you  woiild  be  obliged  to  have  the  knowledge 
and  the  ability  to  take  charge  of  a room  at  once, 
and  that,  consequently,  you  would  be  obliged  to 
put  this  gentleman  in  a position  at  once,  which 
would,  in  a long-established  office,  only  be  ac- 
quired after  several  years  standing  ? — I should 
not  expect  to  find  the  necessary  knowledge  and 
experience  in  a newly-appointed  cleric. 

10477.  Mr.  Clare  Read.)  What  do  the  three 
first-class  clerks  receive  in  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment ? — £.  400.  is  the  maximum  of  the  class. 

10478.  What  is  the  difference  between  a first- 
class  clerk  and  a chief  clerk?— A chief  clerk  has 
the  control  of  the  clerical  work  of  the  entire  de- 
partment, but  a senior  clerk  is  a clerk  who  has 
obtained  the  rank  by  reason  of  long  service  and 
experience,  and  he  has  certain  specified  duties  to 
perform  without  troubling  himself  with  the  duties 
of  anyone  else. 

10479.  Have  you  such  a thing  as  a chief  clerk 
in  your  office? — No;  there  is  a secretary,  and 
the  heads  of  departments  are  called  superin- 
tendents. 

10480.  Chairman!)  I suppose  you  are  aware 
that  none  of  the  first-class  clerks  in  the  Veteri- 
nary Department  have  at  present  reached  their 
maximum  ? — I am  aware  of  that. 

10481.  Clare  Read.)  I wish  to  ask  you  a 
question  or  two  with  reference  to  your  report;  do 
you  think  that  Dr.  Williams  was  justified  in  delay- 
ing the  publication  of  the  report  for  three  years? 
— d do  not  think  he  was  justified. 

10482.  You  say  he  went  to  the  expense  of  re- 
printing it? — That  expense  was  incurred  unneces- 
sarily, I think. 

10483.  "What  is  the  difference  between  your 
report  and  Dr.  Williams’s  report,  as  represented 
by  the  three  years’  delay  ? — My  report  substan- 
tially was  brought  up  to  the  end  of  the  year  1866. 
That  time  was  fixed  because  it  was  believed,  when 
the  orders  were  given  to  me,  that  the  cattle 
plague  would  he  at  an  end  at  that  time ; there- 
fore, the  Tables  were  completed  up  to  that  period. 
But  subsequently  there  were  certain  fitful  out- 
breaks of  this  disease,  and  I embodied  all  such 
outbreaks  as  occurred  up  to  the  time  of  my  leaving 
the  Department,  in  a Supplemental  Table.  Sub- 
sequently to  that,  there  were  195  attacks  which 
Dr.  Williams  added  to  my  report. 

10484.  How  much  is  there  of  Dr.  Williams’s, 
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A.  Williams. 


10494.  You  intended  to  give  a brief  1.;* 
of  the  disease  for  the  whole  period  that  * 

hoped  it  was  to  last  in  this  country  ? Yes  ^°U 

, \°«5-  What  were  your  directions 

to  do?— My  directions  were  to  prepare  « stati. 
tical  report  of  the  cattle  plague  from  tie  time  it 
commenced  up  to  the  end  of  year  1866. 

10496.  Have  you  got  the  terms  of  that  jir„ 
tion  with  you  ? — No,  I have  not. 

10497.  Mr.  C7are  Read.]  This  report  <*ave  a 
brief  outline  of  the  progress  and  extents  the 
cattle  plague  in  various  counties  in  England 
Yes,  it  did. 

10498.  Was  that  report  ever  published  ?— It 
was  never  published;  it  was  partly  reprinted 
and  appended  by  Dr.  Williams  to  his  report, 
which  embraces  less  than  three  pages  of  matter. 

10499.  I believe  that  would  have  been  an 
exceedingly  valuable  contribution  at  the  time 
that  it  was  written ; but,  of  course,  it  was  very 
little  use  three  years  afterwards?—  Such  was  my 
hope.  I think  that  the  limitation  of  my  duties  at 
that  stage  was  an  unjustifiable  proceeding  upon 
the  part  of  Dr.  Williams. 

10500.  Chairman.']  Do  you  consider  that  it 
was  Dr.  Williams’s  limitation  ? — Practically  so. 
Of  course  it  came  forward  as  the  act  of  the  Lord 
President ; but  it  is  not  unusual  for  the  chief  of 
a department  to  act  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  secretary. 

10501.  Do.  you  suppose  that  a Minute  which 
was  necessarily  signed  by  Dr.  Williams,  as  the 
secretary  of  the  department,  purporting  to 
emanate  from  the  political  head  of  the  depart- 
ment, was  not  issued  with  their  knowledge  and 
under  their  order  ? — It  was  certainly  done  with 
their  knowledge,  and  I believe  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  secretary, 

10502.  It  is  a very  strong  charge  to  make 
against  the  secretary,  that  what  he  conveys  as 
tho  organ  of  his  political  chiefs  is  his  doing  and 
not  their  doing ; what  reason  have  you  for  that 
statement  ? — I presume  that  he  made  certain  re- 
commendations. These  Minutes  were  incon- 
sistent with  previous  instructions  which  I had 
received  from  the  predecessor  of  Dr.  Williams. 

10503.  Mr.  Kavanaff/i.]  With  regard  to  the 
salaries,  which  you  have  mentioned,  of  the 
different  officers,  do  you  consider  that  the  clerks 
in  the  Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council  are  too  highly  paid  ? — I do  not  consider 
that  the  clerks  in  the  V eterinary  Department  of 
the  Privy  Council  are  too  highly  paid.  I merely 
stated  that  as  compared  with  clerks  in  other  offices 
they  are  more  highly  paid. 

10504.  Do  you  consider  that  the  other  clerks 
are  too  stingily  paid? — I consider  that  ins 
number  of  instances  they  are. 


Mr.  Alexander  Williams,  called  again;  and  further  Examined. 


and  how  much  of  yours,  with  regard  to  the  first 
part  of  it  ? — About  30  pages  of  Dr.  Williams’s. 

10485.  Out  of  how  many  ? — Out  of  234. 

10486.  Chairman.]  When  were  you  directed 
to  prepare  that  report?  — In  the  autumn  of 
1866. 

10487.  Was  any  Minute  sent  to  you  in  refer- 
ence to  that  matter  in  1867  ? — Yes,  there 
was. 

10488.  Did  that  Minute  state  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  chiefs  of  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment that  the  report  should  he  confined  to  bare 
statistical  statements  ? — Yes. 

10489.  Was  the  report  confined  to  bare  statis- 
tical statements?— As  far  as  it  well  could  he. 

10490.  Just  referring  now  to  page  28,  do  you 
consider  the  statement  of  what  William  of  Malmes- 
bury said,  a statistical  statement ; I will  read  it : 
“ This  county,  so  long  noted  for  its  excellent  pas- 
ture, is  thus  alluded  to  by  William  Camden,  the 
distinguished  topographer  and  Clarenceux  King 
of  Arms,  in  his  well-known  account  of  Britain : 

‘ This  county,  as  William  of  Malmesbury  saitli,  is 
scarce  of  corne,  but  especially  with  wheat,  yet 
plentifull  of  cattaile  andfishe,’  ” and  so  on? — That 
was  interesting  information.  It  was  not  objec- 
tionable, in  my  opinion. 

10491.  It  was  certainly  not  objectionable;  but 
am  I not  right  in  stating  that  this  was  the 
Memorandum  that  was  sent:  “It  has  been  to- 
day decided,  that  the  Tables  shall  he  in  such  a 
form  as  will  give  as  much  information  as  possible 
on  the  face  of  them,  and  that  any  remarks  Mr. 
Clode  may  wish  to  make  shall  be  as  short  as 
possible,  and  shall  be  confined  to  hare  statistical 
statements,  leaving  the  reader  to  draw  his  own 
inferences  from  them.”  That  was  dated  the 
19th  of  March  1867? — But  I had  nearly  six 
months  prior  to  that  received  instructions  to 
prepare  my  report. 

10492.  Have  you  got  with  you  your  first  direc- 
tions to  prepare  that  report  ? — I have  not ; it  is 
many  years  since  I left  the  Department.  I 
have  no  opportunity  of  referring  to  the  official 
papers. 

10493.  Mr.  Barclay.]  What  were  the  instruc- 
tions, so  far  as  you  recollect  ? — About  the  end  of 
July,  when  it  became  a question  whether  the 
usual  quarterly  report  should  he  prepared  or  not, 
I expressed  to  Colonel  Harness  my  opinion  that 
it  should  not  be  published  but  that,  in  lieu  of  it,  a 
report  embracing  the  whole  period  of  the  out- 
break should  be  prepared,  and  printed.  He 
asked  me  to  submit  to  him  plans  of  that  report, 
and  I did  so.  He  referred  those  plans  to  the 
Lord  President,  and  they  were  approved  of ; and 
upon  that  basis  I continued  my  report,  until  I 
received,  on  19th  March  1867,  other  instructions 
from  Dr.  Williams. 


10505.  Chairman.]  Were  you  in  the  Privy 
Council  Office  in  November  1866  ? — I was. 

10506.  What  position  did  you  hold ; were  you 
Secretary  then?  — I was  re-appointed  Secretary 
upon  the  27th  of  November. 

10507.  I see  there  is  a letter,  signed  by  Mr. 
E.  Harrison,  on  the  23rd  of  November  1866 ; 
he  signed  that  as  deputy  clerk  of  the  Council, 
did  he  not?  — Yes,  as  deputy  clerk  of  the 
Council. 


10508.  At  that  time,  that  was  the  form 

which  the  orders  of  the  Lord  President  were 

conveyed  ? — Upon  money  matters,  or  anythu^ 
connected  with  expenditure.  . 

10509.  I believe  that,  in  that  letter,  there 
something  with  regard  to  the  .Return,  w 
Mr.  Clode  is  requested  to  prepare?  — • ' 

" The  Lord  President  is  informed  that  • 
Clode  (who  has  been  temporarily  transferre 
the  department  under  Colonel  Harness  ^r0^ce 
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office  of  the  Registrar  General)  is  now  superin- 
tending the  correction  of  the  returns  which  have 
been  published  with  a view  to  the  preparation 
and  publication  of  one  general  and  final  return, 
showing,  first,  e The  state  of  the  disease  in  each 
county  for  each  week  since  the  outbreak  of  the 
cattle  plague ; and,  second,  the  total  loss  from  the 
disease  in  each  petty  sessional  division  of  the 
country.’  ” 

10510.  Is  there  any  other  official  letter  with 
regard  to  this  Return,  until  the  Minute  upon 
the  19th  of  March  1867?  — None,  that  I am 
aware  of. 

10511.  It  was  first  mentioned  as  a Return ; 
how  did  it  come  to  be  considered  as  a Report  ? 
— That  I believe  was  introduced  by  Mr. 
Clode ; as  far  as  I know,  I gave  no  authority 
for  it. 

10512.  There  is  a Minute  of  the  19th  of 
March  1867  ; will  you  just  read  it  ( handing  the 
same  to  the  Witness)  ? — “ Referring  to  the  sta- 
tistics relating  to  the  cattle  plague,  now  in 
course  of  preparation  by  Mr.  Clode,  it  is  proposed 
that  the  Tables  shall  be  in  such  a form  as  will 
give  as  much  information  as  possible  on  the  face 
of  them,  and  that  any  remarks  which  Mr.  Clode 
may  wish  to  make  shall  be  as  short  as  possible, 
and  shall  be  confined  to  bare  statistical  state- 
ments, leaving  the  reader  to  draw  his  own  infer- 
ence from  them.  It  is  proposed  that  Professor 
Simonds  and  Professor  Brown  be  called  upon  to 
draw  up  a joint  Report  on  the  disease  generally, 
and  on  the  present  outbreak  more  particularly. 
The  Secretary  then  proposes  to  preface  these  re- 
ports with  some  general  remarks,  and  to  embody 
the  whole  in  a Report  to  the  Lords  of  the 
Council.”  This  was  submitted  to  the  Lords  of 
the  Council  upon  the  19th  of  March,  and  a 
Minute  is  added  by  the  Duke  of  Marlborough  : 
"Reports  not  to  be  too  lengthy.  Approved, 
Marlborough.” 

10513.  Then  I think  the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough took  that  into  consideration,  and  that 
was  what  he  instructed  you  to  do? — Yes,  very 
carefully ; with  Lord  Robert  Montagu,  I believe 
it  was. 


10514.  Why  was  the  Report,  together  with 
the  Returns  sent  in  by  Mr.  Clode,  put  up  in  a 
different  type  from  that  in  which  it  had  been 
prepared  ? — I was  informed  by  the  clerk  who 
took  charge  of  the  editing  of  it,  that  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  objected  to  having  it  in  that  type, 
as  it  would  be  a precedent  for  other  Returns, 
and  would  be  more  expensive  than  the  ordinary 
plan. 

10515.  Mr.  Clode  stated  that  you  delayed  that 
Report ; did  you  do  so  ? — I never  delayed  it  a 
day  ; it  was  delayed  for  Professor  Simonds  to  add 
his  Report  to  it. 

10516.  Therefore  it  was  not  correct  to  say  that 
you  delayed  it? — No,  it  was  not. 

10517.  Mr.  Callan.]  It  was  Professor  Simonds 
who  delayed  it? — Certainly;  there  might  have 
been  two  or  three  days  that  I took  to  look  over 
it  finally  ; but  except  that,  it  was  Professor 
Simonds  who  kept  it  back. 

10518.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  The  Report  was 
delayed  three  years,  was  it  not  ?— I could  not  say 
that.  The  cattle  plague  did  not  cease  till 
September  1867- 

10519.  Mr.  Callan .]  Was  any  remonstrance 
made  to  Professor  Simonds,  or  whoever  did 
delay  the  publication? — Yes,  many. 

10520.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  were  not  the 
secretary  to  the  department  all  that  time,  I be- 
lieve ? — I was  secretary  to  the  department  from 
August  1865  to  the  end  of  April  1866,  during 
which  period  upwards  of  92  per  cent,  of  the  total 
number  of  fresh  outbreaks  of  cattle  plague  oc- 
curred. I was  again  appointed  the  secretary  on 
the  27th  of  November  1866  ; so  that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  six  months,  during  which  Colonel 
Harness  held  the  office,  I have  been  the  secretary 
from  the  commencement  of  the  department  in 
August  1865. 

10521.  You  were  medical  officer  during  the 
time,  you  were  not  secretary  ? — Yes,  for  six 
months. 

10522.  Will  you  tell  me  what  the  duties  of 
your  office  were  ? — They  were  very  light. 

10523.  You  did  not  recommend  any  further 
appointment  to  that  post  ? — I did  not. 


Mr.  Anthony  George  Robinson,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


10524.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  I believe  you  are 
largely  interested  in  the  import  of  foreign  cattle? 
—I  am. 


10525.  And  have  been  in  the  trade  for  many 
years?— Yes. 

10526.  Are  you  an  importer  from'  Portugal,  of 
foreign  cattle  ?— Yes,  I am. 

10527.  Are  you  a carrier  from  Germany, 
Holland,  and  Russia  ? — Yes. 

10528.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in 
that  trade? — Since  the  import  of  foreign  cattle 
was  permitted,  or  very  soon  afterwards. 

10529,  You  have  had  very  considerable  ex- 
perience in  the  import  of  foreign  cattle,  have  you 
not?- Yes. 

10530.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the 
countries  from  which  we  import  foreign  cattle  ? 
—Yes,  I do. 


10531.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to 
the  increase  that  we  may  expect  from  Europe  of 
ioreign  cattle  ? — My  opinion  is  that,  except  from 
Russia,  you  can  expect  very  little  increase. 
10532.  Why  is  that? — The  increase  of  con- 
0.58. 


sumption  in  different  countries  seems _ to  take 
away  the  supply,  and  the  competition  with  other 
countries. 

10533.  Is  that  in  consequence  of  the  increased 
prosperity  of  those  foreign  countries?  — Yes, 
almost  entirely,  I should  think. 

10534.  What  countries,  for  instance,  consume 
much  more  meat  than  they  did  formerly  ? — Ger- 
many and  Belgium,  principally ; and  even  Hol- 
land itself,  although  it  is  producing,  js  consuming 
a great  deal  more.  The  wages  in  all  those 
countries  have  increased  so  largely,  compared, 
with  what  they  used  to  be. 

10535.  Is  that  chiefly  owing  to  manufacturing 
and  mining  ? — To  manufacturing  and  mining.  I . 
was,  until  lately,  interested  in  mining  in  Ger-. 
many,  and  the  wages  of  miners  have  increased; 
in  two  years  fully  40  per  cent. 

10536.  And  you  think  that  we  shall  not  have  : 
any  large  increase  of  live  meat  from  the  Conti- 
nent of  Europe,  except  from  Russia? — No. 

10537.  Do  you  consider  Russia  a safe  country 
to  import  live  cattle  from  ?— Without  precautions  j 
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4d8  minutes  of  evidence  taken  before  the 

it  is  not  perfectly  safe ; there  is  generally  more  course  they  pursued  -when  pleuro-i 
or  less  cattle  plague  in  parts  of  it.  broke  out  there,  when  it  was  re™rh*T 

10538.  The  further  we  extend  our  cattle  trade  the  whole  of  the  herd  was  valued  ■ v,+Wa9.t^t 
towards  the  East,  the  greater,  perhaps,  would  be  pendent  parties,  and  they  were  slau<*htW°  inde' 
our  liability  to  import  cattle  plague?— Yes,  the  the  meat  sold,  and  the  party  mid  and 

more  risk  you  run.  tion.  Before  the  meeting  of  the  Ch™UPe1S' 

10539.  Have  you  considered  the  effect  of  re-  year,  they  got  a second  Vote,  and  tkev  ! ™s 
strictions  upon  the  import  of  foreign  stock  ?—  that  fund,  and  then  thev  only  slanduoT^ 
Yes,  it  has  very  little  to  do  with  it,  I think.  I animals  which  were  actually  diseased • ind  Tv 

do  not  think  that  direct  restriction,  that  is  to  say,  lieve  that  that  is  the  system  now  in  v’o<r  ** 

confining  the  slaughter  to  the  water-side  of  ports,  they  only  slaughter  the  animals  which  aJVni  n 

has  such  a material  effect  as  the  uncertainty  of  diseased.  actually 

the  trade.  I believe,  with  regard  to  the  import  10551.  I see,  in  the  Paper  which  In  1 
of  foreign  stock  from  every  country,  that  we  handed  in  to  this  Committee,  that  before  5® 
should  have  a steadier  trade  if  we  had  fixed  re-  commenced  slaughtering  those  cattle  in  the 

Tf  11  u.  c ■ 1 ....  , month  there  wore  1,089  cases,  and  'in 

i<Jo4U.  it  all  the  foreign  stock  were  killed  at 
the  water  side,  do  you  think  that  that  would  not 
materially  decrease  the  foreign  importations  ? — I 
do  not. 

10541.  But  the  uncertainty  and  the  fluctuation 
of  the  orders  does  interfere  with  the  trade  ? — It 
does 


non  , % uo  “lac 

,089  cases,  and  m the  last 
month  they  appear  to  have  decreased  to  2^0  case-  ■ 
that  shows  that  the  slaughtering  had  some  good 
effect  there  ? — Yes.  ° 

10552.  Chairman.]  What  year  are  you  refer- 
ring to,  as  regards  compensation  in  Holland7— 
To  181 2 and  1873. 


10542.  What  was  the  effect  upon  the  import  slaughtering-out  in  1872  ’ tor 
from  Holland.  I think  there  was  entire  freedom  they  not? — Yes.  5 

with  regard  to  the  imports  from  Holland  in  1872,  10554.  And  they  have  continued  the  sWWr 

did  the  supply  increase,  or  did  it  fall  off?— The  ing  until  this  time,  have  they  not?-Yea° E 
importation  was  very  much  less  than  in  the  pre-  to  the  16th  of  June  1872.  Upon  the  20th 
VTnJfw  • tember  1871  they  raised  16,000  guilders;  then 

1054o.  Were  there  in  the  previous  year  any  upon  the  17th  January  1873  they  raised  650  000 
restrictions.— 1 cs,  they  were  restricted,  as  far  as  guilders ; but  that  has  not  yet  been  ratified  bv 
.London  was  concerned,  on  account  of  the  cordon ; both  Chambers.  ^ 

the  animals  were  not  allowed  to  be  removed  10556.  Mr.  Clan  flea,/.]  This  all  points  to 
alive.  Last  year,  I think,  there  has  been  the  there  being  a good  deal  of  pleuro-pneumonia  at 
smallest  amount  of  cattle  comma  from  Holland  times,  at  least  in  Holland  f-res?  the  Dstd 
COme  for  ““P4  those  when  for  a cattle  are  very  subject  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  aid 

‘To  if  ? le,I,1?h;bltei  . n.  , V.  have  been  all  along;  but  their  system  is  sure  to 

nffSo1*  h.a°  ,7°"  ““ribut0  ,the  generate  it : the  animals  are  kept,  in  hot  stables 

„ 0?tl'a  2ei?!md  for  other  places,  tor  six  months ; they  are  put  in  in  November,  and 
Surf  took  J °l  * G0™“fd’  they  are  turned  out  in  May.  By  the  time  May 

HolknV  whirl,  S ?dtBde  • °f  Bt°u  °att  0 fra“  lm“  come  round-  tll0y  W exhausted  their  hay 

Holland,  which  put  the  prices  up  tliere.  crop,  and  food  for  them,  and  turn  them  out  and 

war7— Ye  ^ Up  f°r  t ie  ravnScs  of  tlje  then  sometimes  the  weather  is  very  cold  in  May, 
inddfi  w.„,  u _ , . . an(l  the  animals  are  apt  to  get  the  disease, 

which Ivc  in  Vri  • 6 QU  °P  ‘he  restrictions  10556.  If  we  took  any  vigorous  measures  for 
you  l-emenfbpr  thZ  1 SchleswiS-Ho.1stcin  ; do  stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia,  do  you  think  it 
LaVp— , rU  T il11-  Bmy  varied  a good  would  be  safe  to  allow  cattle  from  Holland  to 
fjfn,'  A , 7‘?k’  yastIie  first  year  that  continue  to  go  all  over  the  country?— No:  I do 

“77  if 7 r0StnO,lcm  from  Sehleswig-Hol-  not  think  tilt  it  would  he  quite  sie. 

SehWie  HoL  « “°-e  0attl?  MPortsd  from  10557.  Do  you  think  that  there  would  he  a 
there  m p,'e™“8  5r0al'»,  when  risk  ?— No  doubt  there  would  be  a risk  in  import- 

,77  r r08tnotions.  ing  them.  7 

tions  snOrt  7e"  w,a  *he,fcst  °f  .the  restric-  10558.  We  now  and  then  have  an  import  of 
teu’^Yes  ' Were  the  “rgest  ,mPortat;°ns  Dutch  stores,  do  we  not?— We  only  get  stores, 

as  a rule,  in  a large  quantity  from  Holland,  when 
their  hay  crop  fails  them,  which  is  when  a very 


10548.  So  it  does  not  seem  from  that  that 


fttvlnf  Jrvna  • x c • ““  „ 0 wvp  ians  mem,  wmen  is  wnen  a very 

ftkkTnoT  7 6re  W“  'UPP‘7  ?~No-  kot  ■"I*  °“m08,  “d  the  following  year  they 
idWQ.  Wo  town  i.aj  -1  • -7  , . are  obliged  to  sell  them  for  what  they  can  bring, 

has  hppri  i ior(TO  t lat  there  and  they  are  sent  over  here  and  sold  at  very  low 

Holland-  dn  vnu  ka  ^ f ^euro'Pneu.ffionia  in  prices.  As  a rule,  when  they  have  plenty  of  hay, 
that  ’—Yes  • ^thp  pPpen  to  ^now  any  thing  about  they  export  very  little.  In  1871  they  had  a bad 

3 the  crop’i and  a la^e  quanfcitT of  8tos 

Densate  for  Hip  ao“e  35,000 1.  to  com-  over  here,  which  were  sold  at  very  low  prices. 

animali  sufferi“g  Some  farmers  did  very  well  with  them,  aJ  some 

the  earlv  nart  of  Hip  v ' ^ j*  T*8  e^hausted  in  did  very  badly,  as  so  many  died  from  pleuro- 

Pneumonia  and  starvation.  ^Last  year  we  got 
350  000  “Sdoi  30°'?00or  “fry  a few.  Some  milch  cows  and  some  cattle 

which  has  been  snnnlsm#'  + 1 ^U1  d?rs  *he  £),  from  Gruelderland,  which  are  like  our  English 
boreal  J ‘ f^ther  Vote-  “‘fr0,  r0d  “d  white,  not  black  and  white,  winch 

10550  °Consprmpnilv  +T,  ’000.gui^er8-  were  no  doubt  sold  in  this  country  as  English 

laro-e  amount  of 'iilcnr/’  P°lnt®  .to  a VBry  stores  or  Irish  stores,  but  the  import  of  store 
lent  in  Holland  pvpn  'Pneu®oma  being  preva-  cattle  from  Holland  into  England  is  very  small 
tent  in  Holland  even  now  ?— I do  not  know  that  indeed 

it  is  as  prevalent  in  Holland  as  it  was.  The  first  10559.  Do  you  think  it  will  increase  ?-No. 

1956  ff.  Is 
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10560.  Is  there  any  other  quarter  that  we  get 
store  cattle  from  besides  Holland? — No. 

10561.  Can  you  tell  ns  the  reason  that  they 
go  at  such  very  low  prices  ? — There  is  nothing 
for  them  to  eat,  and  therefore  they  must  sell  them 
for  what  they  will  fetch. 

10562.  But  why  do  they  obtain  such  low  prices 
here  in  comparison  to  English  stock ; is  it  in  con- 
sequence of  their  liability  to  disease,  do  you 
suppose? — They  come  over  here,  as  a rule,  very 
poor,  and  then  the  people  are  afraid  of  them,  for 
they  are  liable  to  disease,  and  they  are  more 
delicate. 

10563.  They  are  more  subject  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— They  are  more  subject  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  the  experience  of  farmers  in  my 
neighbourhood,  in  Essex,  was  that  they  lost  a 
great  deal  of  them.  Some  will  not  touch  them 
at  all  now. 

10564.  In  consequence  of  their  dread  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes ; in  consequence  of 
their  dread  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

10565.  Are  there  many  Dutch  cows  im- 
ported?— No,  not  many  this  year;  very,  very 
few. 

10566.  "What  is  the  falling-off  due  to? — To 
the  less  demand  for  them.  English  cows  are 
not  so  dear  as  they  were,  and  Dutch  cows,  I 
fancy,  are  dear  in  Holland;  and  there  is  the 
fear  of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

10567.  Mr.  Dent.']  When  did  the  English 
milking  cows  fall  in  price  ? — I suppose  they  are 
21.  or  3/.  a head  cheaper  than  they  were  some 
months  ago. 

10568.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Have  you  known 
any  Dutch  cows  suffer  from  pleuro-pneumonia  ? 
—I  have  had  no  experience  of  them.  I only 
know  it  from  what  I have  heard. 

10569.  What  have  you  been  told?— One  in- 
dividual told  me  that  he  had  lost  three  from' 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

10570.  Lately? — Yes,  this  year;  some  weeks 
ago.  There  have  been  very  few  come  over  this 
year,  not  more  than  a hundred,  I query,  since 
the  beginning  of  the  year. 

10571.  What  did  that  one  individual  give  you 
as  the  result  of  his  experience  this  year  — He 
said  that  he  had  bought  five  and  had  lost  three 
of  them. 

10572.  What  from  ? — From  pleuro-pneu- 
monia. 


10573.  Do  you  consider  that  the  supplies  from 
the  W eser  are  falling  off? — I do  not  expect  that 
we  stall  get  any  from  Bremen  and  the  district 
oftheWeser;  we  used  to  get  a good  many,  but 
the  mining  interest  in  Westphalia  has  increased 
so  much,  and  the  industries  there,  that  they  take 
them  and  give  more  money  for  them ; they  are 
large,  coarse  animals,  and  the  beef  is  dearer  than, 
or  quite  as  dear  as  it  is  here,  and  they  take  them 
as  being  convenient  for  their  purpose,  they  not 
having  any  other  grazing  district  in  the  neigh- 


10574.  I suppose  some  districts  send  out  cattle 
grass-fed  and  others  stall-fed  ?— ' Yes ; we  get  om 
grass-fed  cattle  from  Holland,  Schleswig-Hol- 
stem,  and  from  Oldenburg  and  the  Weser,  that 
think,  is  the  principal  district,  and  at  times  iron 
°^?hdy  when  the.  French  trade  is  open. 
IU575.  Is  that  an  increasing  trade  with  us  ?— 
market S muc^ ’ ^ depends  upon  the  Paris 

10576.  Where  do  we  get  our  stall-fed  cattle 
“‘-iWn  Holland,  from  Denmark,  froxr 


Germany,  and  from  France ; and  we  have  had 
them  from  Portugal  and  Spain.  We  get  some 
grass-fed,  or  rather  house-fed  cattle,  from  Spain 
and  Portugal;  but  still  they  are  fed  upon  green 
food,  such  as  green  maize. 

10577.  Is  it  mostly  from  the  distilleries  that 
we  have  the  stall-fed  cattle  ?— Yes,  we  get  stall- 
fed  cattle  from  Sweden  and  Norway,  but  it  is 
mainly  from  the  distilleries;  some  are  corn-fed, 
but  they  mainly  come  from  Denmark.  As  a 
rule,  the  stall-fed  cattle  which  we  get  from 
Germany  are  mostly  from  the  distilleries  and 
sugar  refineries;  some  come  from  Sweden  and 
Norway,  from  distilleries  there.  From  Holland 
they  are  regularly  fed  as  we  feed  them  here, 
except  that  they  have  no  roots  in  Holland  to 
feed  them  upon;  they  feed  them  upon  grain, 
cake,  and  hay. 

10578.  You  do  not  think  that  stall-fed  cattle 
are  going  to  increase  very  much  ? — No.  I think 
the  foreign  supply  is  not  likely  to  increase  unless, 
as  I said  before,  we  get  into  Russia.  Our  supply 
from  Austria  has  quite  fallen  off.  We  used  to 
get  8,000  to  10,000  head  o±  cattle  in  the  spring 
from  Austria,  and  we  do  not  get  any  now. 

10579.  Shall  we  not  get  any  more  from  Spain 
and  Portugal? — No,  the  price  has  got  up  so. 

10580.  The  price  has  gone  up  in  Spain  and 
Portugal? — The  price  has  gone  up  in  Spain  and 
P ortugal.  I took  out  a statement  of  it,  which  I 
have  here : animals  of  average  live  weight  of 
12  cwt.  23  lbs.,  in  February  1867,  cost,  at  Oporto, 
an  average  of  17  L 15  s.  8 d.  apiece,  whereas,  in 
February  1873,  animals  of  an  average  weight  of 
12  cwt.  23  lbs.  cost  23  l.  1 s.  9 d. 

10581.  Mr.  Barclay.]  That  is  weighing  the 
animal  gross,  alive  ? — Yes. 

10582.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Do  you  always  weigh 
the  cattle  when  you  put  them  on  board? — Yes. 

10583.  And  do  you  weigh  them  on  land- 
ing? — We  have  never  weighed  them,  except  two 
cargoes  which  we  sold  to  the  French  during  the 
war. 

10584.  What  do  they  shrink  during  the  voy- 
age ? — In  one  case  they  lost,  upon  the  average, 

1 cwt.  3 qrs.  19  lbs.,  and  in  the  other  1 cwt.  3 qrs. 
14  lbs. 

10585.  Each  bullock? — Yes,  they  weighed 
about  11£  cwt.  apiece. 

10586.  Mr.  Barclay^]  Could  you  give  the 
Committee  any  idea  what  those  animals  weighed 
dead  ? — The  loss  from  live  weight  here  is  about 
a third ; over  a third. 

10587.  These  12-cwt.  beasts  would  kill  about 
a third  less  than  the  12  cwt.  dead  ?— But  they 
would  lose  about  2 cwt,  which  would  bring  them 
down  to  10  cwt.,  and  you  must  take  a third  of 
10  cwt. 

10588.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  That  is  a very  large 
per-centage,  is  it  not?— No;  because  we  had 
those  cargoes  weighed  on  unshipping.  W e had 
them  fed  and  watered  before  they  left  the  vessel. 
We  gave  them  as  much  as  they  would  eat  and 
drink,  and  then  they  were  put  on  to  the  weigh- 
ing machine  and  weighed. 

10589;  Chairman.]  Did  you  sell  them  by 
weight  ? — Yes. 

10590.  Therefore  you  gave  them  all  the  food 
and  water  you  could?— Yes. 

10591.  Before  they  went  on  shore?— Yes,  as 
much  as  they  would  eat,  and  as  much  as  they 
would  drink.  The  other  day  we  had  two  which 
weighed  over  a ton  each  upon  shipment,  and 
they  weighed  under  18  cwt.  each  on  landing,  and 
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Mr.  A.  O.  one  of  them  which  weighed  18  cwt.,  when  killed 
Robinson,  weighed  1,380  lbs. 

a6  June  10592.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  You  say  that  the  live 
1873.  weight  which  a bullock  would  lose  upon  an 
average  voyage  from  Oporto  to  London,  would 
be  about  2 cwt.  ? — Yes  ; 2 cwt.  upon  a 12-cwt. 
beast. 

10593.  Is  that  about  the  average  weight  per 
beast? — Yes,  or  a little  over  12 cwt.  ? 

10594.  Referring  to  these  figures  of  1867  and 
1873,  could  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea  of 
the  value  of  those  bullocks  in  the  Islington  Mar- 
ket, or  in  the  Smithfield  Market? — In  February 
1867  they  averaged  20  l.  3 s.  8 d.,  and  in  February 
1873,  24  7.  - s.  9 d.  and  they  cost  23  l.  15  s. 

10595.  So  that  there  was  a good  deal  more 
margin  for  profit  in  1867  than  there  was  in 
1873  ? — Yes;  then  the  next  lot,  which  averaged 
12  cwts.  12  lbs.,  fetched  24  1.  19  s.  9 d. 

10596.  If  they  sold  for  24 1.  19s.  9 d.,  and  they 
were  bought  for  231.  15s.,  they  would  not  be 
worth  bringing  over  ? — No  ; we  first  fill  up,  if 
there  is  any  spare  room,  with  cattle. 

10597.  Mr.  Barclay.]  In  point  of  fact,  you 
had  a freight  for  that  load? — No;  very  little; 
about  1 1.  per  head. 

10598.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  What  do  you  con- 
sider the  extent  of  the  depreciation  in  the  value 
by  the  loss  of  that  2 cwt. ; what  is  the  value  of 
2 cwt.  ? — They  cost  about  40  s.  a cwt. 

10599.  You  lose  about  4 l.  each? — Yes. 

10600.  Did  you  feed  and  water  them  as  you 
came  along  ? — Yes. 

10601.  Do  they,  as  a rule,  take  food  and  water? 
— They  will  not,  as  a rule,  eat  anything  for  the 
first  24  hours.  We  bring  as  much  green  food  as 
will  keep ; and  then  we  nave  hay. 

10602.  How  many  days  are  they  upon  the 
voyage  ? — It  is  about  five  days  before  they  land, 
generally  speaking. 

10603.  Have  you  had  any  experience  of  the 
importation  of  dead  meat  from  the  Continent  ? — 
Yes,  when  cattle  plague  was  so  rife  in  Holland, 
a great  deal  of  dead  meat  came  over  then ; wc 
brought  as  much  as  3,000  dead  sheep  in  one 
vessel. 

10604.  Was  there  any  difficulty  in  bringing 
it  over  ? — None  whatever. 

10605.  There  were  none  lost  ? — None.  There 
is  a large  amount  of  dead  meat  comes  over  here 
in  the  winter  time  from  Hamburgh  and  Holland, 
too. 

10606.  Do  you  think  that  the  dead-meat  trade 
is  likely  to  increase  rather  than  the  live  ? — Yes ; 
there  is  a tendency  to  send  the  finer  parts  of  the 
animals  here  and  retain  the  coarser  parts  at 
home  ; there  does  not  seem  to  be  the  difference 
in  value  abroad  between  a hind  quarter  of  beef 
and  a fore  quarter  of  beef,  as  compared  to  what 
there  is  here ; and  they  send  over  from  Ham- 
burg the  finer  parts ; and  in  the  same  way  from 
Holland;  they  send  over  half  a sheep;  they 
send  the  hind  quarters  of  the  sheep  and  keep  the 
fore  quarter. 

# 10607.  Just  the  same  as  they  do  in  the  pro- 
vinces here? — Yes. 

10608.  Have  you  had  any  offal  from  Holland  ? 
— Yes;  when  they  killed  the  cattle  and  sheep 
there,  they  sent  the  offal  with  them,  generally 
speaking. 

10609.  Does  that  spoil  in  the  transit?— No,  I 
think  not.  • . 1 

10610.  Did  you' ever  see  the  way  in  which 


they  muddle  the  offal  about  In  this  country! 
Yes  ; they  muddle  the  meat  too. 

10611  Do  they  tahe  any  cave  in  the  transport 
of  the  offal  now  from  the  Deptford  Market  V 
to  places  where  it  is  consumed,  in  the  East  S 
of  London  ? — I consider  they  take  no  care  of 
anything ; because  they  pile  up  the  meat  in  su cl 
a way.  I have  seen  a man  sitting  in  a cart  of 
meat,  upon  the  top  of  a calf,  with  his  arms  upon 
the  brisket  of  the  calf,  as  if  he  were  in  an  arm 
chair ; the  offal  is  thrown  into  some  tub,  or  some" 
thing  of  that  sort,  or  thrown  into  the  cart  loose" 
and  taken  in  that  way.  " ‘ 

10612.  So  that  when  you  hear  of  such  great 
complaints  of  the  transit  of  offal  to  feed  the  poor 
if  there  was  a little  more  care  taken  of  it  in 
transit,  perhaps  it  would  be  brought  in  better 
condition?— Yes ; but  in  the  case  of  moving  from 
Deptford  to  London,  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  it 
depreciates  in  that  distance  if  it  is  properly  taken 
care  of. 


10613.  Chairman.]  You  are  largely  engaged 
in  the  cattle  carrying  trade,  are  you  not  ?~-Yes, 

10614.  From  what  countries ?— From  Por- 
tugal and  Holland,  and  from  Germany ; and  we 
did  bring  some  from  Russia,  when  it  was  al- 
lowed. 

10615.  From  what  ports  in  Germany  do  you 
chiefly  trade  ? — At  present  we  are  not  running 
to  Germany;  the  principal  port  that  we  have 
carried  cattle  from  was  Geestemunde. 

10616.  Do  your  ships  bring  cattle  from  the 
Schleswig-Holstein  ports? — Yes,  we  have  car- 
ried some. 

106 17.  From  where  ? — From  Husum,  and  from 
Tonning,  too. 

10618.  But  you  carry  on  a large  Spanish  and 
Portuguese  trade,  do  you  not  ? — Yes. 

10619.  As  regards  the  Spanish  and  Portuguele 
trade,  you  are  a merchant,  are  you  not,  as  well 
as  a cattle  importer  ? — Yes ; the  risk  is  so  great, 
that  we  import  them  upon  our  own  risk.  We 
could  not  carry  them  in  any  other  way. 

10620.  I understood  you  to  say,  with  respect 
to  Schleswig-Holstein,  that  last  year  was  the 
first  year  of  the  restrictions? — Yes,  I did  say  so, 
as  well  as  I can  recollect. 

10621.  Are  you  not  aware,  that  immediately 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1869,  the  whole 
of  Germany  was  scheduled,  and  all  the  German 
cattle  were  put  under  restrictions  ? — That  is  so 
far  back  that  I do  not  recollect  it ; we  were  all 
restricted  then. 

10622.  Are  you  not  aware,  that  some  countries 
were  scheduled  and  some  countries  were  not 
scheduled  ? — Yes. 

10623,  Do  you  know  that  Germany  was  a 
country  that  was  scheduled  ? — For  a time  it 


was. 

10624.  Are  you  not  aware,  that  up  to  la3t 
year,  there  had  been  a restriction  upon  Schleswig- 
Holstein  ever  since  the  passing  of  the  Act?— 
No;  the  Schleswig-Holstein  cattle  were  per- 
mitted to  come  up  to  the  London  market  always 
until  last  year. 

10625.  Up  to  what  London  market  ? — Up  to 
the  Metropolitan  Market.  _ t .. 

10626.  They  were  in  the  same  position  as  ai 
other  cattle  were,  were  they  not  ?— Yes. 

10627.  But  are  you  not  aware  that  Schleswig- 
Holstein  cattle  was  scheduled  in  the  same  way 
as  German  cattle  were  scheduled  ?— Yes. 

10628.  Then  last  year  was  not  the  first  7ea;r 
the  restrictions  ? — I am  speaking  more  par  ° 
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larlv  of  slaughter  at  the  waterside;  there  was  carcass  butchers;  that  is  to  say,  of  all  foreign  Mr.  A.  G. 
one  year,  two  years  ago  I think,  in  which  they  cattle,  Portuguese  as  well  as  others,  therefore  it  Robinson. 
were  slaughtered  at  the  waterside.  ' is  immaterial  to  us.  — — 

10629.  I understood  you  to  say,  that  last  year  10643.  I understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  20  June 
was  the  first  year  of  the  restrictions ; my  not  expect  much  increase  of  import  from  the  l8?3* 
Question  is  this:  are  you  not  aware,  that  instead  Continent,  except  from  Russia? — No. 
of  last  year  being  the  first  year  of  the  restric-  10644.  I suppose  there  is  a high  price  of  meat 
tions  with  regard  to  Schleswig-Holstein,  it  was  upon  the  Continent,  as  well  as  here,  now  ? — 
tbe  first  year  in  which  the  restrictions  were  taken  There  is. 

0ff? What  I meant  by  my  statement  was  (I  re-  10645.  With  regard  to  the  Russian  import,  do 

collect  I was  wrong  in  that),  that  last  year  they  you  think  it  would  be  at  all  safe  to  allow  Russian 
were  slaughtered  at  the  waterside,  but  the  animals  to  be  imported,  even  if  slaughtered  at  the 
previous  year  they  were  permitted  to  go  to  the  port  of  landing? — Take  Deptford,  for  instance; 
Metropolitan  Market,  and  they  were  slaughtered  I think  it  would  be  safe  to  bring  them  to  Dept- 
in  the  district ; there  were  two  years  when  they  ford  and  slaughter  them  immediately,  having 
were  slaughtered  at  the  waterside.  them  under  certain  restrictions.  I would  not 

10630.  Before  that  time  they  were  in  the  same  allow  the  public  to  go  indiscriminately  amongst 
position  as  all  cattle  from  all  scheduled  countries  ? them,  but  only  a certain  class. 

1_-Yes.  10646.  Are  you  aware  that  the  cattle  plague 

10631.  That  is  to  say,  the  cattle  went  to  the  is  always  more  or  less  prevalent  in  Russia  ? — It 
Islington  market  until  the  cordon  was  removed?  varies  ; Russia  is  a large  place  ; one  district  may 

Y<?s.  have  it  and  one  district  may  not. 

10632.  But  as  regards  the  restriction  of  their  10647.  But  notwithstanding  its  largeness,  it  is 
going  inland,  the  Schleswig-Holstein  cattle  were  very  difficult  for  us  to  be  sure  that  cattle  will  not 
restricted  until  last  year,  were  they  not.0 — Yes,  come  up  from  infected  districts,  is  it  not? — 
the  same  as  all  foreign  cattle.  Yes. 

10633.  Your  answer  gave  the  impression,  that  10648.  Notwithstanding  that,  you  still  think  it 
last  year  was  the  first  year  when  the  restriction  would  be  safe  to  import  them  ? — As  an  importer,  I 
was  "taken  off?  — What  I meant  by  restriction,  should  not  import  cattle  from  a place  where  there 
was  the  slaughter  at  the  actual  waterside,  but  I was  a risk  of  the  plague,  because  if  they  got  the 
was  wrong  there,  because  there  was  a year  pre-  cattle  plague  on  the  way,  I should  have  to  throw 
viously,  two  years  ago  I think,  when  the  animals  them  overboard,  and  I should  lose  them  ; no 
were  slaughtered  at  the  waterside.  cattle  importer  would  knowingly  bring  cattle  from 

10634.  Until  the  cordon  was  removed,  that  is  a place, where  they  had  been  in  contact  with  the 
to  say  until  the  market  was  completed,  all  cattle  cattle  plague,  or  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
from  scheduled  or  unscheduled  countries  came  to  of  it. 

the  Islington  market  relying  upon  the  cordon  ? — 10649.  Did  you  ever  import  cattle  from 

Yes,  that  was  so.  Russia  ? — I did  a few,  but  a very  few. 

10635.  Then  what  are  your  suggestions  now  10650.  Did  they  answer? — Yes,  they  left  a 
with  regard  to  the  trade  ? — I think  that  the  re-  freight.  Until  the.  cattle  plague  broke  out  there 
strictions  should  be  a fixed  one.  was  a prospect  of  a considerable  supply  from 

10636.  You  mean  to  say,  that  there  should  be  Russia ; we  could  organise  a large  supply  from 
a fixed  restriction  on  cattle  coming  from  abroad ; Russia. 

that  they  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  10651.  Supposing  we  were  to  allow  Russian 
embarkation?  — Yes,  I think  we  would  have  a cattle  to  come  in  to  be  slaughtered  at  Deptford, 
steadier  trade  taking  it  all  through,  even  with  have  you  any  idea  what  amount  of  fresh  Bupply 
our  Spanish  cattle,  if  they  were  slaughtered  at  we  could  get  into  the  port  of  London? — 1 could 
the  waterside.  not  form  any  idea  of  that : but  when  you  come  to 

10637.  You  would  prefer  that  ? — I would.  consider  that  we  import  40,000  or  50,000  casks  of 
10638.  Do  you  import  anywhere  except  into  tallow  from  Russia,  and  that  their  export,  I think, 

London? — Only  through  Southampton  some-  is  60,000  or  70,000,  it  must  take  a great  many 
times,  to  London ; not  to  any  other  port.  beasts  to  make  that,  and  the  principal  district  is 

10639.  You  do  not  import  for  the  large  inland  getting  within  reach  of  us  now  by  railway, 
towns  ? — No  ; we  import  to  Southampton,  and  10652.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  an  extrava- 
sometimes  sell  some  of  the  cattle  there,  and  bring  gant  estimate  to  suppose  we  could  get  in  1,000 
the  rest  of  the  cattle  up  to  London.  a week? — It  would. 

10640.  Is  that  the  way  with  the  importing  10653.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  an  extrava- 
trade  generally  ? — No.  gant  estimate  to  suppose  that  we  could  get  in 

10641.  You  are  by  yourself  in  that  matter? — 500  a week? — It  would  be  a long  time  before  we 
Yes,  I am.  could  get  that. 

10642.  As  a large  importer  of  Spanish  and  10654.  What  would  be  the  time  when  we 
Portuguese  cattle,  you  think  that  they  should  be  should  be  most  likely  to  receive  Russian  cattle  ? 
slaughtered  at  a waterside  market? — I think  if  — The  autumn  would  be  the  principal  time  for 
all  foreign  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  the  water-  the  grass-fed,  and  the  spring  for  stall-fed  cattle  ; 
side,  including  both  Spanish  and  Portuguese,  we  but  we  should  principally  get  them  in  the  au- 
should  do  quite  as  well  as  under  the  present  tumn. 

system,  because  now  the  markets  are  held  upon  10655.  If  they  came  by  sea  what  port  would 
the  same  days;  the  market  at  Islington  begins  at  they  come  from? — They  could  come  from  St.  1 e- 
four  or  five  in  the  morning,  and  at  nine  the  people  tersburg  or  from  Riga, 
leave  because  the  Deptford  market  begins  at  ten,  10656.  What  is  the  length  of  _the  voyage . 
and  it  sometimes  happens  that  a cargo  of  cattle  The  length  of  the  voyage  from  St.  I etersburg 
arrives  after  nine,  and  there  is  nobody  there  ; the  is  from  six  or  seven  days,  and  from  Riga  it  is 
principal  buyers  are  not  there.  The  principal  from  five  to  six.  . . 

buyers  of  foreign  cattle  are  the  large  wholesale  10657.  Where  did  those  animals  that  you  mi- 
0.58.  3 Iv  Ported 
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ported  come  from  ? — A few  came  from  Riga,  and 
the  rest  from  Cronstadt. 

10658.  Would  it  be  likely  that  any  would 
come  from  Odessa? — No, it  is  too  long  a voyage. 

10659.  You  have  stated  that  you  have  tried 
the  dead-meat  trade  ; did  you  try  it  on  your  own 
account,  or  as  a carrier  ? — Merely  .as  a carrier. 

10660.  Was  that  in  the  summer? — No,  it  was 
not  until  after  July. 

10661.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  cargo 
of  3,000  carcasses  of  mutton  which  was  landed 
at  the  Dublin  Steam  Company’s  wharf  in  1867  ? 
— No,  I do  not. 

10662.  Where  did  you  import  dead  meat  from  ? 
— We  carried  it  from  Holland ; principally  from 
Rotterdam. 

10663.  Mr.  Barclay.']  What  was  the  length  of 
the  voyage  ? — Twenty- four  hours. 


10676.  What  quantity  do  vou  hrinr,  ,1 
trade  ?— W e bring  a largo  proportion  8 ^ 4,1 
10677.  blow  many  ships  have  you  in  the  trad, > 
— W e run  four  a week.  ue- 

10678.  Do  yon  find  the  arrangements 
Deptford  Market  to  be  what  you  would  ej;£ 
good  now  ?— I have  had  no  experience  of  Dent 
(ord  Market;  there  is  a complaint  of  the  wmtS 
ventilation  there.  01 

10679.  You  bring  up  no  cattle  to  the  Dentfori 
Market  because  yon  tfo  not  deal  with  the  sob. 
du  ed  countries  at  all  ?_No ; but  they  complah 
of  the  want  of  room  there.  1 

10680.  Therefore,  if  there  is  an  advantage  in 
the  non-schcduled  cattle  over  the  scheduled  von 
get  it  at  this  moment  ? — W e get  it  at5  thin 
moment. 


10681.  Mr.  JJodson.']  I understand  von 

tn+O  flint  -ir.Jtlr  xl.  „ x_.  . .1  !•  4 . 


to 


10664.  Chairman.  I Do  your  ships  all  run  up  ’ Jith  xffani  .*?  the  traf e from  foreign 

to  Deptford  now? — Our  cattle  which  we  bring  5j.Yi.UC^  are  ^mi^ed  without 

now,  are  landed  at  Thames  Haven,  and  they 
come  up  to  the  Metropolitan  Market. 

10665.  From  where? — From  Holland  and 


from  Oporto ; there  are  so  few  coming  from  Ger- 
many now,  that  we  are  not  running  there. 


being  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing  have  an 
advantage  over  those  which  must  be  slaughtered 
at  the  ports  ?— At  present  they  have,  to  a°certain 
extent. 


10b82.  But  if  the  cattle  from  all  foreign 
tv  , . , . . , , countries  were  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports 

10666.  Do  you  think  that  if,  instead  of  being  there  would  be  no  disadvantage  to  the  foreign 
allowed  to  land  your  Oporto  cattle  and  your  trade  ?— I think  not.  8 

Dutch  cattle  at  Thames  Haven,  yon  were  obliged  10683.  It  would  put  the  different  foreign 
to  bring  them  up  to  Deptford  Market,  that  would  countries  from  which  we  import  cattle,  of  courte 
m the  slightest  degree  dimmish  the  number  you  upon  the  same  footing,  would  it  not  P— Yes  ’ 

brought  over  ?— If  no  other.. imported  cattle  were  10684.  But  would  it  not  be  a disadvantage  to’ 

the  foreign  trade  in  competition  with  the  home 
trade  ? — I think  not,  because  the  bulk  of  the 
supply  of  cattle  from  abroad  come  to  London, 
and  are  consumed  in  London,  and  I believe,  my- 
seff,  that,  if  you  were  to  bring  up  two  hundred 
animals  in  a ship,  and  land  a hundred  of  them  at 
Thames  Haven,  which  we  do  now,  and  quaran- 
tine them,  and  rail  them  down  to  the  market, 
and  take  them  out  of  the  market  and  drive  them 
to  the  slaughterhouses  and  slaughter  them,  and 
bring  the  other  hundred  up  to  Deptford,  and  land 
them  there,  and  take  them  into  the  slaughter- 
houses, there  would  be  a considerable  advantage 
in  the  weight  of  meat  in  favour  of  Deptford  over 
the  other  plan. 


taken  to  Deptford,  it  would ; but  if  all  foreign 
cattle  indiscriminately  were  sent  to  Deptford,  I 
think  it  would  not. 

10667.  Did  those  imported  cattle  that  came  in 
include  Dutch  cattle,  Spanish,  Portuguese, 
Schleswig-Holstein,  Swedish,  and  Danish? — 
Yes. 

10668.  I suppose  there  is  not  much  import 
from  Sweden  and  Denmark  at  present  ? — There 
is  about  an  average  of  400  or  500  a week,  or 
perhaps  not  quite  so  much  now. 

10669.  Are  you  engaged  in  that  trade  now  ? — 
No ; there  are  about  200  to  300  coming  from 
Gottenburg ; and  there  is  a cargo  every  fortnight 
coming  from  Alborg,  and  a few  from  Copen- 
hagen. 


v xi  • i -x  n . 10685.  I suppose  it  is  a great  advantage  in  the 

10670.  You  tlunk  it  would  not  decrease  the  trade  to  have  certainty  ?— Yes,  it  is  the  nn- 
foreign  impart  if  all  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  certainty  of  the  trade  ivhiok  does  the  harm; 
the  water-side < — I do  not  thmk  it  would;  the  ’ 

Dutch  cattle  are  now  permitted  to  come  free,  but 


if  there  is  one  found  affected  in  a cargo,  they  are 
all  slaughtered,  and  that  is  a very  serious  mat- 
ter. 

10671.  This  opinion  you  have  given  is  not 
the  opinion  of  your  brother  importers,  but  it  is 
an  opinion  which  you  have  formed  after  a long 
experience  in  the  trade?— Yes,  it  is  my  opinion. 

10672.  What  number  do  you  bring  of  Spanish 
and  Portuguese  cattle  per  year  to  London  ?— It 
is  not  very  large;  we  do  not  bring  any  from 
Spain ; the  whole  export  from  Oporto  in  1868 
was  8,571;  in  1869  it  was  10,761;  in  1870 
16,880;  in  1871,  20,397;  in  1872,  15,622;  and 
in  1873,  up  to  the  end  of  April,  5,171. 

10673.  Is  the  import  from  Spain  larger  than 
from  Portugal?— No;  I think  it  has  been  less 
latterly. 

10674.  What  proportion  of  the  Portuguese 

cattle,  in  very  rough  figures,  do  you  import  ? 

I should  think  a third  or  a fourth  of  it. 

10675. _ As  regards  the  Dutch  trade,  you  are 
only  carriers  there? — Yes,  only  carriers. 


there  is  no  knowing  from  day  to  day  whether  a 
country  will  he  scheduled  or  unscheduled.  If 
disease  breaks  out  in  Holland,  for  instance,  the 
Privy  Council  would  schedule  it  to-morrow. 

10686.  Chairman.]  That  is  to  say,  if  the  cattle 
plague  broke  out?— Yes;  they  have  the  power 
to  doit;  the  Act  of  Parliament  gives  them  the 
power. 

10687.  No  country  has  been  scheduled  for 
anything  but  cattle  plague,  has  it?— No,  it  has 
not,  except  for  sheep-pox. 

10688.  Mr.  Dodson .]  Do  you  import  sheep  at 
all? — No,  we  do  not. 

10689.  Is  the  supply  of  animals  from  the 
Peninsula  likely  to  decrease? — I do  not  think  it 
will  decrease,  nor  do  I think  it  will  increase 
much ; the  system  of  feeding  them  there  is  so 
peculiar ; they  are  all  fed  by  the  small  peasants 
in  pairs ; they  do  not  keep  more  than  two  pairs 
of  oxen  at  the  outside  ; they  work  them  and  then 
they  fatten  them ; they  live  in  the  houses  with 
them,  and  under  the  same  roof. 

10690.  Your  importations  are  principally  from 
Portugal,  are  they  not? — Yes,  they  are. 

10691.  Do 
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politan  Market,  or  perhaps  he  has  to  come  to 
Deptford  for  tliem  ?— Yes. 

10749-  Anri  you  believe  that  it  would  be  more 
advantageous  if  the  carcass  butcher  had  always 
to  come  down  to  Deptford  for  the  animals  t — 
yes ; the  carcass  butcher  would  know  his  trade 
better,  and  could  make  his  arrangements  better 
than  he  does  now.  ...  ... 

10750.  In  the  meantime,  it  is  a matter  of  cal- 
culation and  judgment  with  him  whether  he  shall 
do  better  by  going  to  the  Metropolitan  Market 
or  to  Deptford?— He  may  be  up  at  the  Metro- 
politan Market,  and  as  he  has  thought  the  prices 
too  dear,  he  may  have  gone  to  the  Deptford 
Market,  and  have  had  to  pay  more  for  them,  or 
vice  versd,  in  the  Metropolitan  Market,  particu- 
larly when  there  are  country  people  up  to  buy ; 
the  prices  are  better  there,  because  a butcher  be- 
lieves that  the  countryman  gives  a better  price 
when  he  comes  up. 

10751.  When  the  carcass  butcher  thinks  he 
cau  buy  better  at  the  Metropolitan  Market  than 
he  can  do  at  Deptford,  which  he  can  do  except 
when  there  are  country  buyers,  and  he  fills  his 
hand  -with  metropolitan  cattle,  he  does  not  go  to 
Deptford  ? — That  is  so. 

10752.  Then  there  are  fewer  buyers  at  Dept- 
ford in  consequence,  and  the  importers  are  dis- 
appointed ? — Yes. 

10753.  Upon  the  other  hand,  when  a lot  of 
foreign  cattle  comes  into  the  country,  a large 
number  of  carcass  butchers  go  to  Deptford  ? — 
Yes. 

10754.  That  is  to  say,  the  consequence  is  that 
the  trade  is  much  more  unsteady  than  it  ought  to 
be  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

10755.  You  think  that,  under  these  circum- 
stances, if  all  foreign  cattle  were  ordered  to  the 
Deptford  Market,  and  the  butchers  knew  that 
they  could  get  all  the  foreign  cattle  there  at  one 
place,  that  would  be,  upon  the  whole,  more  satis- 
factory to  the  importer  and  consumer  ? — I think 
so.  The  principal  buyers  of  our  Portuguese 
cattle , which  have  never  been  scheduled,  and 
have  always  been  allowed  to  go  free,  are  carcass 
butchers. 

10756.  The  same  carcass  butcher  might  buy 
so  many  of  your  cattle  in  the  Metropolitan 
Market  early  in  the  morning,  and  afterwards  go 
to  Deptford  and  complete  the  supply  ? — Yes, 
they  do  that  constantly. 

10757.  Whereas,  if  all  the  foreign  cattle  were 
sent  to  Deptford,  he  would  be  saved  the  trouble 
of  going  to  two  markets  ? — Yes. 

10758.  Are  there  complete  arrangements  for 
slaughter  at  Thames  Haven? — There  are  ar- 
rangements for  slaughter  at  Thames  Haven,  but 
not  for  a large  number ; the  arrangements  are 
very  defective,  and  we  have  to  send  men  down 
from  here,  and  there  are  very  defective  arrange- 
ments in  getting  the  meat  off ; the  slaughter  of 
animals  at  Thames  Haven  is  a heavy  loss. 

10759.  Does  it  sometimes  happen  that  you 
have  to  slaughter  a whole  cargo  at  Thames 
Haven  ? — Yes,  but  not  often. 

10760.  It  occasionally  happens,  does  it  not? — 
Yes,  but  not  in  a large  cargo ; we  would  not 
slaughter  there,  in  any  case,  because  the  Privy 
Council  would  allow  us  to  send  the  animals 
which  were  not  diseased  up  to  Deptford,  and  that 
has  been  the  practice  lately  since  the  Deptford 
Market  was  opened.  Instead  of  slaughtering 
them  at  Thames  Haven,  they  only  slaughter  the 


diseased  ones,  and  send  the  sound  ones  up  to 
Deptford . 

10761.  How  are  they  sent  up? — By  sending 
the  vessel  back  with  them.  I sent  a vessel  the 
other  day  for  them. 

10762.  That  must  involve  considerable  ex- 
pense ? — Yes,  it  does. 

10763.  The  slaughter  at  Thames  Haven  being 
only  occasional,  you  have  to  make  special  ar- 
rangements for  it,  have  you  not? — Yes,  we 
should  have  to  send  men  down  specially,  and  the 
arrangements  are  very  bad,  naturally,  because 
they  do  not  expect  to  have  to  do  it,  and  we  find 
it  better  to  remove  them  alive  to  Deptford. 

10764.  What  do  you  count  the  loss  per  head 
upon  animals  which  have  to  be  slaughtered  at 
Thames  Haven  ? — T should  think  2 1.  per  head. 

10765.  You  would  be  satisfied  if  you  got  off 
with  a loss  of  2 l.  per  head  ? — Yes. 

10766.  That  is  a very  great  stimulus  to  you  to 
be  very  vigilant  in  getting  only  healthy  animals 
on  boai’d  your  ships,  is  it  not? — We  endeavour 
to  avoid  getting  unhealthy  ones,  but  with  regard 
to  sheep,  it  is  impossible  to  detect  them  upon  the 
other  side  ; in  fact,  anywhere. 

10767.  Mr.  Dent]  With  regard  to  the  Portu- 
guese trade  according  to  your  account,  the  trade 
was  a steadily  increasing  one  until  1871  ? — Yes, 
it  was. 

10768.  Then  it  fell  off  suddenly  in  1872,  did 
it  not  ? — Yes. 

10769.  Was  there  any  particular  reason  for 
that  ? — The  high  prices  there,  and  not  a corre- 
sponding price  here. 

10770.  Was  there  any  particular  reason  to 
cause  the  increased  price  there,  because  it 
appears  from  your  account  to  have  steadily 
increased  for  some  years? — No,  I cannot  weil 
account  for  it ; it  is  difficult  to  account  for  it. 
When  you  get  the  price  up  there,  the  price  would 
be  down  here. 

10771.  The  price  of  meat  did  not  go  down? — 
The  price  of  meat  has  not  increased  a great  deal. 
It  is  a curious  fact  that  in  May  1869,  the  pro- 
ceeds here  in  London  per  hundred  weight,  I am 
now  taking  the  shipping  weight,  was  35  s.  2 d. 
In  November  1870  there  was  exactly  the  same 
price,  and  in  November  1871,  it  was  38  s.  7 d. ; 
in  October  1872,  it  was  35  s.  8 d.,  and  now  it  is 
rapidly  increasing ; it  had  gone  up  in  February 
1873  to  38  s.  6 d.,  39  s.  4 d.,  41  s.  4 d.,  42  s.  4 d., 
and  43  s.  lid.;  but  previously  to  that  the  rise 
was  not  much.  In  February  1861  the  price 
was  34  s.  8 d.,  and  in  February  1867,  it  was 
35  s.  7 d. 

10772.  You  have  not  found  your  butcher 
reduce  his  price, ' have  you  ? — The  price  varies 
very  much  if  I buy  in  Leadenhall  Market  or  if 
I buy  in  the  West  End. 

10773.  But  if  you  have  bought  from  a retail 
butcher  you  have  found  no  diminution,  but  a 
steady  increase? — Theprice  of  meathas  increased. 
When  we  commenced  the  trade  with  Holland,  I 
recollect  I went  over  to  Friesland ; the  market 
day  that  I was  there  the  value  of  good  Dutch 
cows  was  equal  to  3 d.  per  pound  dead,  and  a 
gentleman  who  made  up  a large  quantity  of  meat 
for  the  Dutch  East  India  Company,  came  into,  the 
hotel  where  I was  dining,  and  said,  “ I have  just 
bought  a lot  of  cattle  which  will  stand  us  in  3 d. 
a pound.” 

10774.  Chairman.]  When  was  that?— About 
1847  or  1848.  o 

10775.  What  is  the  worth  now  ? — The  same 
3 k 3 animal 
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animal  would  be  worth  8 d.  a pound  now  in 
Holland. 

10776.  Mr.  Dent.]  But  the  price  of  beef  in 
England  has  almost  increased  in  an  equal  amount, 
has  it  not? — Yes ; but  the  value  of  land  in  Hol- 
land has  gone  up  in  proportion  to  what  it  has  in 
this  country ; that  is  to  say,  the  rents. 

10777.  You  cannot  account  for  that  sudden 
drop  of  about  5,000  in  the  Portuguese  trade  in 
1872,  after  it  had  been  a steadily  increasing  trade 
for  the  last  five  years  ? — I would  account  for  it 
in  this  way,  to  a certain  extent : There  are  a large 
number  of  steamers  calling  at  Lisbon  now  for 
passengers.  All  the  Brazil  and  South  American 
steamers,  which  carry  a large  number  of  pas- 
sengers, get  their  meat  there,  and  there  is  a con- 
siderable trade  since  the  railway  opened  between 


Oporto  and  Lisbon,  and  there  is  a laree  mum+n 
of  cattle  taken  from  Oporto  to  Lisbon°  the 
gets  up,  and  it  does  not  go  down  rapidly  enE 
to  induce  parties  to  buy  and  they  remain  “u 
hand  ; and  particularly  with  those  small  farmers 
when  they  are  tempted  with  high  prices,  bavin* 
sold  one  pair,  they  hold  on  to  the  others.  0 
10778.  Chairman  ] You  spoke  of  the  heavy 
loss  from  the  slaughter  of  a cargo  in  which  there 
is  any  animal  diseased  at  Thames  Haven  m! 
does  not  the  fear  of  that  loss  induce  you  to  make 
it  a habit  to  send  the  animals  to  Deptford  ?— 
While  the  Metropolitan  Market  is  open  we  me 
fer  sending  them  there,  because  there  is  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  buyers  to  be  depended  upon 


Mr.  George  Andrew  Lepfer,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


Mr.  10779.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  are  aVeterinary 
G.A.Lepper.  Surgeon  at  Aylesbury,  I believe? — Yes,  I am. 

10780.  Have  you  had  considerable  experience 
in  cattle  diseases  ? — I have. 

10781.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  par- 
ticulars of  the  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  the  district  of  Aylesbury  in  the  year  1869  ? — 
Yes,  I can. 

10782.  Had  your  county  been  previously  free 
for  some  months? — Yes,  for  some  considerable 
time  before  then. 

10783.  The  foot  and  mouth  disease  broke  out 
in  1869;  will  you  tell  the  Committee  when  and 
how  it  broke  out? — I saw  some  foreign  sheep 
and  oxen  in  the  neighbourhood,  which  came  from 
the  London  market.  I saw  that  they  had  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease ; but  the  sheep  I noticed 
more  particularly,  and  in  a very  few  days  after- 
wards we  had  it  spread  very  much  in  the  district 
where  the  animals  were  lying. 

10784.  You  consider  that  those  foreign  sheep 
and  cattle  conveyed  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
into  the  country?— I have  no  doubt  whatever 
that  they  did. 

10785.  Did  the  disease  spread  rapidly  in  the 
district  ? — Yes,  it  spread  very  rapidly  indeed 
after  that. 

10786.  Was  it  of  a very  virulent  type  ? — Yes; 
more  so  than  I ever  knew  it  before,  and  it  has 
continued  so  up  to  the  present  time. 

10787.  Are  you  now  free  from  it? — Yes,  we 
are. 


10788.  Have  you  had  great  losses  amongst  the 
dairy  cows  ? — In  most  of  the  dairies  we  have  had 
very  great  losses. 

10789.  Do  you  consider  this  last  outbreak  of 
aVnf  ™ a&  virulent  ?— Yes,  very  much  so. 

• Aii  *iave  y°u  had  much  pleuro-pneumonia 
m ■ — Not  a very  great  deal,  lately. 

10791.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  with 
reference  to  how  we  ought  to  treat  pleuro-pneu- 
moma  ?— I think  you  cannot  kill  the  diseased 
annuals  too  soon,  and  I isolate  the  remainder. 

10792.  Would  you  advise  compulsory  slaughter 
of  animals,  and  compensation  given  to  the  owner 
to  get  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia? — No;  it  can  be 
done  without  that.  I would  not  slaughter  healthy 
animals;  but  I would  slaughter  the  diseased 
animals  immediately  they  showed  symptoms  of 
the  disease,  and  I would  isolate  the  others. 

10793.  Have  you  any  opinion  to  offer  with 
reference  to  inoculation  ?— I have  not ; I have 


never  seen  it  tried.  But  you  cannot  produce  the 
disease  as  you  do  small-pox,  &c.  &c. 

10794.  You  would  slaughter  the  unhealthy 
animals,  and  isolate  the  rest  of  the  herd  ?— -Yes  • 
we  have  a Mutual  Association  in  our  district,  to 
which  I am  the  veterinary  surgeon,  and  that  is 
the  treatment  which  we  pursue ; and  we  find  it 
answer  exceedingly  well. 

10795..  You  do  not  think  there  is  any  neces- 
sity to  kill  all  the  herd  ? — No,  I am  sure  there  is 
not,  if  there  is  strict  isolation. 

10796.  For  how  long  a time  ?— I would  make 
them  use  disinfectants  in  a cowhouse,  and  clear 
it  out  well ; and  I would  not  put  an  animal  in 
the  cowhouse  again  for  two  months. 

10797,  Have  you  seen  anything  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  foreign  sheep  in  the  Islington 
Market  ?—  Yes,  I have. 

10798.  When  was  that?  — That  was  some 
little  time  ago  now.  I have  seen  them  there 
several  times,  but  I was  sent  doivn  professionally 
to  examine  some  sheep  which  a gentleman  bought 
there ; he  was  going  to  remove  them  into  the 
country,,  and  I found  that  they  had  foot  and 
mouth  disease  upon  them  at  the  time.  He  bought 
27,  and  25  of  them  had  the  disease  upon  them. 

10799.  Could  you  tell  the  Committee  when 
that  was? — Twenty-fifth  October  1869. 

10800.  Was  it  before  or  after  the  outbreak 
which  you  had  at  Aylesbury  ? — It  was  after 
then. 

10801.  Those  sheep  had  passed  the  examina- 
tion of  the  inspector,  had  they  not? — Yes;  and 
the  man  had  his  orders  to  take  them  anywhere  he 
chose. 

1 0802.  And  you  were  telegraphed  for  to  come 
and  see  those  cattle,  were  you  not? — I was  spe 
cially  telegraphed  for. 

10803.  Why  was  that ; were  they  of  opinion 
that  they  were  sending  diseased  animals  into  the 
country  ?— .They  were  constantly  being  sent,  and 
the  man  thought  he  would  have  some  opinion 
before  they  left  the  market;  they  were  kept 
there  for  me  to  see. 

10804.  And  after  those  animals  were  passed 
by  tlie  inspector,  you  found  that  25  out  of  27 
had  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  I did.  They 
were  passed  the  same  day  I saw  them. 

1 0805 . Chairman.]  Y ou  cannot  give  the  Com- 
mittee the  date  of  that  ? — October  25th,  after  we 
had  that  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
Aylesbury. 

10806.  Was 
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10691-  Do  you  import  from  Spain  at  all  ? — No, 
r,-e  have  not  (lone  so  lately. 

10692.  You  (lo  not  get  Spanish  cattle  through 
Portugal  ?— No,  we  do  not. 

10693.  Now,  if  Russian  cattle  were  allowed  to 
be  imported  and  slaughtered  at  Deptford,  or  at 
any  other  ports,  what  precautions  would  you  con- 
sider would  be  necessary  for  the  prevention  of 
the  introduction  of  the  cattle  plague  into  the 
country  ?■ — I would  have  the  place  quite  isolated, 
and  disinfect  the  people  who  frequent  it. 

10694.  When  you  say  that  you  would  have 
the  Russian  cattle  quite  isolated,  do  you  mean 
isolated  from  other  foreign  cattle  ? — Yes. 

10695.  In  fact,  there  must  be  two  markets,  one 
for  the  Russian  and  the  other  for  other  foreign 
cattle? — Yes;  at  Deptford  the  thing  is  done, 
and  could  be  done  to-morrow.  There  would  be 
little  or  no  disadvantage  in  slaughtering  an 
animal  at  the  water-side  immediately  upon  its 
landing,  because,  as  a rule,  all  fat  cattle  that 
come  to  the  market  upon  the  Monday  are  slaugh- 
tered within  the  week ; they  are  not  kept  over ; 
there  is  a great  waste  in  holding  animals  over  ; 
and  in  London  they  get  foot  and  mouth  disease 
directly. 

10696.  Then  the  persons  who  slaughtered  and 
had  to  do  with  the  Russian  cattle  would  have  to 
be  disinfected  as  they  come  out? — Yes. 

10697.  Would  not  that  be  an  expensive  or 
troublesome  process  ? — No ; the  number  of  people 
connected  with  them  might  be  very  small. 

10693.  The  restrictions  which  would  have  to 
be  put  upon  Russian  cattle  would  not  be  such, 
in  your  opinion,  as  materially  to  add  to  the  price 
of  them,  would  they? — No. 

10699.  Could  Russian  cattle  be  imported  now 
upon  terms  as  favourable  as  cattle  from  the 
Peninsida?  — They  could  be  imported  more 
cheaply,  a good  deal,  I think.  I have  not  in- 
quired the  price  lately,  but  I fancy  they  could 
be  imported  considerably  cheaper. 

10700.  The  distance  they  would  have  to  come 
would  be  about  the  same,  would  it  not  ? — The 
Russian  cattle  would  have  farther  to  come,  but 
the  journey  would  not  be  so  bad  ; there  is  more 
shelter  for  them,  and,  in  bad  weather,  they  would 
not  be  suffering  so  much ; for  instance,  if  a gale 
of  wind  sprang  up,  they  would  get  into  port,  or 
get  into  shelter ; it  is  from  bad  weather  that  we 
jbse  the  cattle,  and  the  losses  from  Spain  and 
Portugal  at  times  are  very  heavy  indeed. 

10701.  Do  your  importations  from  Portugal  go 
on  all  the  year  through? — Yes;  all  the  year 
through,  but  more  particularly  in  the  spring.  As 
soon  aa  the  grass-fed  cattle  come  into  market 
£jj!s  ^en  ^e  Portuguese  and  Spanish  import 

10702.  I think  you  have  stated  that  you 
™ve  Sported  dead  meat  from  Holland?  — 
We  have  carried  it;  we  do  now  in  the  winter 
season. 

10703.  Could  dead  meat  be  brought  with  ad- 
vantage from  any  great  distance? — The  dead 
meat  could  be  brought  from  Hamburgh,  I think, 
that  is  the  furthest. 

10704.  How  far  is  that  ? — It  is  about  a 36 
hours  journey. 

10705.  That  is  the  extreme  distance  at  which 
the  dead  trade  could  be  carried  on 
1 advantage? — Yes,  it  would  not  do  where 

1 /v?n^°e  was  l°n"er  than  36  hours. 

rpet.'S'  ^r'  Pe^.]  Do  you  know  what  internal 
frictions  there  are  in  Russia  with  regard  to 


the  movement  of  cattle  ? — I fancy  that  there  are 
none  ; I am  not  aware  of  any. 

10707.  The  effect  of  our  opening  a cattle  trade 
with  Russia  would  be  to  drive  cattle  towards  the 
port  they  were  going  to  be  exported  from,  would 
it  not? — Yes,  it  would. 

10708.  The  railroad  communication  in  Russia 
covers,  does  it  not,  a great  deal  of  country  ? — Yes, 
from  north  to  south,  and  they  are  making  branch 
lines  which  will  intersect  the  country  in  a few 
years  to  all  the  centres  of  production. 

10709.  I understand  you  to  state  that  the 
price  of  cattle  in  Russia  is  low,  compared  to  that 
in  other  parts  of  Europe  ? — It  is  so. 

10710.  Then  it  would  rise,  probably,  if  Eng- 
land became  a buying  country  ? — Naturally  it 
would. 

10711.  And  there  would  be,  with  this  railroad 
communication,  a flow  towards  the  ports  from  dis- 
tant parts  of  the  country  ? — Yes. 

10712.  Would  there  not  be  a great  probability, 
if  the  restrictions  in  the  interior  of  Russia  are  im- 
perfect, or  do  not  exist  at  all,  of  animals  coming 
out  of  some  rinderpest  district  towards  the  port  ? 
— Yes,  there  would  be  that  risk. 

10713.  I think  you  stated  that  arrangements 
could  be  made  in  England  avowedly  for  receiving 
those  rinderpest  animals,  and  killing  them  here  ? 
— Yes. 

10714.  And  selling  the  meat  even  of  rinder- 
pest animals  ? — If  they  were  actually  suffering 
from  rinderpest,  I do  not  think  I would  sell  the 
meat,  because  I do  not  think  it  would  be  fit  for 
consumption. 

10715.  But  in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  disease 
I think  I remember  reading  that,  in  1866,  when 
the  disease  was  here,  it  was  stated  that  rinderpest 
meat  could  not  be  distinguished  from  other  meat? 
— Perhaps  in  the  very  early  stages  that  might  be 
so,  but  I should  think  that  the  disease  would 
develope  itself  previously  to  the  arrival  of  the 
animals  here,  as  a rule. 

80716.  But  there  would  he  some  of  the  meat 
which  you  would  say  would  be  dangerous,  and 
might  convey  the  disease  into  the  country,  which 
was  slaughtered  at  and  sold  from  Deptford  ? — 
I should  doubt  that  any  meat  which  would  be 
allowed  to  be  sold  would  convey  cattle  plague. 

10717.  You  contemplate  a selection  being 
made  of  the  meat,  do  you  not  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

10718.  Now,  you  stated  that  the  uncertainty 
with  respect  to  the  regulations  in  England 
checked  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  gene- 
rally ? — Y es ; we  do  not  know  where  we  shall 
have  to  take  the  cattle  to,  in  fact,  because  if  they 
show  any  symptoms  of  disease,  we  have  to  take 
them  to  one  place,  and  if  they  do  not  they  are 
allowed  to  °;o  free. 

10719.  That  is  to  say,  a vessel  may  put  out 
from  a port  with  an  idea  that  she  has  got  a sound 
cargo,  and  that  they  will  be  treated  in  one  par- 
ticular way  when  they  arrive  in  England ; but  in 
consequence  of  some  outbreak  or  disease  on 
board,  even  the  destination  of  the  vessel  may  be 
altered,  and  the  treatment  of  the  vessel  certainly 
so  ?— Certainly. 

10720.  Can  you  tell  me  at  all,  as  the  result  of 
your  own  experience,  what  per-eentage  of  vessels 
there  have  been  with  diseased  stock  on  board 
which  has  caused  the  slaughter  of  the  animals, 
the  vessel  having  apparently  started  with  a sound 
cargo  ? — I cannot  tell  you  the  per-centage  ; it  is 
very  small. 

10721.  It  does  not  frequently  happen  that  they 
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have  an  outbreak  of  disease,  then,  which  neces- 
sitates that  slaughter  ? — No. 

10722.  Then,  if  it  does  not  frequently  happen, 
do  you  think  that  the  cattle  imported  are  affected 
by  the  slight  chance  which  there  is  of  the  animals 
being  affected  with  disease  ? — When  they  do  get 
caught  they  suffer  severely.  If  a cargo  of  ani- 
mals is  stopped  at  Harwich,  the  loss  upon  them 
is  something  serious,  and  the  profit  upon  the  im- 
port of  foreign  stock  is  very  small  indeed  ; it  is 
a very  bare  trade. 

10723.  Your  impression  as  a trader  is,  that  you 
would  rather  trade  under  the  certainty  of  having 
the  animals  killed,  than  under  the  uncertainty  of. 
not  knowing  what  to  do  with  them?— I think  so. 

10724.  With  regard  to  the  Spanish  cattle  trade, 
you  stated  that  you  did  not  think  there  would  be 
much  decline  in  the  importation  into  England  ? 
— No. 

10725.  Owing  partly  to  the  habits  of  the 
people  and  the  way  in  which  they  treat  their 
cattle  ? — Yes. 

10726.  Is  it  not  also  owing  to  the  fact  that  the 
population  of  Germany  does  not  increase  at  all  ? 
— I am  not  aware  of  that. 

10727.  Mr.  Callan.J  You  recommend  that  all 
foreign  cattle  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port 
of  debarkation  ? — I think  it  would  be  a better 
system  than  the  present  one  of  scheduling  one 
country  and  not  scheduling  another. 

10728.  If  that  recommendation  is  not  carried 
out,  would  you  not  recommend  that  countries 
should  be  scheduled  for  pleuro-pneumonia  as 
well  as  for  cattle  plague? — I think  there  is  quite 
as  much  risk  of  pleuro-pneumonia  to  home  stock 
as  there  is  from  cattle  plague.  Pleuro-pneu- 
monia  is  a disease  which  you  cannot  discover  for 
some  considerable  time. 

10729.  Then  you  would  add  your  recommen- 
dation to  Mr.  Verdori,  that  countries  should  be 
scheduled  for  pleuro-pneumonia?  — I think  I 
would.  The  foreign  supply  of  cattle  is  so  small 
as  compared  with  the  home  supply,  that  the 
difference,  if  any,  between  what  the  trade  would 
suffer  from  having  a country  scheduled  or  not 
scheduled  is  very  small.  Last  year,  Holland 
was  unscheduled,  and  in  all  my  experience  of 
Holland  we  never  had  less  cattle,  and  we  had 
more  from  Schleswig-Holstein  when  they  were 
slaughtered  at  the  waterside,  than  we  had  when 
they  c«ame  free  ; we  had  less  from  Holland,  and 
more  from  Schleswig-Holstein. 

10730.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Do  you  know  what 
success  has  attended  the  efforts  of  the  Dutch 
Government  to  stamp  out  pleuro-pneumonia? — 
They  have  not  succeeded. 

10731.  They  may  not  have  succeeded,  but 
have  they  made  any  considerable  impression 
upon  it  in  the  way  of  reducing  it?  — It  is  since 
the  cattle  have  been  turned  out  of  the  stalls 
into  the  fields  that  the  disease  has  increased 
materially ; the  Dutch  cattle  are  stalled  from 
November  to  May,  and  they  are  then  turned  out 
into  the  fields  from  May  to  November,  and  since 
the  month  of  May,  I think  it  has  produced  a 
material  increase  in  the  disease,  but  I cannot 
s^eak  definitely  upon  that  subject;  the  Privy 
Council  know  better  about  that,  because  they 
have  the  official  returns;  the  Dutch  Govern- 
ment are  very  particular  in  publishing  the 
returns,  and  I think  they  may  be  relied  upon. 

10732.  Do  you  know  the  cattle  trade  of  Russia 
from  your  own  knowledge?  — I do  not  know 
much  about  it. 


. 10.733-  H is  only  by  hearsay  ?-We  know  fi0m 
inquiries  which  we  have  made,  that  they  could 
send  us  a good  many  cattle.  J a 

10734.  You  spoke  about  stall-feeding  in 
Russia;  are  you  aware  whether  there  is°anv 
thing  of  what  is  called  stall-fattening  in  Russia^ 
—Yes  there  is  some;  they  fatten  the  cattle  in 
the  Baltic  provinces ; but  the  main  cattle  from 
Russia  are  grazed. 


10735.  Would  you  expect  to  get  the  cattle 
from  the  Baltic  provinces,  or  from  the  southern 
provinces,  coining  up  to  Riga  by  rail  ?— In  the 
spring  they  would  come  from  the  Baltic  pro- 
vinces ; in  the  autumn  they  would  come  from  the 
south. 

10736.  Would  they  be  fat  cattle  which  you 
would  get  in  the  spring  ? — Yes.  J 

10737.  The  navigation  is  only  open  to  St. 
Petersburg  from  the  1st  of  June  to  the  end  of 
October,  I believe  ? — The  navigation  is  open 
from  the  middle  of  May  to  the  end  of  October ; 
but  Revel,  which  is  a Baltic  port,  and  Riga  are 
open  all  the  year  round. 

10738.  Is  there  a considerable  risk  in  bringing 
cattle  to  London  during  the  -winter?  — Yes 
there  is. 

10739.  The  -weather  is  quite  as  hazardous 
during  the  montli  of  October  as  the  Spanish 
voyage,  is  it  not  ? — Yes,  it  is. 

10740.  Of  course,  if  you  were  to  import  cattle 
from  Russia,  you  would  be  exceedingly  particular 
that  you  should  not  get  animals  affected  with 
cattle  plague,  I daresay  ?— If  I was  an  importer 
I should,  because  I should  otherwise  lose  them 
before  I got  here. 

10741.  The  cattle  plague  would  almost  in- 
variably break  out  before  they  arrived  in  this 
country,  -would  it  not  ? — I think  it  would. 

10742.  You  would  suppose  that  the  Privy 
Council  would  deal  very  severely  with  those 
cattle  ? — We  would  have  to  deal  with  them  our- 
selves, by  throwing  them  overboard;  they  die 
very  quickly  when  cattle  plague  developes 
itself. 

10743.  Are  you  aware  how  the  Privy  Council 
dealt  with  a cargo  of  foreign  cattle  imported 
into  Leith,  whereof  some  of  the  animals  were 
affected  with  cattle  plague  ? — No. 

10744.  You  are  not  aware  that  the  whole 
cargo,  whether  affected  or  not,  were  taken  out  to 
sea? — No,  1 am  not  aware  of  that. 

10745.  And  that  the  importers  got  nothing  at 
all  for  them  ? — No,  I am  not  aware  of  that. 

10746.  You  are  of  opinion  that  there  should  be 
a regular  market  for  foreign  cattle  at  Deptford? 
— There  is  one  at  present ; but  I think  myself 
that  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  would  not  suffer, 
and  that  the  trade  would  be  steadier,  if  all  were 
sent  to  Deptford. 

10747.  I infer  from  that  that  you  consider  the 
market  at  Deptford  would  assume  greater  impor- 
tance if  all  the  foreign  cattle  were  sent  to  it,  and 
that  it  would  induce  the  buyers  to  go  there 
regularly,  and  so  establish  as  good  prices  at  the 
Deptford  Market  as  they  get  at  the  Metropolitan 
Market? — Yes;  the  tendency  of  the  trade  is 
towards  a dead-meat  trade,  and  the  small  butchers 
arc  resorting  to  the  dead-meat  market  more  tor 
their  supplies  than  they  formerly  did,  and  the 
tendency  of  the  London  trade  is,  as  I say,  towards 
the  dead-meat  trade,  in  preference  to  the  bve- 
meat  trade. 

10748.  At  present,  a carcass  butcher  wishing 
to  buy  foreign  cattle,  gets  them  in  the  Metro 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS).  447 

10806.  Was  it  before  the  outbreak  in  1869  10823.  If  we  took  stringent  measures  for 

It  was  in  1549.  stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia,  do  you  think 

10807.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  have  reason  to  that  it  would  be  safe  to  continue  the  importation 
believe  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  intro-  of  foreign  animals  from  parts  of  the  Continent 
duced  into  the  country  by  foreign  animals  ?— It  where  pleuro-pneumonia  exists  ?— We  are  run- 
was  in  our  district.  niug  a great  risk  in  doing  so. 

10808.  Did  you  take  any  particular  precan-  10824.  Do  you  think  that  they  should  be  killed 
tions  in  Buckinghamshire  for  the  extinction  of  at  the  water-side?— Undoubtedly;  so  Was  you 
foot  and  mouth  disease?  — No,  nothing  parti-  let  foreign  animals  traverse  England,  so  long 
v ■ . . . . c y°u  have  the  the  disease° break:  out  at 

10809.  You  did  not  succeed  in  getting  rid  of  times, 
it  very  quickly!— No;  ive  did  ^not,  indeed ; but  10825.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  pleuro-pneu- 


we  have  got  nearly  rid  of  it.  I have  not  seen  a 
case  of  it  for  some  time. 

10810.  Are  you  an  inspector? — No  ; the  police 
are  the  inspectors,  but  they  call  in  our  assis- 
tance. 

10811.  Are  you  ever  called  in  by  them?  — 
Yes:  but  they  are  pretty  well  up  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease.  Most  of  our  farmers  are  insured 
in  this  Mutual  Association ; the  police  wait  for 
my  report,  and  then  they  report  upon  that ; they 
wait  until  I have  sent  in  the  account,  and  then 
they  copy  from  that. 

10812.  That  saves  the  county  a little  expense, 
I suppose? — Yes,  I suppose  it  does. 

10813.  Have  you  any  inspection  of  the  market 
at  Aylesbury  ? — The  police  have. 


monia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  both 
foreign  diseases?— I am  quite  sure  of  it,  inas- 
much as  we  had  accounts  of  them  from  the  Con- 
tinent many  years  before  we  had  the  diseases  in 
England. 

10826.  Do  you  think  that  if  we  had  no  more 
direct  importation  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
pleuro-pneumonia  from  the  Continent,  we  should 
he  able  to  get  rid  of  those  diseases  in  this  coun- 
ty? Yes;  if  you  have  stringent  measures 
adopted  at  the  same  time ; but  eventually  you 
will  get  these  diseases  naturalised  here,  just  as 
we  have  small-pox.  At  one  time  small-pox  was 
not  known  iu  England,  and  now  it  has  become 
naturalised,  and  so  it  will  be  with  those  diseases, 
if  you  allow  animals  to  traverse  the  country  as 


10814.  Do  you  consider  that  the  police  being  they  do  now. 
employed  as  inspectors  under  the  Act  is  a satis-  10827.  During  the  cattle  plague  regulations, 
actory  thing?— I think  it  is  a farce;  it  is  a did  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia 
inrce  m our  district;  they  are  very  good  men  m entirely  cease  in  your  district,  or  nearly  so  ?— 
tueir  places.  They  are  very  willing  to  do  what  Yes,  very  nearly ; we  might  say  that  they  quite 
you  tell  them,  and  such  like ; but  still  it  is  an  ceased.  J 1 

expense  which  leads  to  nothing  10828.  You  think  that  those  diseases  have 

10815.  Do  you  think  that  the  compensation  been  here  long  enough  already  to  become  natu- 
whieli  was  given  under  the  Cattle  Plague  Act  ralised  ? — I think  they  are  beginning  to  claim  a 
was  sufficient  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  home  here  now. 

fallen  divulge  tie  presence  of  the  disease  ?—  10829.  But  you  are  of  opinion  that  we  can  get 

-to;  the  farmers  were  anxious  to  keep  the  pre-  rid  of  those  diseases  if  we  take  stringent  mea- 
sence  of  the  disease  as  close  as  they  could ; the  sures  now  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 
compensation  of  three  - fourths  of  the  value  10830.  And  not  let  any  more  disease  be 

directly  imported  ? — I should  not  let  any  more 
animals  traverse  the  country.  Those  that  come 
from  abroad  should  be  killed  as  soon  as  they 
arrived. 


10831.  Chairman.']  As  regards  stringent  mea- 
sures for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  what  would  you 


which  they  get  is  not  sufficient  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

10816.  That  is  to  say,  for  animals  in  contact 
with  the  diseased  ones  ? — Yes. 

10817.  For  animals  affected,  it  is  only  half,  I 

believe? — It  was  only  half.  ,m,JIJ.c  W„,H.  woulu  ou 

10818.  You  think  that  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneu-  recommend  ?— In  the  firsT  place,"  T \vmVl  put 
monia  you  ought  to  have  a more  ample  compen-  all  cattle  dealers  upon  the  same  footing  as  I would 
nation  .— i think  the  owners  ought  to  be  paid  in  the  horse  dealers;  I would  make  them  all  pay 
"Z,  n?f“uoh  it  generally  occurs  amongst  duty,  and  let  that  go  towards  paying  the  inspec- 
W lch  are  £Pvmo  large  quantities  of  milk,  tors ; and  I would  make  them  give  returns  of  all 
S00,?  38  they  are  dead,  a man’s  income  the  animals  bought  and  sold,  and  where  they 
whU  . y'j  Sometimes  you  have  to  kill  cows  went  to,  and  where  they  came  from,  and  then 
milk  ai  a Pro<  ucm£  *rom  15  s.  to  22  s.  a*  week  in  you  would  have  no  difficulty  in  tracing  it  out.  I 
income  * a3  .S0011  as  you  kill  them  the  man’s  know  that  personally  the  dealers  go  into  a field 
von  m.«.n°fS  , ate,y,  and  therefore  I think  where  disease  is  in  existence,  and  select  the 
y 1 to  pay  the  owner  in  full.  healthy  animals,  that  is  to  say,  those  animals 

„et  ■ j V . 1S  y°ur  °pim<ra  that  we  shall  never  which  do  not  show  the  disease  ; they  take  them 
5 o ot  Pleuro-pneumonia  unless  we  slaughter  into  the  market,  and  distribute  them  over  the 
_ /•  ’ _you  must  kill  the  diseased  animals  country. 

1082OS  r?  tiiey  are  attacked-  . 10832.  That  is  one  stringent  measure:  you 

nneummi’  j-you  8!-lPP0.se  that  we  import  pleuro-  would  not  think  that  alone  sufficient,  I suppose  ? 
have  nn  aa  , seas  , atomals  from  abroad  ? — I — I have  not  thought  enough  about  the  matter 
animal*  ° i .we  » we  find  that  the  Dutch  to  say  anything  further. 

• a|'e  subject  to  it;  there  are  some  bought  

our  district  S 

Yes  “ ' ■'■here  are  a few  bought  even  now  ?- 


10833.  What  would  you  think  should  be  done 
with  those  animals  which  have  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — I would  keep  them  by  themselves,  and 
all  animals  which  had  been  in  contact  with  them ; 
I would  not  allow  one  of  them  to  be  moved. 

. . . , 10834.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  sufficient  to 

price.  ss°ciation  will  not  insure  them  at  any  apply  the  regulations  merely  to  those  which  had 
O jg  . the  disease,  or  do  you  think  it  would  be  neces- 

3 K 4 sary 


mn'f'fi'  ■Axe  they  more  subject  to  pleuro-pneu- 
Sf1  ™ stock  ? — Yes,  they  are ; and 

. J°cal  association  noli  * 


Mr. 

G.A.Lepper. 

26  June 
1873. 
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Mr.  sary  to  do  as  some  witnesses  have  said,  namely, 

, G.A.Lepjier.  stop  the  movement  of  all  animals  for  a certain 
, time  ? — It  would  be  necessary  to  stop  the  move- 

ment  of  all  animals  within  a given  distance  of  the 
‘ * disease ; they  should  be  isolated  ; I would  keep 
them  at  a certain  distance. 

10835.  How  would  you  be  sure  tliat  you 
heard  of  all  the  animals  that  were  really  ill  ? — 
I would  fine  the  owners  severely,  if  they  did  not 
report  at  once. 

10836.  You  mentioned  an  outbreak  which  oc- 
curred in  the  summer  of  1869  ? — Yes. 

10837.  You  have  been  working  under  the  Act 
as  an  inspector,  have  you  not? — Yes,  for  the 
cattle  plague. 

10838.  But  under  this  Contagious  Diseases 
Act,  which  deals  with  home  diseases,  you  have 
been  concerned  in  that,  have  you  not? — Not  as 
an  inspector. 

10839.  Are  you  not  called  in  as  an  inspector? 
—No. 

10840.  I suppose  you  are  aware  that  the  Act 
was  passed  on  6th  August  1869? — I forget  the 
date. 

10841.  "With  regard  to  this  outbreak  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  you  state  that  you  are 
quite  sure  it  came  from  animals  which  had  come 
from  Spain  ? — There  were  Spanish  bullocks  and 
German  sheep  lying  together  in  this  field,  and  as 
I went  past  I observed  that  these  animals  were 
diseased ; that  is  to  say,  in  my  own  mind  I felt 
sure  they  were,  and  I cautioned  my  neighbours 
around  me.  I have  a farm  which  joins  very 
close  there,  and  in  less  than  a week,  in  the  land 
which  is  adjoining,  foot  and  mouth  disease  broke 
out. 

10842.  Do  you  know  what  date  the  Spanish 
cattle  were  landed  there  ? — No,  I do  not. 

10843.  I am  told  that  they  were  landed  in  July 
1869? — 1 do  not  know  that. 

10844.  Has  not  this  statement  been  made,  that 
28  were  bought  by  a man  of  the  name  of  Fisher, 
that  they  were  all  killed  a week  after  they  were 
brought  to  Aylesbury,  and  that  no  disease  ap- 
peared at  Aylesbury  within  six  weeks  after- 
wards ? — I do  not  believe  that  that  is  true. 

10845.  Are  you  aware  that  that  is  the  state- 
ment ? — Yes. 

10846.  Are  you  aware  that  it  is  the  fact  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease  was  prevalent  in  the  Me- 
tropolitan Market  at  the  time  ? — I cannot  call  it 
to  mind. 

10847.  Supposing  it  was  so,  I suppose  that 
sometimes  sheep  come  from  the  Metropolitan 
Market  into  your  district  ? — Yes,  frequently. 

10848.  If  there  was  foot  and  mouth  disease 
rife  in  the  Metropolitan  Market;  at  that  time,  it 
might  have  come  from  sheep  from  the  Metro- 
politan Market,  might  it  not  ?— Yes,  it  might, 
and  often  does. 

10849.  Mr.  Pell.]  You  stated  that  in  1869, 
foreign  sheep  and  oxen  were  brought  into  the 
market,  which  were  diseased ; what  market  was 
that? — No;  I stated  that  they  were  brought 
from  the  London  market  by  the  butchers  to  be 
killed,  but  they  were  constantly  driving  up  and 
down  the  road  to  the  slaughter-house. 

10850.  They  were  not  permitted  to  _go  again 
to  Aylesbury  after  being  brought  from  London  ? 
— The  dealer  sends  them  down  to  different 
butchers ; he  supplies  them  at  so  much  a stone ; 
and  when  they  get  them  at  Aylesbury  they  are 
distributed  over  the  country. 

10851.  Chairman.']  If  they  were  foreign  sheep 


which  came  diseased  from  the  Metropolitan  Mar 
ket,  was  not  it  possible  that  they  might  have 
caught  the  disease  from  English  animals  in  the 
Metropolitan  Market?— I would  not  speak  to 
that ; I can  only  speak  to  those  animals  as  I saw 
them. 

10852.  Mr  Pell.]  In  1868  and  1869  you  saw- 
foreign  sheep  and  oxen  in  Buckinghamshire  which 
had  been  marketed  in  the  Metropolitan  Market  ? 
— Yes. 


10853.  Chairman.]  Are  you  clear  that  the 
foreign  cattle  came  from  the  Metropolitan  Mar- 
ket at  that  time,  because  at  that  time  the  cordon 
was  existing? — They  were  Spanish  oxen. 

10854.  Then  they  did  not  come  from  the  Me- 
tropolitan Market  ? — But  the  sheep  did. 

10855.  Mr.  Pel/.]  The  sheep  were  diseased?— 
Yes. 

10856.  Were  those  fat  sheep? — Yes. 

10857.  They  had  been  bought  on  commission 
in  London  to  supply  people  in  the  country  ? — Yes, 
they  were  bought  to  kill  down  there,  only  that 
the  dealer  supplies  different  people  in  the  dis- 
trict with  them. 

10858.  Did  you  see  them  in  the  slaughter- 
houses ? — No,  I saw  them  in  the  fields  and  upon 
the  roads. 

10859.  Lying  there  before  they  were  killed? 
— -Yes. 

10860.  Now,  previously  to  your  seeing  those 
animals,  was  there  any  foot  and  mouth  disease 
about  in  the  district'? — No,  there  was  not. 

10861.  And  after  that  the  disease  broke  out? 
— Yes. 


10862.  And  was  very  prevalent? — Yes. 

10863.  You  suggested,  I think,  by  way  of 
getting  rid  of  the  disease,  a duty  being  imposed 
upon  dealers? — Yes,  that  would  bring  them  more 
under  control. 

10864.  Who  would  you  call  a dealer? — A man 
who  was  constantly  buying  and  selling  cattle  or 
sheep. 

10865.  He  must  buy  and  he  must  sell?  — 
Yes. 

10866.  But  I buy  and  sell  too? — But  you  buy 
to  graze  very  likely ; you  would  not  sell  the  next 
week. 

10867.  I do  not  know  about  that,  if  I could 
get  a good  profit? — Then  yoii  ought  to  pay  the 
duty. 

10868.  Would  you  impose  a duty  so  as  to 
register  the  dealer  ? — Yes,  so  as  to  register  the 
dealer  and  make  him  keep  an  account  of  all  the 
animals,  where  they  are  brought  from  and  where 
they  go  to,  60  that  in  case  of  an  outbreak  you 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  tracing  where  it  came 
from. 

10869.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  be  able  to 
trace  where  the  animals  came  from,  but  would 
you  be  able  to  trace  where  the  disease  came 
from? — Yes,  you  would,  because  now  they  goto 
the  fields,  and  they  take  them  out  and  spread  tue 
disease  everywhere.  1 , 

10870.  Suppose  you  knew  that  a dealer  ha 
some  sheep  which  proved  to  he  diseased,  au 
that  he  sold  them  to  a purchaser  at  Leicester 
market,  what  do  you  get  beyond  the  fact  that  1 1 
disease  is  in  the  Leicester  market  ? — You  wou 
be  able  to  trace  where  those  animals  came  ho®’ 
and  if  this  man  had  disease  upon  his  farm  1^®“ 
punish  him  very  severely  for  selling  tho= 
animals.  . , 

10871.  But  if  after  tracing  those  animals,  you 
are  able  to  prove  that  those  animals 
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Leicester  sound,  ancl  that  after  being  marketed 
there  they  had  become  diseased,  what  would  you  do 
after  you  found  they  had  left  the  market? — You 
would  be  sure  to  find  that  there  were  some  dis- 
eased animals  as  well  as  those  which  were  in  the 
market,  and  you  would  be  able  to  trace  it  more 
readily . 

10872.  But  how  would  having  one  man  regis- 
tered enable  you  to  trace  the  proceedings  of 
another  dealer  who  had  brought  cattle  into  tire 
market  ? — I should  make  the  dealers  all  keep  an 
account  of  their  stock  as  they  bought  them, 
and  where  they  came  from,  and  where  they 
were  sold,  and  have  their  books  open  to  in- 
spection by  some  person  appointed  in  the  district. 
If  A sold  to  B any  animals  which  broke  out  with 
the  disease,  you  would  look  at  his  register  and 
see  that  those  animals  were  bought  at  such  a 
place,  and  then  you  would  go  back  to  know 
where  they  came  from,  and  you  could  judge 
whether  or  not  they  had  come  from  a diseased 
herd. 

10873.  But  I am  supposing  a case  in  which 
the  animals  came  perfectly  safe  into  Leicester 
market,  and  you  have  got  your  register  of  the 
dealers,  and  you  know  wno  the  man  is,  and  you 
get  him  before  you,  or  before  the  magistrates, 
and  he  proves  that  they  were  sound  when  they 
came  into  Leicester  market;  now,  I want  to 
know  of  what  use  that  register  of  the  dealers 
would  be  ? — You  might  in  some  few  cases  have  a 
failure,  but  in  the  generality  of  cases  you  would 
find  that  those  animals  were  diseased  before 
they  left  home,  or  that  a man  had  disease  upon 
his  farm. 

10874.  Having  ascertained  the  fact  that  the 
animals  became  diseased  in  the  Leicester  market, 
is  it  your  plan  that  an  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  all  the  cattle  which  had  been  marketed  at 
Leicester  on  the  same  day  ? — No,  you  would  not 
go  into  all  the  lot  of  them. 

10875.  Then  surely  the  proof  that  the  cattle 
took  the  disease  at  Leicester  would  be  of  very 
little  service  in  checking  the  disease  ? — It  would 
be  a very  great  check  upon  them,  inasmuch  as 
they  would  know  that  they  were  being  looked 
after,  whereas  now  they  are  not. 

10876.  Do  you  find  that  the  fact  of  a horse 
dealer  being  licen^d  affects  his  character  in  any 
way,  or  renders  him  more  moral  or  honest  ? — No, 
not  at  all. 

10877.  You  stated  that  you  would  have  every 
farmer  report  where  foot  and  mouth  disease 
broke  out? — Yes. 

10878.  And  if  he  did  not  do  that,  you  would 
have  him  fined  severely  ? — Yes. 

10879.  The  severity  of  the  fine  would  depend 
upon  the  view  the  magistrates  took,  would  it 
not?- Yes. 

10880.  Do  you  find  that  the  magistrates  fine 
severely  now  ? — They  take  very  different  views 
about  it ; in  some  districts  they  take  notice  about 
it,  and  in  some  they  do  not.  We  want  more 
uniformity  of  action. 

10881.  You  know  that  it  is  a violation  of  the 
Act  to  drive  an  animal  suffering  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease  over  a highway  ?— Yes. 

10882.  Have  you  ever  known  in  all  your 
experience  a severe  fine  imposed  by  the  magis- 
trates for  that  offence  ?— No. 

10883.  Do  you  know  what  the  amount  of  the 

fine  is?— Yes. 


10885.  Did  you  ever  know  half  the  fine  im- 
posed ? — Never. 

10886.  Do  you  think,  with  your  knowledge  of 
proceedings  before  magistrates,  that  you  would 
get  that  security  which  you  imagine  might  be 
arrived  at  by  insisting  upon  farmers  reporting  to 
the  local  authority? — I think  you  want  more 
uniformity  of  action. 

10887.  You  really  think  that  if  you  had  a 
duty  imposed  upon  dealers  so  that  you  might 
ascertain  their  proceedings  in  the  sale  of  cattle, 
and  if  you  could  induce  magistrates  to  fine 
severely  where  disease  was  not  reported  by 
owner,  we  could  get  rid  of  the  disease ?— Yes; 
but  you  must  stop  the  distribution  from  the  Lon- 
don market  as  well. 

10888.  Now,  with  regard  to  animals  in  con- 
tact, you  stated  that  you  would  stop  their  move- 
ment; how  far  would  you  extend  that? — To  the 
adjoining  field. 

10889.  Would  you  extend  it  to  the  adjoining 
farm  ? — Not  to  the  adjoining  farm  so  much  as  to 
the  adjoining  field,  because  sometimes  one  farm 
runs  into  another ; you  may  stop  the  movement 
upon  one  man’s  farm,  and  the  next  man’s  stock 
may  be  a great  deal  nearer  to  where  the  outbreak 
takes  place. 

10890.  Supposing  cattle  have  been  driven  14 
miles  along  a road,  would  you  prevent  the  move- 
ment of  all  cattle  which  had  been  in  fields 
adjacent  to  this  road  ? — No. 

10891-  But  would  you  stop  the  movement  of 
all  animals  which  had  been  in  fields  adjoining 
the  farm  where  diseased  stock  had  been? — -I 
should  think  that  a farmer  would  not  move  his 
stock  across  a road  where  he  knew  that  diseased 
animals  had  been  recently. 

10892.  But  in  a farm  immediately  adjoining  a 
farm  where  there  had  been  diseased  cattle, 
would  you  stop  the  movement  of  those  cattle  ? — 
Yes,  in  the  adjoining  fields  I would. 

10893.  Do  you  think  that  people  would  submit 
to  that  ? — Yes,  I am  sure  they  would. 

10894.  That  people  who  perhaps  had  got 
1,000  7.  worth  of  fat  meat,  just  ripe,  in  the 
autumn,  with  the  grass  going  off,  would  sub- 
mit to  an  order  which  would  prevent  them  from 
marketing  those  animals  and  sending  them  to 
London,  because  in  a neighbouring  field,  upon 
another  farm,  foot  and  mouth  disease  had  oc- 
curred ? — They  would  kill  those  fat  animals  if 
they  were  anxious  to  get  rid  of  them,  or  remove 
them  for  immediate  slaughter  under  license. 

10895.  You  have  seen  animals  killed  in  a 
grazing  field,  I suppose  ? — Yes,  very  many. 

10896.  Do  you  find  it  a very  clean  transaction, 
or  that  the  meat  goes  off  very  readily? — We 
always  send  it  to  London. 

10897.  What  price  do  you  get  for  it  ? — If  it  is 
a good  one,  you  would  get  the  market  price  for 
it. 

10898.  But  not  so  good  a price  as  if  the 
animal  went  up  alive? — You  cannot  expect, 
where  you  have  to  kill  a large  quantity,  to  keep 
it  quite  so  clean. 

10899.  But  you  think  there  would  be  so  little 
difference  between  the  animals  treated  in  this 
way,  that  a grazier  would  consent  to  his  animals 
not  being  moved?- — You  cannot  impose  any 
restrictions  without  their  inconveniencing  some 
people. 

10900.  But  would  not  this  be  something  more 
than  inconvenient ; would  it  not  be  productive  of 
very  heavy  loss  ? — It  would  not  be,  eventually, 
inasmuch 


Never^'  fou  ever  know  it  imposed?  — 

0.58-. 


3 L 
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Mr.  inasmuch  that  as  the  disease  advances  now,  it 
G.A.Lepper.  increases  the  price  of  meat. 

10901.  Mr.  Clay.]  Do  I understand  that  you 

26  June  •would  stop  the  importation  of  all  foreign  cattle 
and  sheep? — No,  I would  have  them  killed  at 
the  point  where  they  land. 

10902.  That  is  next  door  to  it;  hut  you  have 
no  objection  to  dead  meat  being  imported  ? — No, 
not  at  all. 

10903.  What  effect  do  you  suppose  it  would 
have  upon  the  price  of  meat,  if  you  had  all  sheep 
and  cattle  slaughtered  on  landing  ? — It  would 
eventually  lower  the  price  of  meat;  I have  seen 
many  scores  of  beasts  in  our  district  where 
disease  has  broken  out,  sold,  which,  had  Ihey 
been  kept  the  proper  or  usual  time,  would  have 
fed  10  stone  more  each.  If  we  get  rid  of  disease, 
meat  will  come  down  in  price. 

10904.  Can  you  give  me  any  instance  where 
the  prohibition  or  restriction  of  the  entry  of  any 
article  into  this  country  has  lowered  its  price? 
— No,  I do  not  know  of  any  case  of  that  kind. 

10905.  Would  you  stop  the  importation  of 
horses  ? — If  they  brought  the  disease,  I would. 
When  the  American  disease  broke  out,  I would 
not  have  had  them  imported  here. 


10906.  I do  not  quite  understand  what  vn 
mean;  you  say,  if  they  brought  disease-  tW 
may  bring  a very  fatal  and  contagious  diseasJ 
the  glanders,  may  they  not? — Yes.  e’ 

10907.  Would  you  protect  yourself  a™ 
that  in  the  same  way  that  you  would  protect 
yourself  against  other  contagious  diseases?— 
Yes,  if  there  was  a district  in  which  animak 
were  known  to  be  affected  with  glanders,  I would 

not  have  them  in  this  country. 

10908.  Would  you  for  that  reason  prescribe 
the  same  restrictions  that  you  do  for  cattle  and 
sheep?— They  might  be,  certainly,  put  under 
restrictions. 

10909.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  not  allow 
them  to  be  landed  alive  ?— If  they  came  from  an 
affected  district,  I would  not  allow  them  to 
be. 


10910.  But  you  did  not  put  in  that  “if”  with 
regard  to  cattle  and  sheep ; as  regards  those 
you  would  not  allow  any  of  them  to  come  into 
the  country,  alive  ? — You  cannot  detect  the  dis- 
ease so  readily  witli  the  vast  numbers  which  come 
in  as  you  can  with  horses,  there  are  so  many 
passed  over  now. 


Mr.  Henry  Webb,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  10911.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Are  you  a veteri- 

S.  Webb,  nary  surgeon,  practising  in  Essex? — Yes,  I am. 

10912.  In  your  district,  in  the  year  1871,  was 

there  any  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
until  July  and  August? — Not  that  I am  aware 
of. 

10913.  Was  there  then  an  importation  of 
Dutch  cattle? — Yes,  there  was  an  extra  im- 
portation, I think,  in  that  year. 

10914.  Were  there  any  stores  imported  at 
that  time  ? — Yes. 

10915.  Do  you  know  any  farmer  in  your  dis- 
trict who  purchased  those  cattle  ? — Yes,  I do. 

10916.  Did  those  cattle  have  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease? — Yes. 

10917.  Did  they  give  it  to  other  animals? — 
Yes,  they  did. 

10918.  Do  you  believe  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  was  introduced  into  your  neighbourhood 
by  means  of  these  Dutch  cattle? — Most  de- 
cidedly. 

10919.  You  do  not  know  of  any  case  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  your  locality  now,  do  you  ? 
- — There  was  not  last  night ; for  I saw  the  police 
inspector,  and  I asked  him,  and  I do  not  believe 
there  is. 

10920.  When  do  farmers  generally  begin  to 
buy  these  Dutch  stores? — They  begin  to  buy 
them  generally  about  the  autumn ; in  July  and 
August  or  September ; it  depends  entirely  upon 
the  supply. 

10921.  Have  you  seen  any  of  these  Dutch 
stores  lately  ? — No,  they  do  not  come,  they  are 
scarce  now.  There  was  a large  importation  in 
1871,  but  they  have  been  rather  short  in  the 
supply  since. 

10922.  When  the  farmers  buy  those  large 
importations  of  Dutch  cattle,  do  they  expect 
them  to  be  subject  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 
Yes,  they  do. 

10923.  Do  they  expect  them  ever  to  have 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes  ; but  they  don’t  think 
so  much  about  that  as  they  do  of  foot  and  mouth 


disease ; they  think  more  about  the  Irish  cattle 
having  pleuro-pneumonia. 

10924.  You  are  positive  that  in  1871  there 
was  no  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  your  district 
until  it  was  introduced  by  those  Dutch  stores?— 
I am  certain  of  that 

10925.  Have  you  turned  your  attention  at  all 
to  pleuro-pneumonia,  whether  it  would  be  a good 
thing  to  stamp  that  disease  out  by  slaughter  ?— I 
think  it  would. 

10926.  Giving  good  compensation  to  the 
owners? — Yes;  it  is  a very  serious  affair  when 
it  breaks  out  amongst  a lot  of  cows ; it  is  more 
fatal  to  dairy  stock  than  it  is  to  other  beasts. 

10927.  Do  you  think  that  we  might  get  rid  of 
the  disease  if  we  did  not  re-import  it,  by  simply 
killing  the  diseased  animals  ? — I think  so. 

10928.  You  would  not  thilk  it  necessary  to 
kill  those  that  were  herded  with  them? — Cer- 
tainly not. 

10929.  What  division  of  Essex  do  you  live  in? 
— Freshwell. 

10930.  Chairman .]  Have  you  had  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ever  there  before  this  attack  in 
1871?— Yes. 

10931.  When  had  you  it  there  before?  — I 
cannot  tell  you.  I have  been  there  22  years,  and 
I have  seen  hundreds  of  cases;  thousands,  I 
might  say. 

10932.  What  time  do  you  say  the  disease 
broke  out  in  1871  r — I think  it  was  about  the 
second  week  in  July  ; but  I am  not  certain. 

10933.  How  long  before  that  had  you  had  no 
disease  ? — There  was  not  a case  to  my  knowledge 
the  whole  year.  , 

10934.  For  how  large  a district  were  you  nee 
from  it  ? — I could  not  say.  I can  only  sP®a~,  s° 
far  as  my  own  practice  is  concerned,  and  tna 
extends  about  18  miles,  and  we  were  hdec 
from  those  Dutch  cattle  going  from  one  to  P 
other. 

10935.  How  do  you  know  that  the  disease 
came  from  the  Dutch  cattle?  — I presume  eo. 
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simply  for  the  reason  that  we  were  quite  exempt 
from  it  till  those  beasts  came  ; they  were  the  first 
that  fell  down  with  it,  and  the  others  followed ; 
if  it  is  not  so,  it  is  a very  strong  suspicion,  at  all 

**10936.  Where  did  they  come  from  ? — I could 
not  tell  you  exactly  where  they  came  from ; but 
I think  that  two  lots  came  from  the  Braintree 
market.  . . 

10937.  Was  there  any  disease  in  the  Braintree 
market  ? — Not  that  I am  aware  of. 

10938.  How  long  had  they  been  imported  ? — I 
should  say,  according  to  the  appearance  of  them, 
a very  little  time ; because  they  were  in  such  a 
debilitated  and  low  state. 

10939.  You  are  aware  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  was  in  certain  parts  of  the  kingdom  a* 
the  time?  — It  was  not  in  my  own  immediate 

neighbourhood. 

10940.  But  you  are  aware  that  that  disease 
was  about  in  England  a good  deal  ? — I cannot 
say  that  I took  much  notice  of  it,  as  it  did  not 
come  under  my- immediate  observation. 

10941.  Are  you,  or  are  you  not,  aware  that 
there  was  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  this  part  of 
England  at  that  time  ? — I could  not  call  it  to  my 
mind  now ; there  might  or  might  not ; I could 
not  say. 

10942.  Your  belief  that  it  was  brought  from 
Holland  was  that  those  animals  were  Dutch 
animals,  and  had  the  disease  ? — I firmly  believe 
it;  it  struck  me  so  forcibly. 

10943.  But  you  do  not  know  how  long  those 
animals  had  been  in  England  ? — I could  not  say 
positively. 

10944.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Is  it  the  general  opinion 
amongst  the  farmers  in  your  district  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  was  introduced  into  England 
by  those  Dutch  cattle? — Yes,  most  decidedly. 

10945.  Do  the  farmers  in  your  county  look 
upon  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  a very  serious 
matter  ? — They  did  not,  but  they  do  now.  It 
seems  to  be  a disease  which  stock  acclimatised 
get  in  a very  mild  form,  but  those  foreign  animals 
get  it  in  the  most  severe  form.  In  1871  it  as- 
tonished many  who  had  looked  upon  it  as  a very 
mild  disease  up  to  that  time. 

10946.  Since  1871  they  have  looked  upon  it 
as  a more  serious  complaint,  have  they  not  ? — 
Yes. 

10947.  Have  they  ceased  buying  Dutch  store 
cattle?— No;  but  there  has  been  very  little  im- 
portation into  our  neighbourhood  since  1871. 

10948.  If  they  can  get  them  they  continue  to 
buy,  do  they  not  ? — Yes,  and  at  a low  price.  The 
fact  of  the  case  is  this,  they  come  over  here  half 
starved ; and  if  they  can  get  part  of  them  to  live 
that  is  cheaper  than  weaning. 

10949.  The  farmers  are  not  so  frightened  as  to 
resist  the  temptation  of  buying  those  animals,  if 
they  could  get  them  ? — They  would  buy  them, 
but  they  would  use  precautions;  they  would  keep 
them  by  themselves,  but  they  do  not  often  study 
their  neighbour’s  stock  which  may  in  the  adjoining 
field. 

10950.  And  did  they  use  the  same  precautions 
generally  in  buying  cattle  when  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  was  about? — I cannot  say  that 
they  used  that  precaution  until  after  1871,  as  far 
as  this  district  was  concerned,  because  it  quite 
astonished  them  their  having  it  in  such  a virulent 


10951.  Chairman.']  Where  is  your  large  mar- 
ket for  buying?— The  cattle  are  landed  at  Har- 
wich, and  they  go  to  Colchester,  and  then  to 
Braintree. 

10952.  But  your  market  is  at  Braintree? — 
Yes,  Braintree  and  Colchester,  the  latter  being 
the  largest. 

10953.  Until  quite  lately  were  the  Braintree 
and  Colchester  markets  quite  free  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease? — Yes,  to  the  best  of  my  know- 
ledge. 

10954.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Are  your  markets  in- 
spected?— Not  to  my  knowledge. 

10955.  Chairman.  1 Are  you  aware  that  Nor- 
wich Market  is  said  to  have  a great  deal  of 
disease  in  it  ? — I could  not  speak  to  that. 

10956.  Are  you  not  aware  that  a great  many 
markets  are  said  to  have  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  them? — Not  in  my  own  immediate  district. 

10957.  It  appeared  to  me  that  in  spite  of  your 
Dutch  import,  your  market  was  more  free  than 
many  other  markets? — I cannot  hear  of  any- 
thing at  the  present  time,  but  can  say  little  as  to 
the  state  of  this  market,  as  I seldom  attend 
any. 

10958.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Have  your  local  autho- 
rities made  any  regulations  ? — I am  not  aware 
that  they  have. 

10959.  If  they  had  made  any,  you  would  be 
aware  of  them,  would  you  not  ? — I am  not  an 
inspector  now ; the  police  are  inspectors  now. 

10960.  But  have  you  not  been  called  in  in 
consequence  of  any  restrictions  which  they  have 
made  ? — No,  the  farmers  generally  send  for  me  if 
they  get  into  trouble,  and  I tell  them  to  send 
for  the  police  inspectors,  if  it  is  a contagious  dis- 
ease included  in  this  Act. 

10961.  But  I take  it,  that  if  there  had  been 
any  stringent  regulations  forbidding  the  removal 
of  animals  from  a farm  upon  which  they  had 
been  attacked  by  this  disease,  you  would  as  a 
veterinary  surgeon  be  aware  of  it  ? — I take  it  that 
I should.  The  police  inspector  takes  the  number 
of  head  of  cattle,  tells  the  owner  not  to  remove 
them,  but  does  not  visit  them  again,  which  I do 
not  call  stringent  regulations. 

10962.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  Have  you  had  much 
experience  in  pleuro-pneumonia  as  a veterinary 
surgeon? — A very  great  deal. 

10963.  Have  you  ever  tried  inoculation  ? — I 
have  never  tried  that. 

10964.  You  can  give  the- Committee  no  infor- 
mation with  reference  to  inoculation  ? — I cannot 
give  the  Committee  any  information  with  refer- 
ence to  that. 

10965.  Mr.  Pell.]  When  you  are  called  in  to 
an  animal  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  what 
do  you  do  ? — I remove  the  diseased  animals  from 
the  healthy  ones  at  once. 

10966.  By  your  medicines,  or  by  the  pole-axe  ? 
— If  an  animal  is  not  too  far  diseased  and  fit  for 
the  butcher  I have  him  killed. 

10967.  You  would  not  advocate  slaughter  in 
all  cases  for  pleuro-pneumonia,  I believe?  — If 
an  animal  is  diseased,  and  you  are  certain  that  it 
is  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  best  thing  is  to  kill 
him.  I am  certain  that  that  is  the  best  thing  to 
do. 

10968.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Have  you  ever  seen 
any  diseased  animals  in  the  Metropolitan  market? 
— No,  I was  never  there  in  my  life. 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Mr.  John  Denchfield,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


10969.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  You  live  at  Burston 
House,  Aston  Abbot,  near  Aylesbury,  do  you 
not? — Yes,  I do. 

10970.  What  are  you  ? — A Grazier  when  I am 
at  home,  and  a Salesman  in  London. 

10971.  Have  you  anything  to  do  with  dairy 
stock  as  well  as  grazing  ? — Yes,  I dairy 
largely. 

10972.  How  many  cows  do  you  keep  ? — About 
100. 

10973.  Have  you  ever  had  any  experience  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — Yes,  I have  had  a great 
deal. 

10974.  When  had  you  the  last  outbreak  upon 
your  farm  ? — About  12  months  ago. 

10975.  Did  you  suffer  very  severely  from  that 
outbreak  ? — Very  severely  indeed. 

10976.  What  was  the  origin  of  that  outbreak, 
do  you  suspect ; where  did  you  get  it  from  ? — 
Somewhere  in  the  neighbourhood ; we  had  it  all 
round  us  at  that  time. 

10977.  Is  there  any  difference  in  the  disease 
at  different  times  ? — A very  great  difference 
indeed. 

10978.  Was  this  last  a very  virulent  outbreak  ? 
— Very. 

10979.  The  worst  you  have  had  ? — Yes. 

10980.  Have  you  had  any  animals  affected 
with  that  disease  more  than  once  ? — I have  had 
an  animal  attacked  twice.  I have  not  had  any 
at  home,  but  I have  had  one  which  I sent  away 
from  home,  a bull  which  I let,  which  has  had  the 
disease  twice. 

10981.  Is  treatment  of  any  use  ? — It  is  of  vast 
importance. 

10982.  What  do  you  do  when  you  have  an 
animal  diseased  ? — I generally  have  a veterinary 
surgeon,  and  I do  a little  treatment  myself.  If 
you  do  not  treat  the  animal,  the  disease  goes  on 
to  blood  poisoning.  If  you  do  not  destroy  the 
germs  of  the  disease,  you  lose  a much  larger 
quantity  of  the  animals. 

10983.  I suppose  nursing  is  more  important 
than  physicking  the  animals?— It  is  quite  as 
necessary  as  physicking  them,  but  they  require  a 
little  medicine  and  disinfectants  to  stop  the  virus 
of  the  disease,  such  as  painting  their  mouths  and 
feet  with  glycerine  and  carbolic  acid. 

10984.  Do  you  think  that  is  necessary  for 
preventing  the  spread  of  the  disease? — Yes ; you 
can  get  rid  of  it  off  your  place  much  sooner,  for 
I find  that  some  healthy  beasts  have  been  in- 
fected with  others,  but  they  did  not  happen  tc 
take  it.  I have  known  beasts  which  have  hap- 
pened to  get  over  it  where  fresh  ones  have  been 
put  in  a fortnight  afterwards  and  they  have  taken 
it;  that  is  to  say,  in  cases  where  they  had  not 
been  treated  and  disinfected. 

10985.  Mr.  Den#.]  Do  you  treat  the  healthy 
or  affected  animals  with  the  glycerine  and  car- 
bolic acid  ? — The  affected  animals,  as  soon  as  you 
find  them  affected. 

10986.  Mr.  Clare  Read.~\  What  do  you  give 
the  animals?— I have  adopted  the  potash  and 
camphor  treatment  with  great  success. 

10987.  But  I suppose  it  will  run  its  course ; 
how  many  days  does  it  take  to  develop  itself  after 
the  animals  have  contracted  the  disease  ? — That 
depends  upon  the  quantity  of  poison  they  have 
received  into  the  system.  If  you  put  them  into 
such  a place  as  the  Metropolitan  lairs,  I have 


known  them  take  the  disease  in  48  hours  ■ and 
when  beasts  have  picked  it  up  casually  in  transit 
from  a fair  to  a farm,  they  will  go  a week  1 

10988.  Do  you  think  that  foot  and  mouth  dis 
ease  can  be  exterminated  in  this  country  ?— -I  am 
certain  it  can. 

10989.  How?— By  adopting  sufficient  ref- 
lations for  stopping  the  movement  of  diseased 
animals  ; I have  been  without  the  disease  in  the 
animals  I bred  for  15  years  down  to  the  outbreak 
last  year. 

10990.  How  many  head  of  stock  have  you 
upon  your  farm  altogether  ? — About  250  beasts- 
mine  is  a breeding  herd. 

. 10991.  Do  you  consider  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  of  minor  importance  as  a disease  ?— Not 
at  all  ; quite  the  reverse. 

10992.  What  do  you  estimate  the  loss  at  per 
head  through  that  disease  ? — I estimate  the  loss 
at  about  4 1.  per  head  upon  the  carcass ; and  I 
find  that  my  beasts  will  lose  about  500/.  in  milk. 
I was  astonished  when  I copied  it  off  the  books 
the  other  day  to  find  that  the  beasts,  now  that 
they  have  calved,  again  show  a loss  upon  the  last 
week  of  19/.  16  s.,  compared  to  what  they  made 
in  the  corresponding  week  last  year  before  they 
had  the  disease. 

10993.  Do  you  really  attribute  this  loss  of 
19  /.  16  s.  a week  to  those  animals  having  been 
attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  last  year? 
— Wholly  and  solely;  that  is  the  amount  of  loss 
for  the  28  weeks ; it  would  be  less  in  winter  when 
a large  portion  of  the  cows  were  dry. 

10994.  What  time  had  the  cows  the  disease? 
— They  began  about  this  time  last  year. 

10995.  You  say  you  lost  500/.  worth  of  milk 
last  year  ? — They  will  lose  500  /.  in  the  12  months, 
from  the  time  they  took  it  up  till  now;  they 
lost  about  20  /.  a week  to  begin  with  at  the  time 
they  took  the  disease  last  year. 

10996.  Do  you  sell  the  milk  in  London  ?— Yes, 
we  Bell  the  milk. 

10997.  Do  you  think  it  !b  a preventative  of 
other  diseases,  as  some  people  say  it  is? — My 
late  relative,  Mr.  Biggs,  who  used  to  lire  in  the 
Edgware-road,  said  it  was  the  forerunner  of 
lung  disease ; it  predisposes  them  to  disease,  and 
weakens  their  constitutions. 

10998.  What  improvement  do  you  think  we 
could  effect  in  our  legislation  for  the  treatment 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I think,  if  the  cattle 
plague  regulations  were  adopted,  except  the 
slaughter,  it  would  he  very  well  ,*  I do  not  say 
that  it  is  necessary  to  shut  up  all  the  country, 
but  if  you  were  to  stop  the  traffic  where  the 
disease  existed,  it  would  soon  be  got  rid  of. 

10999.  Would  you  isolate  the  stock  for  a cer- 
tain time  ? — Yes,  I would. 

11000.  Have  you  any  knowledge  ot  this'disease 
being  brought  into  the  district  at  all  by  homed 
cattle  ? — I know  that  the  disease  was  reported  to 
have  been  brought  in  bv  some  German  sheep 
when  it  first  came  into  the  Yale  of  Aylesbury.; 
we  had  been  free  for  about  two  years  until 
then. 

11001.  Are  you  now  speaking  of  the  year 
1869?— Yes.  ' 

11002.  Have  you  been  free  from  that  period 
until  now  ? — Yes,  we  have.  , 

11003.  But  you  had  the  disease  in  1869,  nan 
you  not? — No,  I had  not.  , 

11004.  Mr- 
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11004.  Mr.  Dent.~\  Between  1869  and  now, 
the  Vale  of  Aylesbury  has  been  free  from  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  has  it  not  ? — Very  nearly  so ; 

have  not  had  much  at  times ; it  has  varied 
occasionally. 

11005.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Do  you  of  your  own 
knowledge  say,  that  previously  to  that  outbreak 
in  1869,  you  had  been  free  from  the  disease  for 
two  years  ? — Yes,  I am  certain  of  it.. 

11006.  That  is  to  say,  the  whole  district  round 
about  you?  — Yes,  the  whole  district  round 
about. 

11007.  Have  you  had  any  experience  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes,  I have  had  that  dis- 
ease upon  my  farm.  I have  never  suffered  very 
much  myself,  but  I have  seen  a great  deal  from 
other  people.  We  have  an  insurance  agency  at 
Aylesbury,  and  I am  called  in  to  value  the 
stock. 

11008.  Is  that  disease  on  the  decrease  or  on 
the  increase,  do  you  think  ? — It  is  upon  the  de- 
crease : I have  got  what  our  claims  are  since 
1869.  ' 

11009.  Are  you  one  of  the  insurers? — Yes,  I 
am.  We  had  not  a case  at  the  last  meeting,  and 
about  12  months  or  a year  and  a half  ago,  I com- 
plained about  the  animals  being  kept  too  long 
before  they  were  slaughtered,  and  we  passed  a 
resolution  that  they  should  be  slaughtered  at 
once ; and  we  find  that  by  doing  that  we  have 
nearly  got  rid  of  the  disease. 

11010.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  be  a good 
thing  to  try  and  stamp  out  pleuro-pneumonia  by 
slaughtering  the  animals  affected  ? — Yes,  I think 
that  is  the  best  way  of  doing  it. 

11011.  By  Act  of  Parliament,  making  it  com- 
pulsory to  lull  those  affected  with  the  disease  ? — 

11012.  Would  you  slaughter  the  animals 
which  were  associated  with  the  diseased  ones  ? — 
Certainly  not. 

11013.  You  would  isolate  them,  would  you 
not? — Yes. 

11014.  Since  you  have  adopted  the  precaution 
of  slaughtering  the  cattle  in  the  first  stages  of  the 
disease  your  losses  have  been  less,  have  they 
not  ? — At  our  last  meeting  we  had  not  a single 
case. 

11015.  Where  do  you  suppose  tins  pleuro- 
pneumonia came  into  your  district  from  ; could 
you  trace  it  exactly  ? — Not  now. 

11016.  The  disease  has  become  pretty  general 
over  the  country  in  isolated  patches,  has  it  not  ? 
—I  should  think,  perhaps,  it  had;  but  I do  not 
know ; we  had  not  much  of  the  disease  with  us. 

. H017.  How  long  do  you  think  the  disease  is 
incubating? — I have  known  it  incubating  for 
two  months.  I saw  two  cows  purchased  by  a 
friend  of  mine  from  a farm  where  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  existed,  keeping  them  isolated  from  other 
cattle  for  two  months,  fall  with  the  disease. 

11018.  5Tou  think  that  the  period  enjoined  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  being  28  days,  is  not  Suffi- 
cient ? — Certainly  not. 

11Q19.  If  you  slaughtered  the  animals  which 
jvere  diseased,  you  would  isolate  the  other  stock 
ior  more  than  a month ; for  how  long  would  you 
isolate  them  ? — I would  isolate  them  for  three 
months. 

11020.  Do  you  think  we  should  get  rid  of  the 
disease  by  that  means?— Yes,  I think  we  should, 
it  we  knew  more  about  the  disease. 

Do  you  think  that  it  is  imported  into 
aw  country  ?-— Yes;  I have  reason  to  know  that 


that  is  so ; the  only  time  I have  ever  had  pleuro- 
neumonia  was  from  such  Dutch  cattle  that  I 
ought. 

11022.  How  long  was  that  ago? — It  is  some 
years  ago  now. 

11023.  Did  you  ever  buy  any  more? — No. 

11024.  Do  yon  think  that  if  we  took  stringent 
measures  to  get  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  we 
ought  to  admit  cattle  into  the  interior  of  the 
country  from  foreign  districts  where  the  disease 
prevailed  ? — Certainly  not. 

11025.  And  you  would  schedule  Holland,  and 
make  -all  cattle  coming  from  there  be  killed  at 
the  water- side  ? — Yes ; if  they  had  pleuro-pneu- 
monia in  Holland. 

1 1026.  Did  you  suffer  from  cattle  plague  at  all  ? 
— Yes. 

11027.  Does  the  compensation  which  is  given  to 
farmers  in  case  of  cattle  plague  make  them  care- 
less?— Certainly  not:  I did  not  hear  of  any  com- 
pensation being  given. 

11028.  Did  you  get  any  compensation  yourself? 
— I can  tell  you  what  compensation  I got:  I had 
about  40  down  with  it;  I killed  10  of  them  my- 
self, and  the  other  30  the  local  authorities  killed, 
and  the  compensation  that  I got  more  than  the 
beasts  made  was  just  over  1007.  from  the  local 
authority,  and  I paid  about  607.  to  the  Insurance 
Company,  and  40  7.  to  the  local  authority,  so  that 
actually,  if  I had  not  insured,  or  had  not  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  local  authority,  I should 
have  made  the  money  myself,  and  out  of  those 
30  beasts  that  the  local  authorities  killed  there 
were  24  of  them  that  were  making  25s.  a-weelc 
a piece,  and  they  were  in  calf  to  the  son  of  a 500 
guinea  bull,  so  I will  leave  anyone  to  guess  what 
the  loss  upon  them  was. 

11029.  Do  you  think  it  necessary  to  give  full 
compensation  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
order  to  get  notice  of  the  first  outbreaks  of  the 
disease? — I do  not. 

11030.  What  compensation  would  you  give? 
— I do  not  think  that  the  local  authority  should 
be  compelled  to  give  full  compensation,  because, 
if  anything  was  done,  I think  it  would  be  done 
better  conjointly  with  an  insurance  society. 

11031.  What  compensation  does  your  society 
give  ? — It  is  three- fourths. 

1 1032.  How  do  you  estimate  the  loss;  do  you 
mean  tliree-fourths  of  the  value  before  they  are 
attacked  ? — Yes,  three-fourths  of  the  value  before 
they  are  attacked. 

11033.  What  do  you  do  with  the  carcasses  of 
the  animals ; does  the  insurance  society  take  the 
salvage? — Yes,  they  do. 

11034.  Suppose  a man  were  compensated  for 
half  his  loss,  and  took  the  salvage  himself,  do  you 
think  that  that  would  be  an  unfair  way  of  com- 
pensating the  owner? — I think  that  would  do 
very  well. 

11035.  Chairman .]  You  stated  that  you  had 
pleuro-pneumonia  once  upon  your  farm? — Yes, 
I had. 

1 1 036.  Was  that  in  Duch  cattle  ? — Yes. 

11037.  Where  did  you  buy  those  cattle,  from? 
— I bought  them  close  at  home ; but  I believe 
they  were  bought  in  London. 

11038.  At  the  Metropolitan  Market? — I am 
not  quite  certain  about  that. 

1 1039.  You  do  not  know  whether  those  ani- 
mals caught  the  disease  in  Holland,  or  at  the 
market  in  London?  — - They  were  newly  im- 
ported. . 

11040.  How  long  had  they  been  imported? — 
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Mr*  Not  many  days ; they  were  met  somewhere  in  the 
J.Denchfield.  neighbourhood  of  London. 

26  June  11041.  How  do  you  know  that? — I deputed  a 
1873.  person  to  buy  them  for  me. 

11042.  How  long  after  you  bought  those 
animals  did  you  find  them  with  the  disease  ? — I 
should  think  four  or  five  weeks,  perhaps ; I do  not 
know  exactly.  . 

11043.  Mr.  Pell.  1 Do  you  buy  any  calves 
yourself,  or  do  you  breed  all  your  stock  ? — I do 
breed  principally. 

11044.  Therefore  you  are  particularly  anxious 
not  to  have  diseased  cattle  introduced  into  your 
neighbourhood? — Certainly  I am. 

11045.  Mr.  Barclay .]  Do  I understand  you  to 
say  that  the  compensation  which  this  insurance 
society  which  you  speak  of  gives  is  three-fourths 
the  value  of  the  animals? — Yes;  we  make  it  up 
to  three-fourths  with  the  salvage. 

11046.  So  that  the  owner  loses  only  one- fourth 
the  value  of  the  animal  ? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

11047.  That  is  his  direct  loss  ? — Yes. 

11048.  But  the  owner  would  also  have  a very 
considerable  indirect  loss  in  the  case  of  daily 
cows  and  breeding  cows  ? — Yes,  he  would. 

11049.  Do  you  consider  that  ample  compensa- 
tion ? — P erhaps  if  the  compensation  was  greater 
it  would  make  people  more  anxious  to  get  rid  of 
the  disease  quickly,  and  in  the  long  run  I think 
it  is  likely  it  will  be  less  cost  to  the  country. 

1 1050.  Those  people  who  are  members  of  this 
insurance  society,  I presume,  are  all  the  leading 
men  and_  intelligent  farmers  and  stockholders  in 
the  district? — We  have  men  of  all  grades,  from 
two  cattle  up  to  200. 

11051.  Would  there  be  a fair  average  or  above 
an  average  of  intelligent  farmers  of  the  country  ? 
— In  all  probability,  there  would  be  above  the 
average,  but  it  is  dairy  stock  principally  that  is 
insured. 

H052.  The  loss  is  very  much  heavier  upon 
dairy  stock  than  it  is  upon  fattening  stock,  is  it 
not? — Yes,  much  heavier. 

1 1053.  A plan  has  been  recommended  to  this 
Committee  of  compensating  the  owner  to  a cer- 
tain proportion  of  his  loss,  that  is  to  say,  if  the 
salvage  of  the  animal  fetched  three-fourths,  the 
remaining  fourth  of  the  loss  should  be  divided 
between  the  owner  and  the  local  authority,  or 
whoever  was  to  be  responsible  for  compensation ; 
would  you  approve  ox  such  an  arrangement  ? — 

I think  it  would  do  very  well. 

11054.  The  owner  would  then  have  a joint 
interest  in  making  the  most  of  the  carcass  with 
the  local  authority  ? — Yes,  undoubtedly  he 
would. 

11055.  And  if  the  disease  were  very  summarily 
treated  and  quickly  dealt  with,  the  loss  is  much 
more  likely  to  be  smaller  than  where  the  farmers 
hesitate  about  it,  and  allow  the  disease  to  make 
progress  ?— Much  more  likely ; that  is  where  we 
get  so  much  mischief  done. 

11056.  Mr.  Bent.']  Upon  what  do  you  base 
your  losses  of  last  year ; what  is  your  comparison 
based  upon  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
is  it  upon  the  previous  year  or  the  present  year? 
—I  laid  the  loss  upon  250  beasts  affected  with 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  at  4 1.  each. 

11057.  But  here  you  have  given  the  figures  at 
so. much  a week;  it  is  that  your  production  of 

milk  was  so  much  less  than  the  previous  year  ? 

Yes.  J 

11058.  Upon  that  ground  you  base  your  cal- 
culation?— Yes. 


11059.  Taking  the  price  that  milk  was  wo  +1. 
hst  year,  the  quantity  which  your  cow, 
was  so  much  less,  and  the  figures  which*  6 
gave  us  now  represent  the  loss  ?— Yes  that°,U 
the  loss  for  the  last  28  weeks  previous to’thp uJ 
June  1873. 

11060.  But  I thought  it  was  last  year  that 
had  the  disease  f-fee,  hut  they 
good  in  their  lives  after  ihey  have  had  thefcM. 
not  even  after  they  have  calved  again.  ’ 

+1  il^  l-  Then  those  cows  are  giving 'less  durin* 
the  first  28  weeks  of  this  year  than  they  did  last 
year  ?— Yes. 

11°62.  That  is  to  say,  the  correspond™, 
weeks  ?— Yes.  . 0 

11063.  They  calve  in  the  spring,  do  they  not? 
— Yes,  they  would  calve  in  the  spring. 

nOSA  Or  do  you  arrange  for  them  to  calve  at 
all  times  of  the  year  ?— No,  they  are  very  nearly 
done  now ; I shall  not  have  any  more  calves 
until  after  Michaelmas. 

11065.  Is  this  loss  upon  some  of  your  cows 
that  they  are  nearly  dry  before  they  calve 
during  the  first  28  weeks  of  the  year  ?— They 
would  be  getting  towards  that  way.  3 

11066.  When  did  those  cattle  have  the  disease ? 
—They  began  about  this  time  last  year;  they 
did  not  all  have  the  disease  at  once,  or  else  we 
should  have  had  no  milk  at  all;  they  were 
making  58  l.  a week,  and  they  dropped  to  -34/. 
per  week  directly. 

11067.  Did  it  go  rapidly  through  them?— 
Bather  so. 

11068.  How  are  they  milking  now  that  they 
have  calved  again  ? — Some  of  them  do  not  give 
half  so  much  as  they  did  before. 

11069.  Did  you  have  many  cases  of  abortion 
amongst  your  cows  ? — We  did  not,  tiiis  time. 

11070.  Did  any  of  the  cows  miss  the  bull?— I 
have  some  which  did  not  breed,  but  not  a very 
large  proportion;  I may  have  20,  perhaps. 

11071.  Out  of  how  many? — Perhaps  I had 
from  120  to  130  out  last  year. 

11072.  Was  that  a much  larger  proportion 
than  usual  ? — Yes,  a very  much  larger  propor- 
tion ; it  is  very  rarely  that  I do  not  get  a cow  to 
breed. 

11073.  Do  you  attribute  that  to  the  prevalence 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  or  to  anything  in  the 
season  ? — To  the  foot  and  mouth  disease ; they 
went  all  right  up  to  the  time  when  they  had  the 
foot,  and  mouth  disease. 

11074.  Holding  to  the  bull? — Yes. 

11075.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  failure  in  that 
way  attributed  at  all  to  its  being  a wet  or  a dry 
season,  as  well  as  to  the  disease  ? — No,  it  was  a 
very  good  season  with  us  for  that.  I do  not 
believe  much  in  seasons  for  that  sort  of  thing. 

11076.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Ai’e  y our  calves  later 
than  usual  ? — Bather  so,  a few  of  them. 

11077.  Last  year  was  a particularly  good 
ason  for  grass,  was  it  not?  —Yes;  I think  it 


was ‘the  best  I ever  knew,  turned  to  the  worst 
account. 

11078.  That  is  to  say,  where  a grazier  or 
keeper  of  any  sort  of  cattle  have  foot  or  mouth 
disease,  the  greatest  amount  of  grass  produced 
the  least  profit  ? — Yes ; I am  sure  it  destroyed 
more  produce  with  me  last-  year  than  was  made 
off  the  land  in  1868  or  1870. 

1 107  9.  How  do  you  mean  destroyed  the  pr0" 
duce? — The  foot  and  mouth  disease  destroyed 
the  produce  in  meat  and  milk.  , 

11080.  You  mean  that  it  actually  destroyed 
more 
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more  meat  and  milk  than  the  dry  seasons  of  1868 
and  1870  produced?— Yes. 

11081.  As  a cattle  salesman,  do  you  attend  the 
Metropolitan  Market  regularly  ?-—' Yes,  I do. 

110S2.  Have  you  seen  any  cases  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  the  market  at  any  time  ? — Yes, 

great  many  sometimes. 

11083.  Lately? — No;  the  market  has  been 
very  free  for  some  time. 

11084.  Did  you  see  it  in  the  case  of  any  cattle 
or  sheep  that  went  out  of  the  market  into  the 
country? — Not  recently,  I think. 

11085.  When  you  say  you  have  seen  several 
cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  market, 
had  they  been  passed  by  the  inspectors  as  sound, 
or  were  they  just  taken  out  and  killed  ? — They 
are  all  taken  out  and  slaughtered  now  when  they 
are  seen. 

11086.  Then  how  do  they  get  into  the  market 
in  the  first  instance ; have  they  not  to  pass  the 
inspection  before  they  get  there  ? — I suppose  all 
foreign  stock  is  inspected. 

11087.  Have  you  seen  cases  in  which  foreign 
stock  have  developed  the  disease  in  the  market? 
—Yes. 

11088.  What  has  happened  to  them,  have  they 
been  taken  out? — They  are  sent  to  be  slaugh- 
tered. 

11089.  They  have  come  into  the  Metropolitan 
Market  diseased,  although  they  had  been  passed 
by  the  inspectors  as  sound  at  ports  ? — Yes. 

11090.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  they  had  been 
the  subjects  of  disease  ? — Yes,  I am  quite  certain 
about  it. 

11091.  Foreign  sheep  have  for  sometime  gone 
about  the  country,  have  they  not? — Yes,  they 
have. 

11092.  Have  you  seen  any  of  them  diseased? 
— Yes,  but  not  lately. 

11093.  Have  you,  within  the  last  two  or  three 
years  ? — I should  say  I have. 

11094.  But  in  the  cases  in  which  foreign  stock 
have  been  the  subjects  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  the  market,  they  have  evidently  escaped  de- 
tection at  the  waterside? — Yes. 

11095.  And  the  disease  developed  itself  after- 
wards, did  it  not? — The  disease  developed  itself 
after  the  animals  had  left  the  waterside.. 

11096.  Therefore,  the  same  thing  might  hap- 
pen, that  cattle  and  sheep  which  were  passed  out 
of  the  Metropolitan  Market  as  perfectly  sound, 
and  went  into  the  country,  would  be  the  means 
of  communicating  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  the 
country? — Yes. 

11097.  Mr.  Dent.~\  Have  you  ever  tracked 
cattle  out  of  English  markets  which  may  have 
contracted  the  disease  in  the  markets,  and  taken  it 
out  with  them  into  the  country  ? — Yes. 

11098,  The  country  markets  in  England,  where 
there  are  no  foreign  stock,  are  very  often  very 
full  of  toot  and  mouth  disease,  are  they  not? — 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  large  markets  are 
centres  of  disease,  and  centres  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

11099.  But  in  almost  every  large  market  the 
germs  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  existing, 
whether  there  are  foreign  cattle  there  or  English 
cattle  there  ? — At  some  certain  periods ; but  I 
do  not  think  that  is  so  now,  without  it  is  a very 
large  market. 

. HlOO.  Are  you  free  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease  altogether  in  the  Vale  of  Aylesbury  now? 
—I  believe  we  are. 

11101.  I think  I understood  you  to  state  th^it 
0.58. 


you  had  been  free  since  1869,  before  the  last 
outbreak  ? — I believe  we  have  been  free ; we 
have  been  very  nearly  so ; we  have  not  much 
of  it. 

11102.  Have  you  noticed,  from  your  experi- 
ence as  a grazier,  that  the  disease  comes  and 
goes,  and  is  very  virulent  for  a year  or  two,  and 
then  dies  away,  and  then  breaks  out  again? — I 
have  no  doubt  that  mine  was  a newly  imported 
species  of  the  disease.  I believe  that  after  the 
disease  has  been  through  the  animals  in  this 
country,  it  gradually  gets  much  lighter,  and  that 
they  do  not  have  it  so  severely. 

11103  You  think  that  each  fresh  importation 
makes  a more  virulent  outbreak  ? — Undoubtedly. 

11104.  Did  you  trace  the  last  outbreak  of  the 
disease  in  your  animals  to  foreign  importation  ? 
— I did  not ; but  I know  they  had  the  disease 
in  Germany  very  badly  just  before  we  had  it. 

11105.  When  had  they  the  disease  very  badly 
in  Germany? — In  May  1872. 

11106.  But  we  had  the  disease  in  England  in 
1871  ? — Yes,  but  not  of  the  virulent  type  that  we 
had  in  1872. 

11107.  You  think  not? — No. 

4108.  Then  your  idea  is,  that  a more  virulent 
type  was  introduced  by  the  foreign  importation 
in  the  spring  of  1872  or  the  autumn  of  1871  ? — I 
have  no  doubt  of  it ; you  will  always  find  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease  which  is  imported  from 
Germany,  is  worse  than  any  other.  I have 
noticed  that  years  ago. 

11109.  But  how  have  you  traced  back  the  im- 
ortation  from  Germany  ? — I have  seen  German 
easts  with  the  disease  in  the  Metropolitan 
Market  years  ago. 

11110.  You  say  that  the  disease  is  brought 
from  Germany ; but  have  you  been  able  to  trace 
it  in  England  to  cattle  which  have  been  brought 
from  Germany  at  any  time? — Not  directly.  I 
know  that  there  was  some  German  sheep  that 
took  it,  and  some  others  of  the  same  type. 

11111.  When  was  that? — That  was  last  sum- 
mer. 

11112.  Were  the  sheep  sold  in  the  Metro- 
politan Market? — Yes,  I believe  they  were. 

11113.  Could  you  be  satisfied  that  they  would 
catch  the  disease  in  the  Metropolitan  Market? — 
They  might,  possibly,  catch  the  disease  in  the 
Metropolitan  Market. 

11114.  Your  own  business  is  in  dairying,  is  it 
not  ? — Yes. 

11115.  Do  you  feed  stock  also? — I feed  them 
all  off. 

11116.  As  a salesman,  you  have,  I suppose,  fat 
stock  consigned  to  you  from  other  people? — 
Yes. 

11117.  Is  disease  getting  now  very  faint 
throughout  the  country  generally  ? — There  is 
very  little  loss  in  the  country  now. 

11118.  Iam  presuming  that  you  have  commu- 
nication with  different  counties  if  you  have  beasts 
consigned  to  you ; do  you  find  that  there  has 
been  any  difference  between  counties  where  they 
have  stringent  regulations  and  where  they  have 
not  with  reference  to  the  subsidence  of  the  dis- 
ease?— Yes,  it  got  better  with  us  directly  we  put 
the  regulations  in  force,  but  they  did  not  do  any- 
thing until  it  was  got  very  bad,  and  then  we  had 
one  county  which  had  stringent  regulations,  and 
another  which  did  not  do  anything  at  all. 

11119.  What  county  had  the  stringent  regu- 
lation where  they  limited  the  disease  ? — W e had 
Bedfordshire  and  Hertfordshire ; one  had  strin- 
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gent  regulations,  and  the  other  had  none  at  all, 
but  I could  not  tell  which  was  which  at  this 
time. 

11120.  Was  there  any  difference  in  the  amount 
of  the  disease  in  those  counties? — I could  not  say 
anything  about  that. 

11121.  1 want  to  know  from  your  experience 
as  a salesman,  whether  you  found  that  there  were 
fewer  diseased  stock  in  the  counties  where  the 
regulations  were  very  stringent,  or  not  ? — I found 
that  we  could  trace  the  disease  very  often  to 
where  there  were  no  regulations,  or  where  the 
regulations  were  not  carried  out. 

11122.  In  what  counties  could  you  trace  the 
disease  to  the  regulations  not  being  carried  out  ? 
— I do  not  know  which  of  those  two  counties  it 
was ; there  was  nothing  done  in  our  own  county 
at  one  time ; when  the  disease  gets  a little  slack, 
then  you  relax  the  regulations,  and  they  are  not 
carried  out.  Even  in  our  own  county,  I saw  the 
roads  depastured  last  spring  by  sheep  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease. 

11123.  Mr.  Dodson."]  Was  no  information 
given  with  reference  to  that? — I suppose  not. 
^11124.  You  saw  those  sheep  yourself? — 

11125.  You  did  not  inform  against  them? — 
No,  not  unless  they  came  too  near  me. 

11126.  How  far  were  they  from  you? — They 
were  three  or  four  miles  off. 

11127.  I suppose  it  is  the  case  generally  that 
people  do  not  like  giving  information  ? — It  is. 

11128.  Do  people  who  have  disease  upon  their 
farms  conceal  it  frequently  ? — Yes,  I think  some 
few  do ; but  I do  not  think  they  do  it  much  now; 
they  did  not  when  the  regulations  were  carried 
out. 

11129.  What  regulations  are  there  in  force  in 
your  county  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease?— We  give  notice  to  the  police  to  stop 
the  movement  of  them. 

11130.  To  stop  the  movement  of  all  animals 
off  a farm,  or  only  the  diseased  ones? — All 
animals  which  have  been  in  contact. 

11131.  Therefore,  of  course,  a man  who  de- 
clares that  he  has  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon 
his  farm,  has  his  farm,  in  a great  measure,  shut 
up  ? — Yes. 

11132.  But  notwithstanding  that  inconveni- 
ence, you  think  there  is  not  much  concealment  ? 
— I do  not  think  there  is. 

11133.  You  think  that  the  owners  of  animals 
would  readily  give  information  to  the  public? — 
Yes,  I do. 


11134.  But  you  think  that  owners  of  animals, 
seeing  other  diseased  animals  along  the  road,  are 
unwilling  to  give  information  about  it  ?— Yes,  I 
think  they  are. 

11135.  You  told  the  Committee  that  the  milk 
m your  dairy  had  fallen  off  in  the  period  of  the 
28  weeks  of  this  year,  compared  with  the  first  28 
weeks  of  last  year;  there  must  be  some  mistake 
m that  date,  must  tnere  not ; 28  weeks  of  this  year 
have  not  yet  elapsed,  I think  ?— No,  hardly  • it 
would  be  the  last  28  weeks  from  the  time  I took 
the  paper.  I got  my  brother  to  copy  it  for  me. 
He  took  the  28  weeks  preceding  a fortnight  a <m. 

11136.  Then  some  of  the  weeks  must  have 
fallen  in  last  year  ?— Yes,  I suppose  so. 

11137.  Are  you  comparing  the  28  weeks  pre- 
ceding, and  the  28  weeks  which  immediately  fol- 
lowed them,  or  are  you  comparing  28  weeks  and 
a corresponding  period  in  a different  year  ?— Yes 
that  is  it.  ’ 


11138.  The  same  season  of  the  year  in  .re- 
ferent year  ?— Yes.  J ’ la  a 

11139.  Now,  you  say  that  the  Gemill  f 
and  mouth  disease  is  oi  a very  virulent  kind  ? 
Yes,  I do  so. 

11140.  Are  there  distinct  symptoms  by  yiy, 

yon  can  tell  it  from  our  own  foot  and  moutt 
disease?— The  symptoms  are  very  much  the 
same,  only  more  severe. 

11141.  Could  you  distinguish  a light  case  of 
Herman  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  a severe 
case  of  English  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— Per- 
haps it  would  be  difficult  to  distinguish  the  two- 
but  where  you  get  severe  cases,  it  runs  on  to 
blood  poisoning,  and  produces  abscesses,  and  the 
beast  ultimately  dies  with  it. 

11142.  But  there  is  no  distinction,  os  far  as 
you  know,  between  German  and  English  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  excepting  in  degree  ?— Only 
in  the  severity  of  the  case.  ” } 

11143.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Your  idea  is  that 
after  disease  has  been  prevalent  in  England  for 
some  time,  it  becomes  less  intense?— Yes  it 
does. 


, 11144.  And  when  you  have  a fresh  importa- 
tion, it  is  of  a more  virulent  type,  is  it  not?— 
Yes,  undoubtedly  it  is. 

11145.  You  have  a letter  from  a gentleman 
near  Hamburgh,  dated  May  1872,  in  which  he 
says,  “ I have  already  lost  12  cattle,  eight  oxen 
and  four  cows ;”  have  you  any  idea  whether  he 
was  a very  large  proprietor  of  cattle  ?— I do  not 
know  the  quantity  he  keeps. 

11146.  But  evidently  there  it  was  fatal?— 
Yes,  certainly. 

11147.  Mr.  Dodson. ] Have  you  lost  any  ani- 
mals yourself  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— Yes, 
I lost  three. 

11148.  In  what  year  was  that? — It  was  this 
last  time  ; but  I have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
we  should  have  lost  ten  times  the  number  if  they 
had  not  been  treated. 

11149.  At  what  time  of  the  year  was  that  ?— 
It  was  in  the  months  of  June  and  July  1872. 

11150.  You  say  that  there  was  a virulent  out- 
break in  Germany  in  May  1872  ? — Yes. 

11151.  And  that  since  then  the  worst  form  of 
the  disease  has  appeared  in  this  country  ? — Yes. 

11152.  Could  you  trace  the  connection  be- 
tween the  worst  form  of  the  disease  in  this 
country  and  the  German  disease  ? — I could  not 
trace  how  it  came  to  me. 

11153.  You  only  know  the  fact,  that  it  was 
prevailing  in  Germany  in  May  1872  ? — Yes. 

11154.  And  that  the  worst  form  of  the  disease 
which  you  consider  to  be  identical  with  that  in 
this  country  appeared  in  this  country  in  June 
1872  ? — I know  it  was  taken  in  those  sheep  that 
I am  speaking  of ; it  was  somewhere  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Slough  or  Windsor.  Mr.  Forbes 
told  me  of  it. 

11155.  Where  did  those  German  sheep  come 
from? — They  were  bought  in  the  Metropolitan 
market,  I believe. 

11156.  When  did  they  reach  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Slough  ? — I do  not  know  the  exact  date; 
it  was  sometime  last  summer. 

11157.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  How  long  was  it 
before  that  that  they  were  attacked? — It  was 
somewhere  near  the  same  time. 

11158.  Mr.  Dent.]  That  could  not  have 
brought  the  disease  to  you? — No,  not  to  me. 

11159.  Mr.  Dodson.]  Those  animals  were  in 
the  Metropolitan  market ; you  could  not  tell  that 
those 
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those  animals  did  not  get  the  disease  there  ?— 
No,  you  have  no  certainty  where  they  did  get  it. 

11160.  Mr.  Dent.']  You  do  not  believe  in  the 
veterinary  recipe  when  the  cattle  have  got  this 
disease,  to  take  care  of  them,  and  leave  them 
alone  and  let  them  cure  themselves  ? — Certainly 
not ; they  require  treating  in  order  to  destroy 
the  germinal  matter,  because,  if  you  let  it  go,  it 
forms  abscesses.  I have  known  many  beasts  who 
have  had  abscesses  upon  the  kidneys,  and  some- 
times upon  the  joints. 

11161.  Do  you  think  that  the  veterinary 
surgeons  know  anything  at  all  about  the  disease  ? 
— I°think  that  ours  do ; we  have  two  or  three,  or 
four  in  our  neighbourhood  who  are  well  up,  aud 
who  do  a deal  of  good. 

11162.  Mr.  Barclay.]  The  treatment  you 
speak  of  is  simply  iu  the  way  of  an  alleviation  of 
the  disease,  but  not  in  the  way  of  stopping  its 
course  ? — It  is  only  an  alleviation  of  the  disease. 

11163.  There  is  more  in  the  way  of  good 
nursing,  than  there  is  in  medical  treatment  ? — 
They  want  nursing  and  medical  treatment  as 
well;  they  are  very  fond  of  hay.  I believe  our 


beasts  eat  30  tons  of  hay  last  year ; when  grass 
was  rotting  upon  the  ground,  they  would  not  eat 
it  when  it  was  mown. 

11164.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  That  is  soft  hav,  I 
suppose  ? — They  do  not  care  whether  it  is  soft  or 
hard;  there  is  a peculiarity  about  foot  and  mouth 
disease  which  is  not  common  to  other  diseases ; 
the  animals  do  not  cease  to  ruminate  in  foot  and 
mouth  disease ; whether  hay  cleanses  their 
mouths  and  keeps  up  the  rumination  or  not,  I do 
not  know. 

11165.  You  think  that  by  giving  medicine  you 
prevent  any  secondary  symptoms  arising  ? — Cer- 
tainly. 

11166.  Mr.  Dent.]  Do  you  give  them  glycerine 
and  carbolic  acid  internally,  or  do  you  only  apply 
it  externally  ? — I only  paint  their  mouths  and 
their  feet  with  it. 

11167.  Is  that  in  the  early  stages  of  the  dis- 
ease ? — Yes,  as  soon  as  you  see  it. 

11168.  Mr.  Clare  Head.]  And  you  give  them 
some  medicine  internally  as  well,  do  you  not  ? — 
Yes,  I give  them  a little  nitrate  of  potash,  or 
chloride  of  potass,  or  camphor. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


Mr. 

J.DenchJield. 

26  June 
1873- 


458 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Monday,  30 tli  June  1873. 


Mr.  W.  E.  Forster. 
Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 


Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clare  Head. 

Mr.  Ridley. 

Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. 


Tiie  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair 


Mr.  James  Thomson,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


30  June 

1873- 


Mr.  11169.  Mr.  Bar  clay.  ] You  are  a member  0: 
J.  Thomson,  the  Veterinary  Profession,  I believe  ?— Yes,  1 
am. 

11170.  And  inspector  for  the  local  authority 
of  Aberdeen  and  Aberdeenshire,  and  also  inspec- 
tor of  dead  meat  in  Aberdeen? — Yes,  I am. 

11171.  And  also  inspector  of  the  Aberdeen- 
shire Rinderpest  Association  ? — Yes. 

11172.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  some 
statistics  of  that  association  ?— Rinderpest  was 
introduced  into  the  county  twelve  times. 

11173.  Upon  how  many  farms  did  it  exist? 
— It  existed  upon  46  farms. 

1 1 174.  1-1  owmany animals  died ? — Eighty-four. 
11175  How  many  were  slaughtered  and 
buried? — One  hundred  and  ninety-six. 

11176.  And  slaughtered  and  sold?  — Three 
hundred. 

11177.  What  was  the  total  loss  to  the  countv? 
£.4,652  15j.  6 d.  J 

11178.  What  was  the  amount  of  compensation 
paid?— £.3,393  8«.  Gd. 

11179.  Will  you  hand  in  a statement  of  statis- 
tics ol  cattle  plague  in  Aberdeenshire  ? — I will 
(The  same  was  hand.d  in,  vide  Appendix). 

11180.  In  Aberdeenshire  was  it  found  neces- 
sary to  slaughter  out  all  the  animals  upon  a 
farm  where  the  cattle  plague  existed  ?— Ho. 

11181.  You  have  had  great  experience,  par- 
ticularly in  the  last  case;  will  you  state  that 
briefly  to  the  Committee  ? — The  disease  appeared 
at  Mill  Hill,  parish  of  Old  Deer. 

„ H182  How  many  cattle  were  there  upon  the 
farm  ?— Eighty.  ' 

11183.  The  disease  had  considerable  hold  upon 
the  stock  before  it  was  finally  determined  to 
be  rinderpest?— Yes,  it  had. 

H 184.  You  slaughtered  down  about  how 
many  ?— About  40  altogether. 

11185.  So  that  there  were  40  left? — There 
were  40  left,  which  remained  healthy. 

1 1 1,?^'  A part  of  those  were  animals  which 
were  fat?— Sixteen  of  those  were  animals  which 
were  fat,  and  would  have  been  slaughtered  in 
any  case. 

. i11.57,  You  adopted  a special  system  of  dis- 
infecting upon  that  farm  ? — Yes. 

11188.  What  was  that  special  system  which 
you  adopted? -We  covered  up  all  the  manure  in 
the  courtyard  with  earth,  and  then  with  quick 


lime,' and  then  we  disinfected  the  cattle  with  a 
solution  of  Condy’s  fluid,  two  or  three  times  a 
clay,  and  washed  the  walls  and  woodwork  of  the 
byres  inside. 

. 11189.  Without  removing  the  cattle  from  the 
infected  sheds,  you  disinfected  the  sheds  by  means 
of  a solution  of  chloride  of  lime,  watering  the 
walls  by  a force-pump  ? — Yes. 

11190.  The  result  was,  that  although  the  cattle 
plague  had  made  some  progress  over  the  herd,  you 
were  able  to  save  about  40  animals  by  vigilance 
and  by  adopting  that  system  ?— Yea,  that  was 


11191.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been 
very  prevalent  in  Aberdeenshire  during  the 
last  four  years? — Yes;  it  has  been  very  pre- 
valent. 1 1 

11192.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  esti- 
mate of  the  loss  in  the  county  during  those  four 
years  ? — In  1869  I estimated  the  loss  at 
6,817/.  10*. 

11193.  How  many  animals  were  there  at- 
tacked ? — Four  thousand  five  hundred  and  forty- 
five. 

11194.  Then,  in  1870,  what  was  the  number? 
— Three  thousand  three  hundred  and  seventy- 
five. 

11195.  And  the  loss  was  how  much?  — 
£.5,062/.  10  s, 

11196.  Iu  1871  what  was  the  number  ? — 
Nineteen  thousand  eight  hundred  aud  forty- 
five. 

11197.  And  the  loss  was  how  much?  — 
£.29,227  10  s. 

11198.  And  in  1872  what  was  the  number?— 
Ten  thousand  three  hundred  and  ninety-five. 

11199.  And  the  loss?— £.15,592  10s. 

11200.  What  is  the  total  ?— £.56,700  during 
the  last  four  years. 

11201.  What  did  you  estimate  the  loss  at  per 
head  ?— Thirty  shillings. 

11202.  Do  you  consider  that  a very  moderate 
estimate  ?— I do. 

11203.  Has  foot  and  mouth  disease  attacked 
sheep  in  Aberdeenshire  to  any  extent? — Yes, it 
has,  but  not  to  any  great  extent. 

11204.  The  disease  has  not  spread  generally 
amongst  sheep  in  Aberdeenshire,  I believe? 
No. 

11205.  The  stock  of  sheep  in  Aberdeenshire 
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is  not  very  large  in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
cattle  ?— No,  it  is  not. 

11206.  Have  you  had  an  opportunity  of  know- 
ing the  views  of  the  butchers  in  Aberdeen  as 
regards  the  loss  and  damage  to  fat  cattle  from 
foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— Yes,  I have. 

11207.  Assuming  that  a butcher  is  going  to 
buy  an  animal,  and  he  estimates  the  weight  of  it 
to  be  7 cwts.,  without  knowing  that  the  animal 
has  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  previously,  how 
much  does  he  reduce  his  estimate  of  its  weight,-  if 
he  knows  that  the  animal  has  had  foot  and  mouth 
disease  and  recovered  from  it  even  four  months 
previously  ? — From  a quarter  to  half  a hundred- 
weight. 

11208.  The  experience  of  the  butcher  tells 
him  that  even  four  months  afterwards  foot  and 
mouth  disease  will  have  effect  upon  an  animal,  so 
as  to  make  it  from  a quarter  to  half  a hundred- 
weight less  than  its  apparent  weight  ? — Yes. 

11209.  That  is  from  1 1 to  2 l.  per  head  ? — 
Yes,  according  to  the  price  of  meat  at  the  time. 

11210.  Have  you  got  clear  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  Aberdeenshire  now?— Yes,  we  have. 

11211.  You  have  not  had  any  cases  for  how 
long? — Since  the  11th  of  April. 

11212.  Do  you  think  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  a disease  of  foreign  origin  ? — Decid- 
edly. ' 

11213.  You  are  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  is  a 
disease  of  an  origin  foreign  to  Aberdeenshire,  at 
least  ? — Yes. 

11214.  You  are  certain  that  it  does  not 
originate  in  Aberdeenshire  ? — It  does  not. 

11215.  How  was  the  disease  brought  into  the 
county  ?— By  the  introduction  of  cattle. 

11216.  Was  it  by  store  cattle  brought  into  the 
county  to  be  grazed  and  fed  ?— Yes,  to  be  grazed 
and  fed. 

11217.  Do  you  attribute  the  disappearance  of 
the  disease  to  the  restrictions  to  any  great  extent? 
—Partly  to  the  restrictions. 

11218.  Are  you  in  favour  of  retaining  the 
existing  restrictions  ?— Decidedly. 

11219.  You  have  carried  out  the  Orders  in 
Council  completely  in  Aberdeenshire  ? — Yes. 

11220.  You  adapted  for  a time  in  Aberdeen- 
shire the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — Yes. 

11221.  Has  that  continued  to  be  the  case  until 
now  ?— No. 

11222.  You  abandoned  the  pleuro-pneumonia 
rules  in  the  case  ot  foot  and  mouth  disease  after 
some  experience  ? — Yes,  we  did. 

^at  was  tfie  objection  to  them?— 
iney  did  not  diminish  the  disease  at  all. 

11224.  The  carrying  out  of  the  pleuro-pneu- 
monia regulations  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth 
isease,  had  not  a result  proportionate  to  the 

119 6 ant*  *oss  wbi°h  it  involved? — It  had  not. 

11225.  What  are  the  regulations  in  existence 
uow  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease?— After 
a place  has  been  declared  to  be  infected  with  foot 
u mouth  disease,  no  cattle  are  allowed  to  be 
ao-ain  &Wa^  un^  *be  place  is  declared  clean 

-KT -Does  the 'inspector  visit  the  place? — 
,i°’  farmer  gives  information  to  the  police, 
Ti  P° lce  report  it  to  the  local  authority,  and 
„ 1 reports  when  his  cattle  are  recovered, 

] 1 997lnSector  then  visits  and  examines  them. 
a j , rouare  chief  inspector  for  the  county, 
tHo  C0Sn^8ance  of  cattle  disease  throughout 
0 58  ° 6 countYJ  but  there  are  sub-inspectors 


under  you,  who  have  authority  for  examining 
into  the  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes. 

1 1228.  In  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  if  it  is 
supposed  to  be'  in  existence  upon  a farm,  what  is 
done  ? The  owner  sends  for  the  local  inspector, 
and  he  examines,  and  if  he  finds  that  the  sus- 
picion is  well  grounded,  he  communicates  to  the 
clerk  of  the  local  authority. 

11229.  Which  is  practically  to  you  ? — Yes. 

11230.  The  clerk  of  the  local  authority  com- 
municates with  you?— The  clerk  of  the  local 
authority  communicates  with  me,  and  I go  and 
examine,  and  I either  find  that  it  is  pleuro- 
pneumonia or  not. 

11231.  You  determine  whether  it  is  the  dis- 
ease or  not? — Yes. 

11232.  Have  you  seen  any  other  animals 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  besides 
cattle  and  sheep  ? — Yes,  I have  seen  pigs  affected 
with  it. 

11233.  In  Aberdeenshire  ? — Yes. 

1 1234.  Did  that  disease  prevail  amongst  pigs 
to  any  great  extent  ? — Not  to  any  great  extent. 

11235.  You  have  made  certain  experiments 
with  rabbits? — I have. 

11236.  Y\  hat  was  the  result  of  them  ? — It  was 
negative,  so  far  as  their  taking  foot  and  mouth 
disease. 

11237.  What  experiments  did  you  try? — I 
took  the  rabbits  alive,  to  a farm  where  foot  and 
mouth  disease  existed,  and  introduced  the  saliva 
dribbling  from  the  mouths  of  the  cattle  by  smear- 
ing the  mouths,  lips,  &c.,  of  the  rabbits,  and 
brought  them  home  and  fed  them  for  a week  upon 
the  turnips  which  the  cattle  had  been  feeding 
upon,  all  smothered  with  their  saliva. 

11238.  Had  that  any  effect  upon  the  rabbits? 
— None  whatever. 

11239.  Did  you  try  any  other  experiments? — 
I tried  to  inoculate  them  with  the  saliva ; I took 
the  saliva  fresh  and  introduced  it  into  the  ears, 
and  failed  to  discover  any  symptoms  of  disease 
other  than  slight  inflammatory  action  around  the 
seat  of  puncture. 

1 1240.  Neither  locally  nor  upon  the  system 
of  the  animal  had  the  inoculation  any  effect,  so 
far  as  you  could  observe?— So  far  as  I could 
observe,  there  was  none. 

11241.  Have  you  had  any  opportunity  of 
trying  inoculation  upon  any  other  animals  ?—  No. 

11242.  Have  you  had  any  opportunity  of 
proving  by  any  indirect  evidence  whether  hares 
are  or  are  not  attacked  by  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ?t-I  have  seen  hares  wnich  were  shot  in  a 
field  amongst  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  which  were  killed  with  a view  of  de- 
termining whether  they  were  affected  by  the 
disease  or  not,  and  I could  see  no  symptom  what- 
ever of  their  having  the  disease. 

11243.  There  is  one  estate  which  you  know  of 
in  Aberdeenshire  where  there  is  a very  large 
stock  of  hares,  aud  upon  the  same  estate  foot  and 
mouth  disease  prevailed  to  a very  great  extent ; 
have  you  heard  whether  the  hares  which  were 
killed  upon  that  estate  had  any  appearance  of 
being  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  or 
any  such  disease  ? — The  country  people  reported 
that  the  hares  were  the  means  of  spreading  the 
disease,  and  it  was  with  the  view  of  determining 
whether  such  was  the  case  or  not,  that  those 
hares  were  killed  upon  the  estate. 

11244.  You  made  inquiries  upon  this  estate 
whether  they  had  got  any  hares  affected  with 

3 M 2 any 


Mr. 

r.  Thomson. 

30  June 
1873. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


460 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  TEE 


Mr.  any  disease  whatever,  or  any  disease  approaching 
J.  'Thomson,  foot  and  mouth  disease  where  hares  were  very 

numerous,  and  you  found  that  none  of  the  hares  ap- 

30  June  pearcd  to  be  in  any  way  affected?  — None  of 
,e73-  them. 

11245.  Do  you  think  that  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease attacks  any  animals  beyond  cattle,  sheep, 
and  pigs? — It  has  not  been  my  experience  to 
find  out  that  other  animals  took  the  disease. 

1124G.  As  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
what  alterations  would  you  recommend  to  be 
made  in  the  existing  regulations  ? — I would  not 
leave  it  optional  for  the  local  authorities  to  adopt 
the  regulations  for  foot  and  mouth  disease.  I 
would  make  it  imperative  for  all  local  authorities 
to  adopt  the  present  regulations,  and  to  adopt 
the  powers  which  the  Privy  Council  have  already 
empowered  them  to  do,  and  I would  have  a more 
efficient  inspection  at  the  port  of  embar cation  and 
of  debareatiou  of  all  Irish  cattle. 

11247.  Do  you  think  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  is  brought  into  Aberdeenshire  to  a large 
extent  by  Irish  cattle? — I do. 

11248.  Would  you  wish  the  local  authorities 
to  have  clear  and  distinct  powers  to  seize  any 
animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  a 
fair  or  market,  or  moving  upon  a public  high- 
way ?— Certainly. 

11249.  Would  you  give  them  power  to  deal 
with  the  cattle,  and  to  hold  the  cattle  until  they 
should  be  paid  for  their-  expenses? — Most  de- 
cidedly. 

11250.  Pleuro-pneumonia  has  prevailed  exten- 
sively in  Aberdeenshire  during  the  last  two 
years  ? — It  lias. 

11251.  Have  you  there  a statement  as  regards 
nleuro-pneumonia  in  Aberdeenshire  during  the 
last  two  years  ? — I have. 

^ 11252.  Will  you  hand  that  statement  in  ? — 
Yes,  1 will.  ( The  same  was  handed  in,  vide 
Appendix.) 

11253.  The  result  of  that  shows,  that  for  the 
year  ending  31st  December  1871,  the  disease 
appeared  upon  30  places  ? — Thirty  places. 

11254.  And  237  animals  were  slaughtered 
with  a view  to  stop  the  course  of  the  disease  ? — 
Yes. 

1 1255.  The  loss  upon  those  animals  amounted 
to  1,099  l.  7 s.  4 d.?— Yes. 

11256.  In  Aberdeenshire  you  applied  for 
power  to  slaughter  out  pleuro-pneumonia  as  soon 
as  the  Privy  Council  intimated  that  they  would 
consider  application  for  those  powers  from  the 
local  authorities  ?■ — We  did. 

11257.  And  you  have  vigorously  carried  out 
the  slaughter  of  animals  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia ever  since  ? — Yes,  we  have. 

11258.  Then  for  the  year  ending  1872,  upon 
how  many  lai’ms  did  the  disease  appear  ? — Upon 

11259.  What  was  the  number  of  cattle  upon 
those  places  ? — One  thousand  one  hundred  and 
twenty-six. 

1 1260.  Of  those,  how  many  were  slaughtered  ? 
— Three  hundred  and  thirteen. 

11261.  And  the  loss  was  how  much'*  

£.  2,531.  7 s.  4$  d. 

11262.  The  general  abstract  of  the  experience 
of  Aberdeenshire  in  pleuro-pneumonia  for  the 
year  and  nine  months,  ending  31st  December 
1872  was,  that  the  disease  existed  in  64  places, 
was  it  not  ? — Yes,  it  was. 

11263.  The  number  of  cattle  upon  those  farms 
was  1,993  ? — Yes. 


11264.  Ami  tlie  number  of  cattle  slauaiter.il 
was  550  ? — 1 es.  6 cu 

11265.  And  the  value  of  those  cattle 
8,649  l.  6 s.  G d.  ?— Yes.  Was 

11266.  And  there  was  realised  by  the  sale  of 
carcasses,  hides,  and  offal,  4,418  l.  11  s.  91  j1 
showing  a loss  of  4,230  /.  14  s.  8 A d.  ?— Yes  * ’’ 

11267.  And  the  amount  paid  in  compensation 
was  2,939 1.  5 *.  9 d.  ?-Yes.  1 n 

11268.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  what  was 

the  rate  levied  upon  the  county  during  the  last 
two  years  to  mect.the  expenses  ?— -One  penny  per 
pound  of  the  agricultural  rental.  J F 

11269.  In  calling  it  the  agricultural  rental 
you  exclude  the  boroughs  only,  do  you  not?— -It 
was  a penny  per  £.  upon  the  whole  rental  of 
the  county,  excluding  the  boroughs. 

11270.  But  excluding  no  other  part  of  the 
county  rental  except  the  boroughs? — bio. 

11271.  The  assessment  in  1872-73  to  meet  the 
total  expenses,  was  how  much  ? — A penny  far- 
thing. 

11272.  What  has  been  the  state  of  the  county 
as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — During  the  last 
six  months  wc  have  had  five  outbreaks  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

11273.  You  have  been  able  to  root  out  that 
disease  almost  entirely  in  Aberdeenshire,  have 
you  not? — Yes. 

11274.  The  expense  for  the  current  year  un- 
less some  change  in  the  present  prospect  occurs 
will  be  materially  less,  will  it  not,  than  it  has 
been  during  the  last  two  years  ? — It  will. 

11275.  Will  you  state  the  details  of  the  pro- 
ceedings your  county  have  taken  in  connection 
with  pleuro-pneumonia ; what  are  the  leading 
regulations  which  the  local  authorities  issued  to 
the  local  inspectors  ? — Immediately  upon  pleuro- 
pneumonia being  suspected  at  a place,  the  local 
inspector  visits  the  place  and  examines  the 
animals,  and  if  he  thinks  it  is  pleuro-pneumonia, 
he  communicates  the  fact  to  the  county  in- 
spector. 

11276.  How  is  he  paid  for  that  ? — He  gets  a 
guinea,  if  it  turns  out  to  be  pleuro-pneumonia, 
for  the  information.  The  sub-inspector  gets  6j. 
for  every  visit,  and  1 s.  for  the  report. 

11277.  The  loeal  inspector  reports  to  the  clerk 
of  the  local  authority,  who  directs  you  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  plaee  and  examine  the  cattle? — Yes, 
that  is  so. 

11278.  Should  it  be  determined  to  be  pleuro- 
pneumonia, wliat  is  the  next  proceeding? — All 
the  cattle  arc  valued. 

11279.  There  is  a special  schedule  issued  to 
the  district  committees,  for  the  purpose  of  filling 
up  with  the  values  of  these  veral  cattle  ? — Yes. 

11280.  Then  if  it  is  determined  to  be  pleuro- 
pneumonia, the  animal  is  slaughtered  forthwith? 

— It  is.  ...  1 

11281.  And  the  carcass  realized  if  it  is  of 
value  ? — Yes. 

11282.  How  is  the  owner  compensated?-—!^ 
the  extent  of  three-fourths  of  the  loss,  provided 
it  does  not  more  than  equal  half  the  value  of  the 

animal.  , . 

11283.  That  is  to  say,  in  the  case  of  an 
worth  16  /.,  if  the  salvage  amounts  to  8 h t“e 
owner  is  paid  three-fourths  of  the  loss  of  8 
which  is  6 1.  ? — Yes.  . 

11284.  The  local  authority  in  that  case  loses 
6 L,  and  the  owner  2 l.  ? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

11285.  Are  you  in  favour  of  a high  rate  01 
compensation?— Yes,  I am.  w;tl 
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11286.  With  what  object? — To  get  rid  of  the  sold  during  the  winter,  and  had  reappeared  in  Mr. 

. ' this  store  animal,  having  been  communicated  by  Thomson. 

11287  But  how  does  that  get  rid  of  the  the  fat  animals  during  the  winter?— Yes.  — — 

think  that  the  farmers  would  be  11306.  Chairman.}  I suppose  that  means  that  3°  JunB 
!nre  willing  to  communicate  the  fact  of  the  in  consequence  of  the  owner’s  constantly  dis-  1S73‘ 

V e keino.  Up0n  their  places  at  an  earlier  posing  of  fat  animals,  the  disease  which  you  think 
U1S  at  jeast_  was  lurking  among  them  was  not  so  apparent  as 

Sl  U288.  Then  you  advocate  a high  rate  of  com-  it  might  have  been  otherwise  ?— Yes ; that  after 
negation  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  early  being  put  to  the  grass,  the  change  from  the 
kcovery  of  the  disease?— Yes.  tyres  to  the  grass  made  it  so  that  the  disease 

11289.  I presume  that  you  find  it  of  very  could  no  longer  remain  latent,  and  it  broke  out, 
nreat  importance  to  have  the  disease  discovered  so  that  it  became  apparent. 

It  an  early  period,  and  before  it  has  taken  any  11307.  Mr.  Barclay .]  The  disease  in  the 
.Treat  hold  upon  a herd  ?— Yes,  decidedly.  earlier  stages  is  not  easily  visible  in  fat  cattle  ?— 

° 11290.  Do  you  consider  that  to  be  one  of  the  No,  it  is  not. 

most  important  points  in  connection  with  the  11308.  They  do  not  show  i.t  very  readily  ?— 
stamping  out  of  contagious  disease  ?— I do.  No,  they  do  not  show  it  very  readily. 

11291°  Can  you  give  the  Committee  the  re-  11309.  But  you  have  no  particular  reason, 
suits  of  your  proceedings  upon  a few  of  the  except  an  inference  from  the  general  state  of  the 
farms,  with  reference  to  how  many  animals  it  has  case,  to  suppose  that  any  of  the  fat  animals  had 

been  necessary  to  kill  in  order  to  stop  the  pro-  been  attacked  which  were  sent  away?— I have 

gress  of  the  disease  ; you  have  a statement  re-  no  particular  reason  to  suppose  that. 
latin0- to  10  farms,  have  you  not ? — I have.  11310.  You  believe,  I dare  say,  that  pleuro- 

11292.  How  many  cattle  were  there  upon  pneumonia  is  a foreign  disease  ?— Yes,  I do. 
those  farms  altogether  ?— There  are  10  places  11311.  You  have  no  doubt  about  its  being  un- 
specified in  this  Return,  and  the  number  of  cattle  ported  into  .Aberdeenshire  in  any  case? — None, 
upon  those  10  farms  was  610.  11312.  Do  you  know  how  long  it  is  since 

11293.  How  many  animals  did  you  find  it  ne-  pleuro-pneumonia  appeared  first  in  Aberdeen- 
cessary  to  slaughter? — Forty-seven.  shire ? — I do  not. 

11294.  What  was  the  total  value  of  those  11313.  It  was  before  you  were  connected  with 
animals  upon  those  10  places  ?— £.  10,000.  the  profession,  I suppose  ?— It  was. 

11295.  What  was  the  loss  by  the  slaughter  of  11314.  Chairman.]  How  long  have  you  been 
llie  47  animals?— £.  315.  5 s.  64  d.  connected  with  the  profession  ?— Ten  years. 

11296.  There  were  610  animals  upon  those  10  11315.  Mr.  Barclay.]  It  is  one  of  your  in- 

farms, and  it  was  found  necessary  to  slaughter  structions  from  the  local  authority  that  when 
only  47  to  stop  the  disease  ?— That  is  so.  disease  breaks  out  at  a place,  you  have  to  trace, 

11297.  Has  the  disease  quite  gone  from  those  as  far  as  you  possibly  can,  whence  the  disease 
10  places  ? — With  one  exception.  camo  ? — It  is. 

11298.  With  that  one  exception,  how  long  is  11316.  You  have  done  that  in  a good  many 
it  since  there  was  any  disease  upon  the  other  cases,  have  you  not  ? — I have, 
nine  farms  ? — We  have  had  no  complaint  of  any  11317.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  state- 
disease  upon  the  nine  farms  since  this  statement  ment  respecting  any  of  the  cases  you  have  traced 
was  made  up.  out? — Yes.  For  the  last  two  years  there  have 

11299.  You  have  not  had  any  cases  upon  nine  been  64  outbreaks  of  the  disease,  26  of  which 
of  the  farms  for  two  or  three  months? — For  10  are  due  to  animals  imported  into  the  county, 
months  we  have  been  perfectly  clear.  From  these  26  centres  disease  has  spread  to  21 

11300.  Upon  one  of  the  farms  has  the  disease  places.  So  far  as  I can  ascertain,  15  of  the  26 
appeared  again?— Yes,  after  the  lapse  of  five  outbreaks  referred  to  are  due  to  Irish  cattle; 
months.  4 to  Dutch ; 4 to  English ; and  3 to  Scotch  from 

11301.  After  having  been  declared  free,  there  different  counties.  During  the  years  1871  and 
was  no  more  disease  for  five  months  ? — There  was  1872,  one  or  more  animals  died  previous  to  the 
no  more  disease  reported ; but  the  owner  of  that  discovery  of  the  disease  at  25  places.  The  total 
one  farm  had  been  in  the  way  of  disposing  of  number  of  cattle  which  died  was  40,  and  their 
cattle  during  the  winter  season,  and  it  is  more  probable  value  480 1. 

than  probable  that  in  the  disposal  of  fat  Btock  11317*.  In  those  case  where  you  attribute  the 
the  disease  had  been  latent,  and  that  the  disease  disease  to  Irish  cattle,  you  have  found  that  the 
had  actually  never  ceased  upon  that  farm,  thus  disease  has  first  appeared  upon  a farm  in  an  Irish 
accounting  for  the  second  outbreak  of  it.  animal,  have  you  not? — Yes. 

11302.  What  kind  of  animal  was  this  in  which  11318.  Recently  bought?  Recently  bought, 

the  disease  has  recently  appeared? — A two-year  11319.  And  imported  from  Ireland?  And 

old  half-fat  bullock  on  grass.  brought  from  Ireland.  . _ 

11303.  Chairman.]  You  say  that  the  owner  11320.  In  any  case,  have  you  had  any  special 
had  been  disposing  of  cattle,  but  had  he  been  opportunities  of  knowing  how  long  a tune  had 
getting  fresh  cattle  in? — The  owner  had  been  elapsed  since  the  animal  came  from  Ireland  pre- 
getting no  fresh  cattle  in.  viously  to  its  showing  disease? — I am  not  at 

113u4.  Mr.  Barclay.]  He  had  added  none  to  present  in  possession  of  the  facts,  but  within  a 
his  stock  since  the  previous  outbreak  ? — He  had  month. 

not  added  any  to  his  stock  since  the  previous  11321.  You  have  .known  of  Irish  cattle  snow- 
outbreak,  except  two  milch  cows,  which  were  ing  pleuro-pneumonia  within  a month  alter  you 
kept  in  a different  place  from  where  the  disease  have  been  certain  that  they  had  left  Ireland  r • 
broke  out,  and  those  two  cows  have  remained  Yes.  , 

healthy.  11322.  And  you  infer  from  that  that  the 

11305.  But  you  think  that  the  disease  had  animals  had  been  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia 
been  smouldering  in  the  fat  cattle  which  were  before  they  left  Ireland?  Yes,  I do. 

•0.58.  ° 3 M 3 11323.  Can 

Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


MINUTES  OE  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


■^r*  11323.  Can  you  give  tlie  Committee  any  idea 

J.  Thomson,  of  the  number  of  cattle  imported  into  Aberdeen- 
__  T~  shire? — In  1871  there  were  upwards  of  10,000 

3°g“ne  store  cattle  imported,  composed  of  English,  Irish, 
1 <3-  Dutch,  and  a small  proportion  from  the  south  of 
Scotland,  but  not  including  those  from  Orkney 
and  Shetland. 

11324.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  what 
proportion  of  the  cattle  were  Irish  ? — I have 
somewhere,  but  I really  cannot  tell  the  pro- 
portion now ; the  number  of  Irish  cattle  and  the 
number  of  English  cattle  was  stated  in  the  report 
to  the  local  authority,  but  I cannot  distinguish  it 
just  now. 

11325.  Mr.  Clare  Read. ] You  do  not  know 


bow  many  Dutch  cattle  were  imported  into 
Aberdeenshire? — I do  not  know  how  many 
Dutch  cattle  were  imported. 


11326.  Mr.  Bar  clay. There  were  com- 
paratively few  Dutch  cattle  introduced,  I 
believe  ? — Very  few,  comparatively. 

11327.  Would  the  Irish  cattle  be  three-fourths 
of  the  whole  import  ?—  They  would  be  the  largest 
proportion  ; they  would  be  more  than  a half. 

11328.  Are  you  satisfied  with  the  existing 
restrictions  and  regulations  as  regards  pleuro- 
pneumonia, or  in  what  respect  would  you  wish 
them  modified? — I would  wish  the  tune  for 
restricting  the  moving  of  cattle  upon  a farm  where 
pleuro-pneumonia  existed,  to  be  extended. 

11329.  1 ou  have  seen  the  proposal  to  prohibit 
all  movement  of  cattle  for  one  month,  and  for 
two  months  thereafter  only  under  the  certificate 
of  the  local  authority,  do  you  approve  of  that?— 

I do. 

11330.  Would  you  allow  fat  cattle  to  be  re- 
moved from  an  infected  place  for  immediate 
slaughter,  provided  they  were  unaffected  with 
the  disease  ?• — I would. 

11331.  You  think  that  would  be  a very  con- 
siderable advantage  without  causing  any  material 
nsJc  of  communicating  the  disease  ? — I do. 

• * JA32- H°w  many  local  authorities  are  there 
m Aberdeenshire ? — There  are  five;  there  are 
the  city  of  Aberdeen,  the  borough  of  Inverarv 
the  borough  of  Peterhead,  the  borough  of  Kin- 
tore,  and  the  county. 

11333.  Would  you  approve  of  one  local  au- 
thonty  for  the  whole  county  ?- Yes,  I would. 

• Z1  J local  authorities  throughout 

Aberdeenshire  act  altogether  in  concert,  do  they 
not?— They  have  hitherto  done  so.  3 

11335.  That  is  by  a voluntary  arrangement 
amongst  themselves  ? — Yes.  ° 

11336.  The  Aberdeenshire  local  authority  has 

Si?  T?|bei'S  fr0m  borouSh  authorities 
throughout  the  country,  has  it  not? — Yes,  it 


a,  markets,  are  they  not?—  Thev  { 

- markets.  ^ e lcnpoitant 

) 11343.  Chairman. 1 Do  the 

, buy  store  cattle  there  ?-Many  of  them  /r°UntI 
1 11344.  Barclay  Tlehtee  ■ 

’ ported,  or  a very  considerable  proportion T 
store  cattle  imported  into  the  comity  I“1,tle 
t those  markets'!* — They  are.  L are  sold  at 
i 11 343-  «w,  as  regards  the  transit  of  ctn 
• from  Aberdeen  to  London,  arc  the  £.3* 

: regard  to  live  cattle  MW. 

11346.  Do  the  butchers  and  dealers  • 
with  reference  to  tlie  existing  mode  of  trj&" 
I hey  do  not.  11 — 

11347.  Would  they  pay  anything  additional 
for  any  improvement  in  the  mode  of  transS 
live  cattle  ? — They  will  not.  °‘ 

— Yet18!'  Imv  VG  )'ou  asled  a «°°d  of  them? 

11349.  Is  that  the  uniform  answer  of  the 
whole?-  They  would  take  a quicker  transit 
but  they  will  not  pay  anything  more  for  it.  ’ 

H350.  The  improvement  they  would  desire 
especially,  is  as  regards  a quicker  period  of  tran- 
sit, rather  than  any  improvement  in  the  trucks  or 
mode  of  transit? — Yes. 

11351.  Any  improvement  that  they  would 
look  lor  would  be,  ns  regards  increasing  the 
speed  and  shortening  the  time  of  the  journey 
between  Aberdeen  and  London? — Yes. 

} 1362>  *”°u  have  a statement,  I believe,  -with 
reference  to  when  live  cattle  leave  Aberdeen  and 
when  they  arrive  in  London  ?— I have. 

££  V35?"  y°u  read  that  statement?— I will: 

‘ The  live  cattle  trade  is  decreasing,  and  is  likely 
to  do  so.  In  1858  there  were  about  3,520  tons 
sent  from  Aberdeen  to  London,  while  in  1870  it 
is  calculated  that  about  9,000  tons  were  sent, 
exclusive  of  about  5,000  tous  sent  by  highland 
railway  from  country  stations  anil  the  north  of 
Scotland.  Butchers  keep  cattle  from  12  to  24 
hours  before  being  killed ; cattle  intended  for 
Monday’s  market  are  usually  killed  on  Friday, 
and  leavo  Aberdeen  at  12  noon  on  Saturday, 
and  arrive  in  London  about  3 a.m.  on  the  Mon- 
day morning.  Live  cattle  leave  on  Friday  at 
12  noon,  arriving  early  on  Sunday  morning.” 
11354.  A very  considerable  portion  of  the 
cattle  leave  on  the  Thursday,  do  they  not?— 
Yes,  they  do. 

11355.  1 hose  cattle  would  arrive  in  London 
on  Saturday  morning  ? — Yes. 

11356.  Leaving  at  that  time,  they  would  have 
two  days’  rest  before  appearing  in  the  market  on 


,,  11337,  Do  borough  local  authorities  follow 
— Ye^they  d°oPted  ^ tbe  Count^ local  authority? 

it  ever  been  shown  that  their 
interest  at  all  conflicted  together  upon  any  of  the 
questions  which  arise  ?—  No.  1 7 

lfJJ339+\N^diffi*u1^  has  arisen  between  the 
local  authorities  of  the  boroughs  and  the  local 
‘K  county  ?_No®e  whatever.  0Mi 
. f.1340*  There  is  a weekly  market  in  Aberdeen 
is  there  not? — Yes,  there  are  two.  5 

1134L  Cfahm]  Are  those  two  markets 
which  are  held  in  Aberdeen  the  principal  markets 
that  are  held  m the  county  ? — No. 

tkaVfhe2'  Mr'  BSc4«'4  Takin«  Into  account 
that  they  are  weekly  markets,  they  are  important 


ah  miu,  unit),  uiey  wuuiu  late 

two  days’  rest  before  appearing  in  the  market  on 
Monday  ? — Yes,  they  would. 

11357.  According  to  tlie  statement  which  you 
have  just  read,  the  live  cattle  trade  is  falling  off 
very  much,  and  the  trade  is  all  going  in  the  way 
of  dead  meat? — Yes,  it  is. 

11358.  What  sort  of  animals  are  still  sent  up 
alive  ? — The  best  cattle ; the  top  quality  of 
cattle. 

11359.  They  are  principally  the  black-polled 
cattle,  are  they  not? — Yes;  they  are  three-year- 
old  cattle. 

11360.  All  the  lower  quality  are  killed  and 
sent  on  ? — Yes. 

11361.  Is  there  any  difficulty  in  disposing  of 
offal  in  Aberdeen  ? — N one. 

11362.  How  is  the  offal  disposed  of;  1 am  not 
speaking  of  the  hides  and  the  tallow  particularly* 
konanse 
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because  they  are  manufactured  there,  or  sent 
to  London  or  other  places,  but  as  regards  what 
is  called  small  offal,  how  is  that  disposed  of? — 
\Ve  have  manufactories  for  making  meats  out  of 

^11363.  The  Germans  have  an  establishment  at 
Aberdeen  for  making  sausages,  have  they  not  ? — 
Yes  they  clean  those  small  intestines  and  pre- 
pare them  for  sausages. 

r 11361.  Chairman.']  Where  are  those  sausages 
mainly  sent  ? — Some  of  them  are  sold  in  Aber- 

e*l365.  There  is  an  export  trade,  I suppose  ? 
—I  do  not  think  that  they  manufacture  sausages 
to  any  great  extent  in  Aberdeen  ; they  prepare 
the  skins  and  export  them  to  other  places,  merely 
for  holding  the  minced  meat. 

11366.  Mr.  Barclay.]  They  do  not  make  the 
sausages  complete  in  Aberdeen  ? — No  ; one  firm 
do,  Messrs.  Moir  & Sons. 

11367. ' The  butchers  have  no  difficulty,  at 
least,  in  disposing  of  the  small  intestines  and  the 
Email  offal  of  the  animals  which  are  killed  in 
Aberdeen  ? — They  have  no  difficulty  whatever. 

11368.  Is  there  a great  demand  for  them  for 
preparing  and  using  up,  both  locally  and  for 
sending  away  ? — Yes,  there  is. 

11369.  Chairman.]  You  are  the  principal  in- 
spector in  Aberdeenshire,  I suppose  ? — I am. 

11370.  How  many  other  inspectors  are  there 
connected  with  the  veterinary  profession ; are 
there  any  ? — There  would  be  about  30,  I should 
say. 

11371.  Are  all  of  them  veterinary  surgeons  ? 
—All  of  them. 

11372.  Do  the  police  work  under  you  ? — 
Yes. 

11373.  Is  it  the  business  of  the  police  to  report 
cases  of  disease  to  you? — Yes. 

11374.  Do  they  often  do  so? — They  often  do 
60  through  the  chief  constable. 

11375.  Will  you  just  tell  me,  in  the  bill  parts 
of  Aberdeenshire,  how  large  a district  will  one 
inspector  have  t,o  deal  with ; take,  for  instance, 
the  district  of  Ballater  and  Braemar ; would  one 
inspector  take  the  whole  of  Braemar  and  Bal- 
later  ?— Yes. 

11376.  Would  he  take  anything  else? — I,  at 
present,  am  inspector  for  that  district,  owing  to 
the  want  of  a veterinary  surgeon. 

11377.  But  what  is  the  size  of  the  district 
which  you  have  under  you  owing  to  the  absence 
of  this  veterinary  inspector  ?— It  includes  the 
parishes  of  Glengairn,  Tulloch,  Glenmunick, 
Crathie,  and  Braemar. 

11378.  Are  you,  as  chief  inspector,  paid  by 
salary  or  by  fee  ? — By  salary  and  by  fee. 

11379.  What  is  the  salary  ? — £.  100  a year. 

. H380  With  the  fees,  what  does  it  amount  to 
in  round  figures  ? — I get  10  5.  6 d.  for  each  visit 
to  each  place,  and  travelling  expenses. 

11381.  What  would  that  altogether  come  to 
lor  last  year? — Travelling  expenses  and  all 
would  come  to  about  286  from  May  1872  to 
May  1873. 

11382.  1 presume  a considerable  proportion  of 
nat  would  be  travelling  expenses  ? — Yes. 

11383.  Then  the  inspectors  for  the  districts 
who  work  under  you  do  not  get  so  much,  I sup- 
paid  i 31  P^  sa^arY  They  are  not 
11384.  Simply  bv  fee? — They  have  6s.  for 

every  visit  they  make  to  a place,  and  1 s.  for  a 

report. 

0.58. 


11385.  Are  there  any  live  cattle  which  come 
up  from  Aberdeen  by  water  now  to  the  ports  of 
London? — Yes,  there  are. 

11386.  Do  they  come  every  week? — They 
come  weekly  in  the  season. 

11387.  "What  do  you  call  “ the  season”? — It 
is  in  the  winter  season,  principally. 

11388.  They  do  not  come  during  the  summer? 
— No;  there  are  very  few  which  come  during 
the  summer. 

11389.  What  proportion  do  you  think  the  live 
cattle  coming  by  sea  bear  to  the  live  cattle  coming 
by  land,  from  the  port  of  Aberdeen  ? — Perhaps 
they  would  be  one-fourth  of  the  whole  live 
cattle. 

11390.  Do  the  cattle  by  land  also  come  up 
mainly  in  winter? — Yes,  live  cattle  principally. 

11391.  Then  if  it  is  stated  that  the  dead  meat 
trade  can  hardly  be  expected  to  replace  the  live 
meat  trade,  because  the  dead  meat  cannot  with 
advantage  come  up  in  the  summer,  that  would 
hardly  be  a fair  statement,  inasmuch  as  not  much 
meat,  either  alive  or  dead,  comes  up  from  Aber- 
deen in  summer? — Wre  have  not  so  much  coining 
in  summer  as  in  winter. 

11392.  Do  you  know  whether  the  exporters  in 
Aberdeen  consider  that,  so  far  as  the  railway 
charges  are  concerned,  the  dead  meat  trade  is  oi- 
ls not  more  expensive  than  the  live  meat  trade  ? 
— I am  not  aware;  the  dead  meat' costs  5s.  a 
hundred  weight,  including  carriage  and  com- 
mission for  the  selling. 

11393.  And  the  porterage  in  London? — Yes; 
that  is  to  say,  5 1.  per  ton. 

11394.  Do  you  know  what  the  carriage  of  a 
live  beast  is?— It  costs  about  '35s.,  the  nearest 
way  that  you  can  go,  including  everything. 

11395.  Is  that  by  railroad? — Yes. 

11396.  What  would  the  average  of  those  boasts 
weigh?— Six  or  seven  hundred  weight.  , 

11397.  By  six  or  seven  hundred  weight  you 
mean  six  or  seven  hundred  weight  altogether, 
including  the  legs,  and  so  on ; you  do  not  mean 
six  or  seven  hundred  weight  of  saleable  meat  ? — 
Yes,  I do. 

11398.  Does  that  3 5 s.  include  fees  and  every- 
thing ? — Yes. 

11399.  Do  you  think  that  those  animals  which 
start,  we  will  say  on  Friday  afternoon,  and  do 
not  get  to  London  till  Sunday  morning,  are 
seriously  the  worse  for  their  journey  when  they 
arrive? — I should  think  they  are. 

11400.  I have  here  the  evidence  which  was 
given  before  an  administrative  committee  upon 
the  transit  of  animals  by  Mr.  Hicks,  who  is  a 
salesman  in  the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market, 
who  says  he  is  principally  connected  with  the 
Aberdeen  trade,  and  he  speaks  of  animals  which 
leave  Aberdeen  on  Thursday,  about  4 o’clock, 
and  arrive  in  London  about  5 or  6 on  Saturday 
morning;  that  I understand  to  be  about  the 
length  of  journey  you  think  it  to  be  ? — Yea. 

1 1401.  Mr.  Hicks  says  that  from  one  end  to 
the  other  they  get  neither  a bite  nor  drink,  and, 
of  course,  they  were  completely  exhausted,  par- 
ticularly during  very  hot  and  cold  weather ; 
on  their  arrival  they  will  drink  _ till  they 
are  fit  to  burst,  if  they  can  get  it.”  Then 
he  speaks  of  this  as  a proof  of  the  depreciation 
in  the  value  of  the  beast;  would  you  agree 
with  that  ?— I have  no  doubt  that  there  is  a great 
depreciation. 

11402.  That  being  the  case,  how  do  you  ac- 
3 M 4 count 
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Mr.  count  for  the  best  cattle  being  sent  up  alive  ? — land  and  purchases  cattle,  and  it  Wn 

J.  Thomson.  They  can  stand  the  journey  best.  those  cattle  that  the  disease  spread  in  < 

11403.  They  are  stronger? — Yes;  they  are  shire.  berdeen. 

stronger,  to  begin  with.  11419.  But  I want  to  know  how  W 

11404.  Mr.  Ridley.]  And  they  are  older? — animals  which  had  the  disease,  and  as  ° '™3e 
Yes,  they  are  three-year-olds.  brought  it  from  Ireland,  had  left  Ireland°h  f*T 

11405.  Chairman.1]  I should  have  thought  that  the  disease  was  discovered  ? — I could  not ' ,1 
the  depreciation  in  a very  good  animal  would  precisely  the  time ; but  I should  say  thcd'  ^ 
have  been  more  felt,  than  with  a very  poor  was  discovered  within  a month  or  two  f™ 
animal  ? — They  stand  the  journey  better.  leaving  Ireland.  m “eir 

_ 11406.  Now,  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  11420.  My  reason  for  asking  you  is  this-  tl 
since  when  have  you  put  into  force  those  regula-  pleuro-pneumonia  exists  in  England  as  = ]] 
tions  which  appear  to  have  been  successful  with  in  Ireland,  and  when  you  say  tfiat  the  an’  f 
regard  to  stopping  the  disease? — Since  the  14th  brought  the  disease  from  Ireland  Iw-int  t‘n,  8 
of  April  1871.  why  you  think  they  brought  the  C t 

11407.  So  that  now  you  have  had  two  years’  Ireland,  rather  than  that  they  caught  it  ^ 
experience  ?— Yes,  two  years’  experience.  their  way  through  Great.  Britain  from  Ii-plJf 

11408.  And,  practically,  you  think  that  if  you  Aberdeen? — We  have  a very  laro-e  fair  ca]i  ^ 
have  not  extirpated  the  disease,  at  all  events  you  Falkirk,  to  which  a great  number  of  Irish  catri 
have  very  much  checked  it?— I decidedly  think  so.  are  brought.  Our  dealers  go  south  to  Falkirk 
1 1409.  Your  principle  is  to  slaughter  all  the  and  purchase  Irish  cattle  largely  there  and  brin 
animals  which  have  the  disease? — Yes.  them  to  Aberdeenshire  direct.  The  'time  sinr° 

11410.  Buc  you  do  not  slaughter  all  that  have  they  left  Ireland  to  come  to  Falkirk  would  ],! 
been  in  contact  ?— No.  just  the  time  requisite  for  the  transit. 

11411.  Y\  hen  do  you  consideran  animal,  which  11421.  But  Falkirk  you  would  not  consider 
has  been  in  contact  with  another  animal  which  very  safe  place  in  respect  to  pleuro-pneumonia* 
has  had  the  disease,  to  be  safe? -I  should  not  —There  are  a very  great  number  of  animals  coni 
allow  an  animal  which  lias  been  in  contact  with  gretrated  there. 

a diseased  animal  to  mix  with  other  animals  for  11422.  Now,  with  regard  to  those  four  Dutch 
ati  imthTie  “°nih8,  . . . , . , cattle  ; what  makes  you  think  that  they  brought 

1141.4.  1 hat  is  the  principle  upon  winch  you  the  disease  in  four  cases  from  Holland  ?— Be- 
ha??£°one£r , s’  . cause  the  disease  broke  out  amongst  them. 

11413.  With  your  experience  of  pleuro-pneu-  iiaos  TT«„,  I™™  i,.,i  :+  1 .1 


monia,  I am  not  asking  for  extvemo  cases,  but 
upon  the  average,  how  long  does  the  disease 
remain  latent  before  it  shows  itself? — That  de- 
pends very  much  upon  the  observant  character 
of  the  owner  of  the  stock,  because  I believe  he 
could  give  iis  information  a great  deal  sooner 


1 1423.  How  long  had  it  been  since  they  left 
Holland  ? — I could  not  tell. 

11424.  Mr.  Barclay.]  The  facts  as  regards 
Irish  and  Dutch  cases  which  you  have  referred 
to  are  simply  these,  that  in  those  cases  referred 
to,  the  disease  first  appeared  in  animals  which 


than  we  get  it;  but  I may  say  This, “that Tn  44  f casea  “ 

outbreaks  the  average  period  has  been  13  an*mals  which  came  flora 1 Holland;  but  vou are 
-iveeks.  & * noj*  prepared  to  give  evidence  as  to  whether  the 


11414.  Supposing  that  you  wore  to  huy  a hart  ““j™18 , hod  tlle , di?case, wbcn 
of  cattle,  and  that  one  of  those  animals  became  S?  PtS, °-  W ? “7  ° ■Ugll‘  t° 

affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  with  your  Jtuow-  ?T,,~ C .1, 18  5° ! b?‘  .’“F®8™  18  d«- 

ledge  of  the  disease,  how  soon  after  that  animal  had  ‘7  br0Ugbt  “ Wlth  th??'  , , . 

first  got  the  disease  would  you  expect  to  fiud  out  tit'  Eto°pS  TP1010?  ‘•‘S 

aright  “ **”  ‘,1Cy  “ 

amongst  a lot  of  healthy  cattle,  I should  not  ox-  . ... 

pect  to  see  those  healthy  cattle  become  affected  .u11426’  Have  you  ?ot  with  you 

m a leas  period  than  one  month  ‘ 7?  “pauses  of  working  the  Act  m Aberdeen- 

11415.  But  you  would  expect  it  in  one  month  „°„r„?ie  IaEt  yoar  f-Tbe  total  sum  levied 

or  six  weeks,  I suppose?— I would  Waf. ....... 

. H416.  One  or  two  veterinary  surgeons  have  What  amount  of  money  vaS 

grven  evidence  before  this  Committee,  to  the  pended^ 

etiect  that  they  think  that  the  disease  is  only  11428.  Mr.  Barclay.]  You  have  a return  con- 

conveyed  by  the.  breath ; is  that  your  opinion  ? taining  the  balance  sheet  of  your  expenses  for 

lhat  is  my  opinion.  last  year  and  this  year  ? — Yes  ; from  Whit 

11417.  You  stated  that  you  traced  several  of  Sunday  to  Whit  Sunday;  from  the  15th  May 
the  outbreaks  to  animals  which  were  imported  1872  to  the  15th  May  1873. 
into  Aberdeenshire;  in  15  cases  you  said  that  11429.  Will  you  hand  that  in  ? — I will.  (3^ 
you  considered  the  disease  was  imported  from  same  was  handed  in,  vide  Appendix.) 

™ ,“nd  xm!;1  ™ *!'  “VP™  wl“‘  you  11430.  ChairmanA  You  state  that  the  corn* 

come  from  l,.,!.,,.,!''0.011  t l03e  cattle  had  authority  works  well  with  the  different  borough 

SSi  S'  T dld  a«t  authorities ’-They  do. 

dhuct  to  1,-elnm?  A™01"*!01  °,f  ““Ic  went  11431.  You  have  no  difficulty  in  workingtu- 
andP“.chMedt,1'milM“aa.  gether? — No. 

11418  ^Wintte  wh  11432.  But,  still  you  would  recommend  tint 

been  from  the  f bme  t7H  ?ere  W h Bll0,lld  be  authority  ?— I would. 

SwoTtn  ll.  r »«le  ieavmg  Ireland  to  then-  11433.  Wishing  to  make  that  recommend 
sale  irf  Ahordppn  . T*  + i carnes  on  an  auction  tion,  have  you  considered  in  what  way  you  would 

, but  he  goes  monthly  to  Ire-  make  it  one  authority.  I suppose  you  would 
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give  the  city  of  Aberdeen  some  voice  in  the  pleuro-pneumonia  differs  frequently  on  account  Mr. 

united  authority  ?— Yes,  I would.  of  the  treatment  the  cattle  receive  ; that  when  Thomson. 

11434.  Have  you  considered  in  what  way  you  they  are  tied  up  in  a warm  shed,  and  the  tempe-  ~ 

would  do  that? — By  making  part  of  the  town  nature  is  not  varied,  the  period  of  incubation  30  Jun“ 
council  members  of  the  local  authority.  would  be  much  longer  than  when  they  are  turned  l8?3' 

11435.  Who  is  the  local  authority  at  present  out  to  graze  early  in  the  spring,  and  when  they 

for  the  county  of  Aberdeen  ? — They  are  experience  a considerable  variation  of  teinpe- 

the  Commissioners  of  Supply  and  the  tenant  nature  ? — I do. 

trustees.  11457.  You  would  recommend  that  there 

11436-.  That  is  what  it  is  by  the  Act;  but  do  should  be  an  isolation  for  three  months  of  those 
they  appoint  a managing  committee  ? — The  whole  animals  which  have  been  herded  with  others 
of  the  members  are  the  executive  committee.  which  had  been  killed,  suffering  from  plcuro- 
11437.  Where  do  they  meet? — They  meet  in  pneumonia? — I would, 
the  County  Hall  in  the  borough  of  Aberdeen.  11458.  You  would  recommend  ample  compcn- 

11438.  Do  they  not  meet  in  any  other  part  of  sation  being  given  to  the  owner  of  stock  in  order 
the  county  ? — No.  to  get  at  the  disease  earlier? — I would. 

11439.  Do  not  they  appoint  local  committees  ? 11459.  It  has  been  said  before  this  Committee, 

— Yes.  that  giving  ample  compensation  might  be  the 

11440.  For  each  parish? — Yes;  and  a veteri-  means  of  making  the  farmers  caveless ; do  you 
nary  surgeon  may  be  an  inspector  for  two  or  not  think,  that  the  certain  loss  which  the  farmer 
three  parishes.  would  have  to  undergo  from  the  three  months 

1 1441.  What  is  the  size  of  those  local  com-  restriction,  would  make  him  wish  not  to  have  the 
mittees,  generally? — They  consist  of  two  or  three  disease  upon  his  farm? — I am  satisfied  that  no 
members.  farmer  would  wish  to  have  the  disease,  however 

11442.  The?e  would,  of  course,  be  no  practical  high  the  compensation  was. 
difficulty  upon  the  part  of  the  local  committee  of  11460.  You  think  that  the  farmer  would  be 
the  city  of  Aberdeen  joining  in  this  general  only  too  glad  to  get  rid  of  the,  disease  when  it 
committee  ? — There  would  be  no  practical  dif-  came  ? — Yes,  lie  -would  be  ouly  too  glad  to  get 
ficulty.  rid  of  the  disease. 

11443.  There  would  be  no  practical  difficulty  11461.  Where  did  those  Dutch  cattle  which 
in  the  town  council  of  Aberdeen  electing  had  the  disease  come  from ; wbat  port  were  they 
members  to  join  in  this  general  committee  ? — 1 lauded  at  ? — At  Hull. 

do  not  think  there  would.  1 1462.  Did  they  come  direct  from  Hull  to 

11444.  These  small  boroughs  of  Kintore,  Aberdeenshire  ? — They  passed  through  one  or 
Peterhead,  and  so  on,  do  send  members  to  the  two  markets.  Those  cattle  are  perhaps  con- 
county  committee,  do  they  not? — They  do.  signed  to  a Liverpool  salesman  who  sends  some, 

11445.  Mr.  Barclay.']  The  local  authority  form  possibly,  on  spec  to  an  Aberdeen  salesman,  and 
themselves  into  a committee,  in  order  to  be  able  he  disposes  of  them  in  that  way. 
under  the  Act  to  take  in  representatives  from  11463.  Were  those  store  cattle  ? — Yes. 
the  burghs  of  Peterhead  and  Ivintore? — They  11464.  Are  there  many  of  them  in  Aberdccn- 

do.  shire  ? — Yes,  there  were  more  of  them  last  year 

11446.  Chairman.']  The  Commissioners  of  than  I have  ever  seen  before. 

Supply  in  your  county  are  persons  who  pay  1007.  11465.  Have  you  seen  manythis  year?  — No, 

rent,  are  they  not  ? — Yes,  they  are.  but  I am  not  inspecting  the  cattle  upon  their 

11447.  I suppose  you  would  hold  this  view,  arrival  at  Aberdeen  now,  so  that  point  is  not 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of  Aberdeen-  immediately  under  my  knowledge, 
shire  meet  and  nominate  a certain  number  of  11466.  Do  you  happen  to  know  that  there  is 
their  body ; the  Act  says,  “ not  fewer  than  four,  a decrease  in  the  importation  of  those  Dutch 
nor  more  than  fifteen  of  their  number  to  act  upon  stores  ? — Yes,  decidedly, 
the  county  board”? — Yes.  11467.  Do  the  farmers  prefer  buying  those 

11448.  You  have  the  full  15  ? — Yes,  we  have  Dutch  stores?— No,  I do  not  think  they  do. 
the  full  15.  11468.  I suppose  the  four  cases  in  which 

11449.  Now,  out  of  those  15,  how  many  pleuro-pneumonia  prevailed  among  the  Dutch 
would  be  tenant  farmers  ? — They  have  a separate  cattle  would  be  a considerable  per-centage  of  the 
representation.  whole  of  the  Dutch  cattle  that  you  have  had  in 

11450.  By  the  Act,  there  are  also  the  same  Aberdeen  ? — Calling  them  lots,  that  would  be  a 
number  nominated  by  the  owners  and  occupiers  large  proportion  ; you  know  they  come  in  lots, 
of  agricultural  subjects  in  such  county  of  the  not  as  isolated  animals. 

value  of  100 1.  sterling? — Yes.  11469.  It  is  a larger  proportion  than  that  of 

11451.  That  would  be  30  in  all ? — Yes.  the  Irish  cattle;  can  you  give  the  Committee 

11452.  Of  those  30,  I suppose  a very  large  any  idea  how  many  Dutch  store  cattle  go  to 

proportion  are  tenant  farmers  ? — Fifteen  are  Aberdeenshire  ? — Y es,  if  I had  a little  time  I 
tenant  fanners.  could. 

11453.  Who.  is  the  chairman  of  your  local  11470.  Chairman.]  You  say  that  those  Dutch 
authority  ? — The  sheriff  substitute.  cattle  came  from  Liverpool  ? — That  is  my  im- 

11454.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  You  have  stated  pression;  I believe  they  do. 

that  the  largest  and  the  best  of  the  cattle  of  11471.  Mr.  O’ Conor.]  You  are  not  able,  I 

Aberdeenshire  still  come  np  alive  to  London  ? — presume,  to  Btate  what  is  the  proportion  of  the 
It  is  only  the  best  cattle  that  are  sent  alive  to  import  of  store  cattle  from  Ireland  into  Aber- 
London.  ■ deenshire,  ns  compared  with  the  import  from 

11455.  I suppose  the  large  cattle  are  carried  England  and  other  countries? — No,  but  they  form 
aMd  sold  alive  at  exactly  the  same  terms  as  the  the  larger  proportion. 

small  ones  are  ?— Yes,  f should  suppose  so.  11472.  Therefore,  if  there  is  a quantity  of 

11456.  You  think  the  time  of  incubation  of  disease  going  about  in  other  countries,  and  also 
0.58.  3 N in 
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Mr.  in  Ireland,  as  the  greater  portion  of  the  cattle  • there  should  be  a better  system  of  inspectii  ? 
J.  Thomson,  come  from  Ireland,  it  is  not  wonderful  that  you  1 dr»  think-  1 n.— 

should  have  a greater  number  of  diseased  Irish 
cattle  than  any  others?  — We  have  greater 
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chances  of  getting  the  disease. 

11473.  You  get  a greater  number  of  cattle, 
and  therefore  you  get  a greater  amount  of  dis- 
eased cattle.  It  does  not  follow  that  because 
you  have  a greater  number  of  diseased  Irish 
cattle  in  Aberdeenshire,  therefore  there  is  a 
greater  amount  of  disease  amongst  Irish  cattle, 
as  a whole,  than  amongst  the  cattle  of  any  other 
country  ? — My  impression  is  that  we  get  more 
disease  by  Irish  cattle  than  by  any  other 
cattle. 

11474.  Because  you  get  more  Irish  cattle  ? — 
We  do  get  more. 

11475.  Chairman.]  Are  you  large  importers 
of  Irish  cattle? — Yes. 

11476.  Mr.  O' Conor.']  You  stated  that  there 
was  an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
Aberdeenshire  commencing  in  1869 ; had  you 
any  before  that  period  ? — No. 

11477.  Chairman.]  Did  you  never  have  foot 
and  mouth  disease  before  that  time? — Yes,  but 
we  had  no  general  outbreak  of  it  until  1869,  for 
a few  years  previously. 

11478.  Mr.  O' Conor.]  But  there  had  been  a 
general  outbreak  in  some  previous  year? — Not 
in  my  experience ; not  since  1866. 

11479.  But  if  there  were  a general  outbreak 
previously,  it  disappeared;  in  1868  you  had 
scarcely  any  ? — Scarcely  any. 

114S0.  Before  1869  you  never  had  any  restric- 
tions at  all  with  respect  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — No. 

11481.  If  there  had  been  an  outbreak  of  the 
disease  before,  which  died  away  without  restric- 
tions, that  would  seem  to  prove,  would  it  not, 
that  the  disease  which  broke  ,out  in  1869  might 
also  have  died  away  without  restrictions  ? — I do 
not  think  it  would. 

11482.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Had  you  not  the  cattle 
plague  regulations  in  1867  in  Aberdeenshire,  the 
same  as  we  had  in  England  ?— Yes,  we  had. 

11483.  Was  it  then  that  you  got  rid  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ? — It  was  then  that  we  got  rid 
of  it. 

1 1484.  Mr.  O'  Conor.]  But  you  had  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  1869  again  ? — And  in  1867  we 
had  the  cattle  plague  restrictions  ceasing. 

11485.  And  you  had  foot  and  mouth  disease 
from  1869  to  1872  ? — We  had  foot  and  mouth 
disease  from  1869  down  to  1872. 

11486.  And  in  1872  it  disappeared,  did  it  not? 
—The  county  has  not  been  clear  since  1869 ; we 
have  the  disease  still. 

11487.  But  I understood  you  to  say  at  the 
commencement  of  your  evidence,  that  you  had 
no  foot  and  mouth  disease  now  to  any  extent  ? — 
Not  to  any  extent;  we  have  only  14  cases 
now. 

. 1 1488-  You  attributed  your  freedom  from 
disease  to  your  restrictions,  did  you  not  ? — That 
was  the  material  cause,  and  another  thing  oper- 
ated as  well.  We  had  a very  great  failure  in 
turnips,  and  did  not  require  to  import  cattle  last 
year. 


I do  think  so. 

11491.  Supposing  foot  and  mouth  disease  to 
be  very  prevalent  in  England,  and  also  toh 
Prevalent  in  Ireland ; do  you  think  that  it  would 
be  possible  by  any  restriction,  short  of  stopping 
the  importation  o±  store  cattle  into  your  country 
to  prevent  the  disease  coining  in  ?— You  would’ 
materially  lessen  the  number  of  cases  by  so 
doing.  •’  0 

11492.  Do  you  think  that  it  is  possible,  at  the 
port  of  debarcation,  to  have  such  a system  of 
inspection  as  would  prevent  the  admission  of  a 
considerable  quantity  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
when  it  is  very  prevalent  in  the  countries  whence 
the  beasts  came  ? — Y es,  by  inspection  at  the  ports 
of  embarcation  and  debarcation. 

1 1463.  You  think  that  that  would  be  effective 
in  preventing  its  introduction  ? — It  would  be 
effective  in  preventing  the  spread  of  infected 
animals  throughout  the  country. 

11494.  Sir  H.  Selwin-lbbetson.]  Can  you  wive 
the  Committee  any  idea  what  is  the  proportion 
of  diseased  animals  in  the  Irish  importation  com- 
pared to  those  imported  from  elsewhere;  you 
stated  that  the  Irish  importation  was  more  than 
half  of  your  general  importation ; are  the  cases 
of  disease  larger  in  proportion  in  that  number 
than  in  the  other  half  ?— Fifteen  out  of  26  out- 
breaks are  due  to  Irish  cattle. 

11495.  So  that  it  is  rather  a larger  proportion ; 
but  then  the  Irish  cattle  imported  are  the  larger 
number  ? — The  Irish  cattle  are  the  larger  pro- 
portion. 

11496.  Mr.  O'Co  .or.]  But  with  regard  to  these 
Irish  cattle,  you  really  do  not  know  how  long 
they  have  been  in  England  before  they  go  to 
your  county ; when  you  attribute  the  outbreaks 
to  Irish  cattle,  all  you  can  say  is,  that  you  know 
those  cattle  originally  came  from  Ireland ; you 
have  no  means  of  proving  how  long  they  had 
been  in  England  before  they  went  to  Scotland  ? 
— They  are  consigned  by  the  Irish  to  a salesman 
possibly,  or  they  come  direct  from  Ireland  to 
some  01  our  large  fairs,  and  then  there  would  be 
just  such  a length  of  time  as  would  be  necessary 
for  the  journey  from  Ireland  to  the  Scotch 
markets. 

1 1497.  Chairman.]  Those  animals  very  often 
do  not  go  through  England? — Many  of  them 
would  go  to  England. 

1 1498.  Hut  a good  many  of  them  would  not 
go  to  England  at  all,  would  they  ? — That  is  so. 

11499.  Mr.  O' Conor.]  Do  you  believe  that 
any  system  of  inspection  would  be  any  preven- 
tive against  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Not  so  far  as 
its  detection  is  concerned. 

11500.  Unless  the  animals  were  very  far  gone 
it  would  be  impossible  to  detect  the  disease  in  the 
animals  as  they  came  off  the  ship,  would  it  not? 
— I do  not  think  you  could  detect  it  unless  the 
animals  were  very  far  gone. 

11501.  Mr.  Callan.]  What  restrictions  would 
you  propose  to  place  upon  Irish  cattle  arriv- 
ing in  Scotland? — I propose  that  they 
should  be  all  thoroughly  inspected  before  they 
are  allowed  to  go  on  board  ship,  and  then  again 
xi : 1 t flip  fact 


' habo  w.:+i  n , , „ immediately  after  they  arrive.  I think  the  fact 

foot  h regarCl  tt0Your  remedy  for  0f  such  rigid  inspection  being  carried  out  would 

foot  and  mouth  disease,  you  state  that  it  does  not  materially  deter  the  Irish  dealers  from  sending 


exist  in  Aberdeenshire  as  a home,  and  that  it  is 
introduced  by  store  cattle  from  other  places  ? — 
Yes. 

11490.  And  as  a remedy  you  propose  that 


diseased  animals.  Especially  if  they  were  sub- 
jected to  one  or  two  severe  detentions  of  a num- 
ber of  cattle  ; they  would  be  more  careful  in  ta® 
selection  of  their  stock  afterwards.  , 

11502.  What 
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11502.  What  effect  would  inspection  according 
to  your  evidence  have  in  detecting  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  ?— None  whatever. 

. H503.  Therefore.,  as  regards  pleuro-pneu- 
xoonia,  your  proposed  restrictions  would  be 
wholly  useless? — Yes,  so  far  as  the  inspection 
for  its  detection  in  the  cattle  imported  went. 

11504.  I ask  you  whether  your  proposed  re- 
striction with  regard  to  the  inspection  of  cattle 
would  not  be  wholly  useless  as  far  as  regards 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Until  once  the  disease  was 
ascertained  to  exist  it  would. 

11605.  Would  it  not  be  entirely  inoperative 
as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  according  to  your 
own  evidence  ? — I do  not  think  that  any  inspec- 
tion whatever  is  likely  to  discover  a case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

115&6.  Chairman .]  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that 
any  man  with  veterinary  knowledge,  who  was  in- 
specting cattle,  could  not  discover  a good  many 
cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  which  without  such 
inspection  would  pass? — I do  not  think  they 
would  be  shipped  in  a stage  in  which  the  in- 
spector could  detect  the  disease,  and  unless  he 
were  to  kill  the  animals.  I should  not  be  satis- 
fied with  his  opinion  from  external  appearances, 
as  to  whether  it  was  a simple  cold  or  contagious 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

11507.  We  had  the  fact  that  the  inspectors, 
who  are  employed  in  inspecting  animals  arriving 
from  the  Continent  do  detect  the  disease  in  many 
. cases ; do  not  you  think  there  would  be  an  advan- 
tage in  having  t.h  e same  cases  discovered  coming 
from  Ireland? — It  would  be  an  advantage  no 
doubt. 

11508.  Mr.  Call  an.']  As  regards  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  what  time  do  you  consider  it 
takes  from  the  contact  to  the  development  in  a 
diseased  animal  ? — From  12  to  24  hours. 

11509.  Therefore,  as  regards  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  examination  at  the  port  of  embarkation 
might  be  of  service  ? — Yes,  it  might  be  of 
service. 

11510.  With  ffegard  to  the  Irish  cattle  you  im- 
port into  Scotland,  by  what  course  do  they  come  ? 
— They  come  from  Londonderry  and  Dublin  to 
Glasgow. 

11511.  Are  there  cattle  exported  from  Dublin 
to  Glasgow  ? — I think  so. 

11512.  You  would  not  he  surprised  if  you 
were  mistaken? — I am  not  distinct  upon  the 
point. 

11513.  But  there  are  cattle  imported  from 
Belfast  and  Londonderry  to  Glasgow  and  Ar- 
drossan,  are  there  not  ? — There  are  from  Belfast 
and  Londonderry  to  Glasgow ; I do  not  know 
about  Ardrossan. 

11514.  What  time  would  it  takg  to  come  from 
Glasgow  or  Ardrossan  to  Aberdeen  ? — I do  not 
know. 

11515.  Could  vou  give  me  an  idea? — I could 
not. 

11516.  Do  they  go  through  an  infected  dis- 
trict ? — I am  not  aware. 

. H517.  Do  you  not  know  the  infected  districts ; 
is  Falkirk  an  infected  district  ? — No. 

11518.  I am  speaking  of  districts  where 
pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  distemper 
are  rife  ? — I can  only  speak  as  to  disease  in  our 
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own  count)'.  I do  not  know  about  the  districts 
of  other  counties  with  regard  to  the  extent  of 
disease  in  those  counties. 

11519.  Then,  although  you  can  speak  con- 
fidently as  to  the  importation  of  disease  from 
Ireland,  you  have  no  knowledge  of  the  neigh- 
bouring county?  — I am  inspector  for  three 
parishes  in  the  neighbouring  county. 

11520.  With  regard  to  those  15  cases  which 
you  attributed  to  animals  imported  from  Ireland, 
are  you  aware  whether  they  were  long  in  your 
own  county  before  the  disease  showed  itself? — 
Some  of  them  were  for  a considerable  time  in 
the  man’s  own  stock. 

11521.  Would  you  not  fancy  that  cattle  which 
had  been  six  weeks  in  Scotland  without  showing 
the  disease,  would  be  more  likely  to  have  con- 
tracted the  disease  after  coming  to  Scotland  than 
before  they  had  left  Ireland?— No. 

11522.  Are  you  aware  that  the  districts  of 
Ireland  which  principally  send  cattle  to  Scotland 
are  remarkably  free  from  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I 
am  not  aware  of  that. 

11523.  Should  you  be  surprised  to  learn  that 
they  are  ? — I would . 

11524.  If  they  are,  would  you  not  consider 
that  the  disease  was  more  likely  to  be  contracted 
in  Scotland  than  in  Ireland  ? — I would  he  sur- 
prised to  learn  that  a dealer  could  say  from  what 
districts  he  picks  up  his  cattle. 

11525.  Did  you  trace  the  diseased  animal  in 
any  one  of  those  15  cases  which  you  spoke  of? — 
Not  to  its  direct  source,  hut  to  a cattle  dealer. 

11526.  A dealer  in  Aberdeen.  I think  you 
referred  to  some  salesman  or  auctioneer  in  Aber- 
deen ? — Yes. 

11527.  Does  not  that  man  have  other  cattle 
besides  Irish? — Yes. 

11528.  Then  they  might  have  contracted  the 
disease  in  his  byre,  might  they  not,  while  waiting 
for  the  auction?—  It  is  possible. 

11529.  Is  it  not  more  than  probable? — No. 

11530.  It  is  a mere  case  of  suspicion  upon 
your  part  ? — I have  traced  it. 

11531.  Can  you  give  me  the  length  of  time  in 
any  one  of  the  15  cases  which  the  animals  had 
been  from  Ireland? — I could  not. 

11532.  Mr.  Barclay .]  Have  you  any  doubt 
about  the  success  of  the  treatment  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  Aberdeenshire,  or  that  within  six 
months  or  nine  months  you  would  be  able  to  rid 
the  couuty  of  it,  if  it  were  not  re- imported? — 
I would  not  limit  the  time,  but  I have  no  doubt 
about  being  able  to  rid  the  county  of  it. 

11533.  With  regard  to  the  best  bullocks  coming 
up- to  London  alive,  you  do  not  talk  of  best  bul- 
locks in  point  of  size,  but  in  point  of  quality  ? — 
Yes. 

11534.  Two  animals  may  he  of  the  same  size, 
but  very  different  in  point  of  quality? — Yes; 
very  different  in  point  of  quality. 

11535.  The  best  animals  which  are  sent  are 
prime  fat  animals,  well  matured,  and  which  do 
not  show  the  symptoms  of  fatigue  so  much  when 
they  come  up  to  the  market  as  half-bred  sort  of 
animals  ? — There  is  an  endeavour  upon  the  part 
of  the  exporter  to  select  such  animals  as  he  thinks 
will  stand  the  journey  best. 
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Mr.  William  Goodlet,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


Mr.  11536.  Mr.  Barclay .]  You  are  a Farmer  in 
W.  Goodlet.  Forfarshire  ? — Yes,  I am. 

11537.  How  many  acres  do  you  farm  ? — About 
30  June  700. 

11538.  Are  you  a member  of  the  local  autho- 
rity for  Forfarshire? — Yes,  I am. 

11539.  Forfarshire  imports  cattle  very  largely, 
does  it  not? — Yes. 

11540.  Principally  from  Ireland? — Yes. 
11541.  You  have  had  a great  deal  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  Forfarshire  during  the  last  few 
years  ? — Y es,  a good  deal. 

11542.  Were  you  clear  of  the  disease  about 
1866  ? — Shortly  after  the  cattle  plague  was 
stamped  out,  we  were  pretty  well  clear  of  it  for  a 
time,  and  we  were  then  pretty  clear  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia too. 

11543.  Had  you  much  foot  and  mouth  disease 
before  the  cattle  plague  came  in  1865?— I do 
not  think  we  had  so  much  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; it  followed  the  cattle  plague  rather. 

11544.  After  the  cattle  plague  restrictions 
were  withdrawn,  foot  and  mouth  disease  and 
pleuro-pneumonia  began  to  prevail  largely  in  the 
county,  did  they  not? — They  did  shortly  after- 
wards. 

11545.  Did  you  adopt  in  Forfarshire  the 
pleuro-pneumonia  rules  for  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease?— No,  we  did  not,  unless  for  a short  time, 
I think,  in  the  autumn  of  1871. 

11546.  You  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  take 
those  extreme  measures  ? — No ; there  were  rules 
laid  down  for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  which  were 
followed. 

11547.  Have  you  carried  those  rules  pi-acti- 
cally  into  effect  ? — As  far  as  we  were  able,  we 
did. 

11548.  As  far  as  you  found  it  practically  pos- 
sible, have  you  carried  out  the  rules  of  the  Privy 
Council? — Yes,  we  tried  to  carry  them  out. 

11549.  What  is  the  state  of  Forfarshire  now, 
as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — We  have  it 
still,  but  not  to  so  great  an  extent  as  I have  seen 
it ; still  it  is  always  with  us,  more  or  less. 

11550.  There  are  few  cases  which  remain,  I 
suppose,  still  ? — At  present,  I think,  we  have 
very  few  cases;  we  have  also  a few  cases  of 
pleuro-pneumonia,  but  not  nearly  so  many  as  I 
have  seen  at  other  times. 

11551.  Do  you  attribute  the  decrease  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
which  you  have  been  able  to  put  in  force  to  a very 
great  extent? — I do  not  think  that  we  can  attri- 
bute very  much  to  the  Privy  Council  rules  for 
putting  out  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

11552.  You  do  not  think  that  the  decrease  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  due,  to  a mate- 
rial extent,  to  the  regulations  enforced  ? — No,  I 
do  not  think  it  has.  I may  mention  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  generally  comes  to  us  after 
the  large  Falkirk  Markets,  where  there  are  a 
large  number  of  Irish  cattle,  and  we  generally 
have  a pretty  good  dose  of  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease after  that;  but  when  there  are  no  laro-e 
markets,  we  have  not  so  much  of  the  disease.  ° 

. 11553.  Have  you  found  the. foot  and  mouth 
disease  to  be  a very  serious  disease  ? — Yes,  I have 
sometimes  found  it  so. 

11554.  Have  you  lost  any  of  your  catlle  by  it 
last  year  ? — Yes,  I lost  one”or  two. 

11555.  What  kind  of  cattle  were  they  ?— -They 


were  home-bred  cows,  and  also  the  vear 
one  out  of  a lot  of  Dutch  heifers.  e 

11556.  Where  did  you  buy  them  ?— They  were 
sent  from  Newcastle. 

11557.  Had  they  been  imported  at  Newcastle? 
— Yes,  they  had  been  imported  at  Newcastle. 

11558.  Were  they  suffering  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease  when  they  arrived?— No;  they 
were  apparently  healthy  when  they  arrived,  but 
they  soon  afterwards  took  the  disease,  and  I put 
them  into  a field  by  themselves,  so  as  not  to  affect 
the  other  animals  upon  the  farm. 

11559.  You  put  them  upon  a field  by  them- 
selves at  a distance  from  other  animals  ? — I did. 

11560.  Did  the  disease  go  among  the  other 
beasts  ? — No ; it  ran  its  course  among  those  cat- 
tle ; one  of  them  was  very  ill ; I had  to  kill  and 
bury  it ; but  the  others  all  recovered,  after  the 
first  attack,  in  about  a month,  although  they 
were  very  badly  affected,  some  of  them. 

11561.  How  many  beasts  were  there?— About 
14, 1 think. 

11562.  The  disease  ran  its  course  in  the  14 
beasts  in  about  a month? — Yes;  the  one  which 
died  was  the  one  first  seized ; they  did  not  all 
take  it  at  once;  it  went  through  them  by 
degrees. 

11563.  Was  that  the  one  you  slaughtered  and 
buried  ? — Yes ; I got  a veterinary  surgeon  to  put 
the  heifer  under  treatment ; it  was  in  the  summer 
months  that  it  happened,  and  I put  up  a little 
shed  in  a field  for  her,  and  did  the  best  I could 
to  recover  her;  but  she  gradually  dwindled 
away,  till  1 saw  it  was  no  use  paining  the 
animal  any  longer,  so  I slaughtered  her. 

11564.  Did  you  treat  the  other  thirteen? — No, 
we  treated  two  of  them ; but  when  I found  such 
poor  effects  from  treating  the  first  one,  I thought 
it  was  not  worth  while  to  treat  them,  so  I let 
them  take  their  chance  in  the  field. 

11565.  The  one  that  was  treated  died,  and  all 
the  rest  got  better  ? — That  was  so. 

11566.  You  do  not  think  that  much  can  be 
done  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  by  treatment?— 
I do  not  think  so ; I think  the  best  way,  in 
general,  is  to  let  them  alone;  give  them  soft 
food  and  water,  and  they  will  generally  recover. 

11567.  You  would  recommend  good  nursing, 
then,  in  preference  to  treatment? — Yes;  com- 
fortable up-putting  and  good  nursing. 

11568.  Have  you  any  recommendation  to  make 
for  different  regulations  for  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease than  those  which  prevail  at  present?— I 
think  it  would  be  certainly  diminished  if  the 
places  in  whick  the  disease  broke  out  were  de- 
clared infected,  and  farmers  prohibited  from  re- 
moving affected  cattle,  and  those  in  contact  with 
them ; nor  should  other  cattle  be  allowed  to  be 
removed  from  an  infected  place,  unless  under 
license  of  the  local  authority.  I would  not 
have  a mile  round  about  the  place  declared 
infected,  but  I would  have  the  place  itself 
declared  infected.  I would  have  it  under  sur- 
veillance until  the  animals  get  better.  And  in 
the  case  of  any  animals  travelling  about  a road 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  I would  apply  the 
penalties  more  severely  than  they  have  been 
applied,  and  extended  to  Ireland,  where  I believe 
they  have  not  been  applied  at  all. 

11569.  You  think  there  should  be  uniformity 
of  action  throughout  ? — Decidedly  so.  I think, 

without 
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without  that,  there  is  little  or  no  hope  for  amend- 

111 11570.  How  many  local  authorities  have  you 
in  the  county  of  Forfarshire  ?— We  have  six.  I 
think  we  have  five  Parliamentary  burghs  and  the 

C°  11571.  Have  each  of  those  burghs  and  the 

county  a local  authority?— Yes. 

11572.  Do  the  burgh  local  authorities  and  the 
county  local  authority  work  in  concert  together  ? 
—We  do  not  work  together  well  at  all. 

11573.  Is  there  any  special  reason  why  you 
cannot  work  well  together  ?— The  burghs  are 
anxious  lo  supply  the  fat  market;  we  again  are 
anxious  to  Keep  out  infectious  diseases  if  we 
can  manage  it  from  the  county,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  they  do  not  agree  to  our  rules 
which  we  lay  down  for  the  purpose. 

11574.  The  only  point  of  conflict  between  the 
burgh  local  authorities  and  the  county  local 
authority  is  as  to  whether  cattle  should  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  county  or  not? — Yes,  that  was 
the  question  between  us  some  months  ago. 

11575.  Has  no  other  point  of  difference  arisen 
between  the  authorities?  — No,  we  cannot  be 
said  to  have  had  conflict ; but  our  rules  do  not 
harmonise,  and  when  we  made  rules  in  regard  to 
the  movement  of  cattle,  which  we  did  in  Septem- 
ber last,  we  found  that  the  burghs  would  not 
enter  into  those  rules. 

11576.  Was  it  because  they  had  any  antipathy 
to  the  rules,  or  because  they  would  not  take 
trouble  about  it?— They  did  not  like  our  rules, 
which  were  thought  rather  stringent ; the  cattle 
plague  had  reached  Yorkshire,  and  the  northern 
counties  declined  to  receive  any  cattle  into  their 
counties,  except  under  a license  ; we  joined  in  that 
arrangement,  but  we  could  not  get  Perthshire  to 
join  in  it,  and  we  could  not  get  our  burgh  local 
authorities  to  join  in  it,  so  that  we  had  to  repeal 
those  rules  as  unworkable  a month  after  they 
had  been  enacted. 

11577.  There  was  one  case  in  Forfarshire, yyas 
there  not,  of  the  county  local  authority  prohibit- 
ing cattle  from  being  brought  into  the  county 
from  any  place  outside  its  jurisdiction,  which  had 
awkward  results? — Yes. 

11578.  There  was  a large  cattle  fair  in  Forfar, 
was  there  not? — Yes. 

11579.  The  farmers  had  to  take  out  their 
cattle,  had  they  not? — YeB;  the  market,  being 
within  the  limits  of  the  burgh,  cattle  got  in,  hut 
could  not  be  removed  into  the  county  again  with- 
out infringing  the  rules,  and  farmers  were  liable 
to  be  fined  for  taking  them  out  of  the  boundary. 
The  burgh  authorities  permitted  the  Irish  cattle 
to  come  in,  but  they  could  not  get  them  out  again 
without  incurring  penalties.  I myself  bought  a 
number  of  cattle  in  the  market,  and  brought  them 
out.  1 was  not  one  of  those  who  were  summoned, 
but  some  of  my  neighbours  were  summoned,  and 
one  of  them  had  to  pay  1 s.  a head,  I think. 

11580.  Were  your  neighbours  members  of  the 
local  authority  ? — The  one  fined  was  not ; I do 
not  think  there  was  any  case  brought  into  court 
except  those  mentioned.  After  they  found  it 
would  involve  so  many,  the  prosecution  was 
stopped,  and  withdrawn  against  the  others. 

11581.  1 suppose  only  a nominal  fine  was  im- 
posed upon  this  farmer  ? — It  was  just  a nominal 
fine. 

_ 11582.  If  the  means  for  putting  down  cattle 
diseases  were  carried  out  uniformly  and  with 
efficiency  throughout  the  county  generally,  do 


you  think  it  would  be  necessary  at  all  to  give  Mr. 
power  to  a local  authority  to  prohibit  cattle  IF.  Goodlet. 

from  being  brought  into  their  county  ? — I do  not  

think  so,  if  carried  out  generally  throughout  the  30  June 
country.  If  each  local  authority  were  to  do  its  1°73* 
duty,  and  follow  out  the  rules  properly,  I do  not 
think  that  there  would  be  any  necessity  for  in- 
terference with  the  movement  of  cattle. 

11583,  That  is  to  say,  if  the  local  authorities 
carried  out  with  efficiency  the  general  provisions 
of  the  Act,  you  think  that  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  interfering  with  the  movement  of 
cattle  throughout  the  country  ? — No,  I do  not 
think  so. 

11584.  That  is  to  say,  cattle  not  affected  with 
the  disease  ? — Yes;  of  course. 

11585.  The  local  authority  for  the  county  at 
present  consists  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
and  so  many  farmers  ? — Yes. 

11586.  In  one  case  elected  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply,  and  in  the  other  case  by  the 
tenant  farmers  of  the  county? — Yes. 

11587.  1 suppose  you  would  provide  that  the 
burghs  in  the  county  should  have  some  repre- 
sentation at  the  general  central  board  ? — Yes,  I 
think  they  should. 

11588.  The  town  councils  might  elect  repre- 
sentatives to  the  general  board  from  each  of  the 
burghs? — Yes. 

11589.  Have  you  had  much  pleuro-pneumonia 
in  Forfarshire  ?— It  is  constantly  cropping  out, 
aud  it  is  only  within  the  last  two  months  that  we 
applied  for  and  got  authority  from  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil to  slaughter  animals  suffering  under  pleu.ro- 
‘pneumonia.  Wc  have  just  got  the  rules  set  going 
for  slaughter,  but  up  till  now  compensation  for 
slaughtered  animals  has  not  been  allowed,  and 
we  did  not  learn  very  easily  where  pieuro-pneu- 
monia  existed ; we  expect  now  to  find  out  the 
cases  more  easily.  . 

11590.  I suppose  it  requires  some  little  time  to 
familiarise  the  local  authority  with  the  proper 
measures  to  adopt  for  slaughtering  those  animals 
and  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  with 
efficiency? — Yes,  it  does.  . 

11591.  Have  you  many  inspectors  for  bortar- 
sliire  ?— No ; we  have  now  only  the  chief  con- 
stable as  our  inspector. 

11592.  But  you  have  not  a veterinary  sur- 
geon ?— The  chief  constable  employed  as  inspec- 
tor has  authority  to  appoint  a veterinary  surgeon, 
or  to  get  the  aid  of  veterinary  surgeons  whenever 
he  may  require  them.  . . 

11593.  Is  the  chief  constable  going  to  deal 
with  the  slaughtering  out  of  pleuro-pneumoma  . 

yes> 

11594.  He  has  power  to  call  in  the  assistance 
of  a veterinary  surgeon  ?— Yes,  and  a.  valuator  ; 
he  orders  the  animals  to  be  valued ; in  fact,  we 
follow  very  much  the  Aberdeen  rules  as  to 
slaughtering  and  compensation.. 

11595.  Do  you  think  it  advisable  to  have  one 
inspector  for  tbe  county  specially  employed,  to 
control  and  look  after  the  disease  within  the 
county  ? — Yes,  I think  so.  . . 

11596.  G-enerally,  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  and  see  that  it  is  duly  attended  to 
under  the  superintendence  of  the  local  authority  t 

~ U597.  Tbe  public  feeling  is  growing  strongly 
in  favour  of  slaughtering  .out  animals  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  is  it  not?  Tea  , among 
the  farmers,  certainly,  if  compensation  be  givpn. 

11598.  Do  you  recommend  a liberal  compen- 
Sl3  £“t,0B 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


sation  to  the  owners  ?— Certainly,  if  you  o-ive 
’let.  any  compensation  at  a 1,  do  it  liberally.  ° 

11599.  Do  you  think  if  you  were  giving  a 
ie  liberal  compensation  there  would  be  any  risk  of 
farmers  being  more  reckless  in  consequence  ? — I 
do  not  think  there  would. 

11600.  Would  any  compensation  which  is 
likely  to  be  granted,  even  if  it  were  up  to  the 
value  of  the  animal,  compensate  the  farmer  for 
his  loss  in  having  disease  upon  his  farm  ? — Cer- 
tainly not. 

11601.  I suppose  farmers  buy  in  the  store 
cattle  because  they  have  no  choice  in  the 
matter;  they  must  buy  what  is  offered  to  them  in 
the  market? — Yes,  in  Forfarshire  we  do  not 
breed  many  animals,  but  we  bring  in  a con- 
siderable number.  I believe  half  the  animals 
shown  in  our  markets  are  Irish  cattle,  and  a 
good  , many  English  calves  used  to  come,  and 
cattle  from  England  also  ; there  are  not  so  many 
English  calves  coming  now  ; it  was  found  that  a 
good  many  of  them  died  from  the  effect  of  the 
long  journey,  and  the  farmers  do  not  care  so 
much  now  for  buying  calves  which  come  a long 
journey  by  railway. 

1 1 602.  They  want  them  to  be  a year  old  before 
they  buy  them  ? — Yes ; there  are  a good  many 
of  what  are  called  calves  brought  in  the  autumn 
about  six  or  eight  months  old,  from  Ireland, 
besides  older  cattle. 

11603.  Would  the  farmers  take  any  precau- 
tions against  disease  which  were  practical  to 
them  ? — I have  no  doubt  of  it. 

11604.  Speaking  to  you  as  a practical  farmer, 
and  haying  experience  of  the  purchase  of  thos6 
cattle  in  the  markets,  is  there  any  precaution 
which  occurs  to  you  which  you  could  take  to 
keep  yourself  clear  of  disease,  as  regards  the  pur- 
chase of  cattle  in  the  market  ?— It  is  very  diffi- 
cult as  the  regulations  stand  at  present.  If  you 
want  cattle,  you  must  take  your  chance ; but  I 
think  it  the  rules  were  carried  out  properly,  you 
would  not  run  such  a risk  as  you  do  at.  present ; 

In  buying  cattle  when  I want  to  fill  up  my 
byres  in  the  autumn  from  August  to  October 
when  I have  to  purchase  a very  considerable  i 
number  of  cattle,  I just  endeavour  to  get  them  ■ 
as  healthy  locking  as  possible,  but  I always  run  , 
a risk  when  I go  to  market  of  buying  cattle  that 
have  been  in  contact  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  i 
ana  pleuro-pneumonia. 

11605  You  have  commodious  buildinm,  have  t 

y°u2a' 7T“’  1 1.!T»  V*T  g ood  Arm  offices] 
11606.  Is  impossible  for  you  buying  cattle  in  r 
the  autumn  to  isolate  the  different  lots  ? — Yes  I r 

™?l}  + dT° ; iWheU  1 bring  home  cattle  from  the  l 
1 always  put  them  into  a field  to  be  k 
qnuuituied  for  a short  time,  and  even  when  I 0 

E !=em  V the  °?ces  1 keeP  different  0 
lots  as  much  as  possible  by  themselves.  When  I r> 

selves3117  SUSpiC1°U3 1 alwayB  Put  them  hy  them-  P 


do?— Yes^^  tbVn1/  tllin£  the  farmers  can 
‘ u ver^  few  fa™ers  have  their-  farm 
SSL*  **  “5rfl  asm  to  make 

’i60®:  Vei7  farmers  hare  offices  -which 
enable  them  to  practise  isolation  to  the  extent 
that  you  can  do  ? -Very  few. 

11609.  Hare  you  any  new  measure  to  recom- 
mend as  regards  the  treatment  of  plouro-pneu- 
monia  ?— I think  if  the  system  which  has  been 
followed  out  m Aberdeenshire  were  followed  out 
all  over  the  country,  we  should  very  soon  get 


ve  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; but  it  will  r f 
little  good  in  Forfarshire,  for  M 
a new  system  unless  the  regulations  in  Ireland 
of  to  be  carried  out  properly.  When  w.  nd  are 
-I  bring  into  the  county  cattle  from  the  S'”1 
from  Ireland,  we  are  sure  to  have  font  °,r 

is  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  existing 
ie  the  regulations  were  to  be  carried  ont  inffie 

Z £"S  “5  '™ld  do  in  FoX! 

11610.  It  discom-ages  yon  in  taking  vigorou. 
•e  measures  m I orfarslnre,  to  find  that  if  tL 
“ 1>”‘  *»»  at  one  timeXt  woSd  fe 

n imported  at  another,  by  the  cattle  brought  in 
)t  There  IS  no  doubt  of  it,  I am  very  °donbtfnl 
filler  adopting  the  Aberdeenshire  rales  ™ i 
s ‘hSgX  e®e‘  "ith  that  they^ave^n 

a Aberdeen : because  m Aberdeen  the  importation 
d of  annuals  is  upon  a very  small  scale  rampared 
y to  what  it  is  in  t ho  county  of  Forfar,  inasmuch 
a as  we  very  much  depend  on  those  animals  for 
e feeding  m the  winter. 

0 11611.  You  hove  0 very  large  number  of  imi 
= ported  animals  compared  with  Aberdeenshire  so 

you  apprehend  you  would  import  disease  in  pro- 
3 portion,  and  thereby  you  would  have  a very  mnch 
r larger  proportion  of  disease  brought  in  than  is 

1 the  case  in  Aberdeenshire? — Yes,  I think  so 

’ ^‘withstanding  that,  the  county  of 

Forfar  is  prepared  to  give  the  killing-out  system 
- a trial  ?— Wo  have  gone  into  that.  The  question 
i went  to  a division,  and  was  carried  by  a majority, 
and  m that  majority  farmers  mostly  prevailed. 

’ .}.1613;  II:lve  you  any  suggestions  to  make 

1 ™th  reference  to  the  transit  of  cattle?— I think 
there  is  very  great  carelessness  in  the  transit  of 
cattle  ; they  arc  often  kept  too  long  in  the  trucks, 

■ and  tli  ey  are  often  shunted  to  a siding  an d allowed 
to  remain  longer  in  the  trucks  than  they  might 
be.  It  would  be  a great  improvement  if  the 
railway,  companies  would  forward  cattle  more 
expeditiously  than  they  do  very  often. 

. 1J614.  1 suppose  that  remark  would  apply  par- 
ticularly to  store  cattle  ? — Yes,  it  would  apply 
particularly  to  store  cattle ; the  fat  cattle  are 
carried  more  expeditiously,  and  even  those  cattle 
which  come  from  Ireland  are  brought  pretty 
smartly  by  the  railway  companies. 

11615.  Is  that  because  there  ie  a considerable 
number  of  them ; usually  sufficient  to  nuke  up 
a train? — Yes,  mostly;  it  is  a good  deal  owing 
to  that.  ° ° 

11616.  And  a train  of  them  is  sent  on  to  the 
market  from  Glasgow,  which  is  the  port  of  im- 
portation?— Yes;  and  from  the  Fallrirk  markets 
a good  many  cattle  are  sent  on  immediately 
by  train ; a large  number  of  trucks  are  sent 
over  immediately  into  Forfarshire,  and  also  from 
Glasgow,  where  the  Irish  cattle  are  chiefly  im- 
ported. 

11617.  Do  you  think  that  the  trucks  might  be 
somewhat  better  cleaned  than  they  are  ? — Yes,  I 
think  they  might  be. 

11618.  Can  you  suggest  any  practical  pro- 
vision for  having  them  better  cleaned  ? — There  is 
such  an  immense  trade,  that  it  is  very  difficult  to 
clean  the  trucks  every  time. 

11619.  In  the  case  of  such  markets  as  Falkirk, 
where  there  is  a very  large  amount  of  cattle 
brought  up  upon  trucks,  do  you  think  there  are 
great  practical  difficulties  in  cleaning  them 
thoroughly  ? — Yes ; in  Falkirk  market  and  our 
own  large  local  cattle  markets,  it  is  not  possible 
to  have  the  trucks  cleaned,  after  they  bring  in 

the 
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A.  cattle,  before  they  are  trucked  away  again  ; 
still  I think  there  might  be  an  improvement  in 
the  present  state  of  things. 

11620.  I suppose  a large  number  ol  cattle  are 
brought  up,  and  a large  number  of  trucks  are 
acrain  employed  to  take  away  the  cattle  after  a 
Jjr  in  the  'course  of  a few  hours?— Yes,  I 
think  so.  , . , . .. 

11621.  I infer  that  you  think  the  railway 
companies  might  do  a great  deal  more  than  they 
do  in  the  way-  of  cleaning  the  trucks;  but  you  do 
not  see  your  way  to  making  a stringent  provision 
to  carry  that  into  effect?— I think  it  would  in- 
terfere a good  deal  with  the  trade  to  be  so  strin- 
gent; it  would  he  possible,  if  they  would  clean 
the  trucks  as  soon  as  the  cattle  got  out  of  them, 
and  disinfect  them,  and  then  they  would  be 
ready  for  the  next  lot  to  come  forward  ; hut 
there  is  so  much  shifting  about  of  the  trucks 
from  one  station  to  another,  that  I do  not  think 
it  is  possible  to  carry  out  the  provision  very  well. 

I think  the  main  point  of  dealing  with  these  dis- 
eases is  to  get  hold  of  them  at  the  fountain  head. 
Whenever  a man’s  cattle  are  affected  with  any 
of  these  diseases,  1 would  shut  them  up  for  a 
time,  but  I would  never  attempt  to  6top  cattle 
markets,  unless  in  very  serious  cases  indeed ; or 
to  stop  the  transit  of  cattle  from  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another ; hut  I would  he  very  strict 
in  this  way,  that  if  a man  had  disease  upon  his 
place,  that  place  should  be  shut  up,  and  the  cat- 
tle should  not  be  sent  away,  except  with  a 
license  from  the  local  authority. 

11622.  You  think  that  the  disease  is  there 
confined  to  the  smallest  space,  and  could  be  dealt 
with  more  effectively  there  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

11623.  Mr.  Rid  Icy.]  What  do  you  put  the 
los3  per  beast  at  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — 
I think  if  you  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  a lot 
of  cattle,  I should  put  the  loss  at  a couple  of 
pounds  a head ; but  if  one  or  two  died,  it  would 
be  a pound  or  two  more. 

11624.  When  you  say  a couple  of  pounds  ahead, 
do  you  include  store  cattle  and  milch  cows,  and 
everything? — Milch  cowrs  would  be  the  worst 
cases,  because  if  milch  cows  take  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  the  milch  ceases,  and  you  lose  the  milk, 
which  would  be  a very  serious  loss  in  the  case  of 
cows  taking  the  disease ; with  regard  to  fat  cat- 
tle, if  they  are  fit  for  the  market,  you  do  not  lose 
so  much ; but  I do  not  think  you  could  calculate 
the  loss  upon  store  cattle  at  less  than  an  average 
of  a couple  of  pounds. 

11625.  The  loss  upon  store  cattle  then  is  less 
than  upon  others  ? — Calves  and  others  would  not 
be  worth  so  much  money,  but  I speak  now  of 
two  and  three-year  old  cattle. 

11626.  What  is  your  regulation  in  Forfarshire, 
supposing  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  detected  in  a 
lot  of  animals  shown  in  the  Forfarshire  market, 
are  those  animals  allowed  to  be  moved? — They 
are  taken  possession  of  by  the  local  authority. 
I have  here  a copy  of  the  existing  regulations  of 
the  local  authority,  which  are  in  fact  just  the 
regulations  in  the  Act. 

11627.  And  those  regulations  are  carried  out? 
—Yes.  This  i8  the  notice  "iven  by  the.  chief 
inspector  for  the  county.  He  gives  notice  in 
thia  form:  “Take  notice,  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  exists  amongst  stock  at  in  your 

possession,  or  under  charge  at  , and 

that  you  are  required  to  observe  the  foregoing 
regulations,  made  by  the  local  authority,  for  the 
county  of  Forfar,  for  preventing  the  spread 
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of  said  disease.”  Then  follow  the  regulations, 
which  are  just  extracts  from  the  Act ; it  is  j 
simply  the  Orders  in  Council  put  into,  an  order. 
Practically,  I believe,  very  little  good  arises  from 
the  inspection  of  a diseased  animal  in  a market ; 
it  is  very  rare  that,  in  any  of  our  markets,  animals 
are  found  fault  with. 

11628.  You  do  not  attach  much  weight  to  in- 
spection ? — Not  much. 

11629.  Have  you  found  that  farmers  report 
the  existence  of  disease,  in  accordance  with  this 
regulation,  to  the  police-constable? — Of  course, 
they  are  not  very  willing  to  report  the  disease  ; 
but  they  are  liable  to  be  pulled  up  in  penalties, 
and  penalties  have  in  some  cases  been  enforced, 
though  I believe  they  will  be  willing  enough  to 
report  cases  of  disease  now  that  compensa- 
tion is  to  be  given  for  slaughter  in  the  case 
of  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  that  is  one  inducement 
for  our  adopting  the  compensation  rules,  that  we 
may  have  no  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  actual 
amount  of  disease  in  the  county. 

11630.  Are  they  equally  ready  to  report  the 
existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — In  F orfar- 
shire,  a great  many  of  ns  do  not  think  that  foot 
and  mouth  disease  is  so  dangerous  and  so  serious 
an  affair,  and  I do  not  think  they  are  so  parti- 
cular in  dealing  with  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
although  the  constables  have  orders,  wherever 
they  see  it,  to  report  it  to  the  inspector,  and  when 
he  gets  a report  from  any  source,  he  goes  to  the 
place  where  the  disease  is  said  to  exist,  and,  if  he 
finds  the  disease  there,  he  puts  the  cattle  under 
the  rules  of  the  local  authority. 

11631.  Has  the  inspector  or  police  constable 
any  power  of  entry  when  he  hears  a rumour  ot 
disease  existing? — Yes,  I think  he  has. 

11632.  As  a rule,  in  Forfarshire,  when  the  chief 
constable  suspects  the  existence  of  disease  upon 
a farm,  would  he  be  entitled  to  go  and  see  for 
himself  if  that  disease  existed? — 1 believe  so;  I. 
never  heard  of  any  difficulty  being  raised. 

11633.  Practically,  in  Forfarshire,  that  is  done  ? 
— Practically,  in  Forfarshire,  that  is  done  for 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  they  are  not  so  par- 
ticular in  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  in  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

11634.  It  is  sufficiently  serious  if  a man  has  to 
lose  2 1.  a head  upon  each  of  his  beasts  ? — I do 
not  mean  that  he  loses  that  sum  a head  over  the 
whole  stock  of  his  farm ; I mean  over  those  which 
are  affected;  it  is  sufficiently  6erious  for  the 
owner  of  the  stock,  hut  it  is  not  so  serious  for 
the  country,  generally  speaking.  When  the 
disease  breaks  out  iu  that  way,  they  generally 
allow  the  disease  to  run  its  course. 

11635.  I suppose  you  think  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  much  more  contagious  than  any 
of  the  other  diseases,  except  cattle  plague? — 
Cattle  plague  is  the  most  contagious  of  all,  and 
I think  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  also  highly 
contagious  or  infectious,  because,  if  it  breaks  out 
in  a lot  of  cattle,  it  generally  goes  over  the  whole 
of  them.  ; 

11636.  Mr.  O' Conor.]  I suppose,  if  there  is 
an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  upon  any 
farm  in  your  county,  you  very  soon  get  to  hear 
of  it;  it  is  easily  found  out?— Yes;  I think  so, 
upon  the  whole. 

11637.  According  to  the  very  nature  ot  ttic 
disease,  if  a person  sees  an  animal  in  an  adyaneed 
stage  of  it,  he  can  detect  it  at  once  ? — I think  he 
would.  . , 

11638.  But  when  you  have  to  go  and  buy  m 
3 N 4 a fMr 


Mr. 

IF.  Guodlet. 
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Mr.  a fair,  you  have  no  protection  at  all ; yon  must 
W.  Goodlet.  take  the  beast  upon  chance,  except  it  is  in  a very 

30  June 
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that  you  mention  this  fact  with  re„rJ  to 
Irish  cattle;  it  is  not  from  anythin! -w?  ™ 
have  seen  yoursclf?-It  is  not  froi 
observation.  •> 


advanced  stage  of  disease  ?—  I believe,  if  there 
were  a beast  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease, the  inspector  would  take  charge  of  it  and 
see  that  the  animal  was  removed ; but  it  is  very 
rarely  that  you  will  see  that  they  are  actually 
suffering  from  that  disease  in  a cattle  market. 

If  a diseased  animal  is  in  the  lot  it  is  generally 
left  behind,  lingering  upon  the  road,  or  some- 
where, and  only  the  healthy  ones  brought  into 
the  market. 

11639  But  those  healthy  ones,  having  been  in 
contact  with  the  diseased  one,  would  probably 
convey  the  disease  subsequently  ? — Yes  ; that  is 
the  way  in  which  it  is  conveyed. 

11640.  You  stated  that  you  got  your  disease 
from  the  Falkirk  fair  ? — Yes ; and  from  the  Irish 
cattle ; a good  many  of  our  cattle  come  into  the 
country  direct  from  Ireland. 

11641.  Where  are  they  landed  ? — At  Glasgow. 

11642.  They  go  direct  from  Glasgow  to  your 
country  by  rail  ? — Yes. 

11643.  Without  stopping  anywhere  on  the 
way  ? — I think  so ; they  are  put  upon  the  trucks 
at  Glasgow,  and  brought  direct  to  the  county. 

11644.  But  to  return  to  the  Falkirk  fair;  I o 

presume  that  animals  go  to  that  fair  from  all  you  only  find  very  few  lots  of  be^t  animals  Tnd 
parts  of  the  country?— No  doubt  of  it;  from  as  regards  the  Irish  cattle,  you  will  get  them  in 
England,  and  also  from  Ireland,  and  from  neigh-  all  dilections,  and  if  they  do  not  sell  them  at  the 
bouring  counties.  xl — -11 1 ■’ 


II654.  I have  just  had  a return  mitinfc, 
hands  of  the  number  of  outbreaks  of  L.””? 
Ireland  reported  during  the  lust  few  weeks 
I find  that  m the  week  ending  the  3Ist  cf 
there  were  only  14  outbreak®,,  in  the ‘pi  ^ 
week  only  four,  the  previous  week  eleven  til 
previous  week  four,  and  so  on;  therefore  T 
should  like  to  know  whether  you  can  say  tit 
any  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  lately 
ported  into  Forfarshire  from  Ireland  ?— Gw* 
no  doubt  of  it.  e 

11055.  That  is  to  say,  within  the  last  few 
weeks  ? — I have  no  doubt  of  it. 

11656.  Wlmt  is  your  reason  for  thinking 
that  r Because,  after  our  fairs,  the  disease 
always  breaks  out  more  strongly,  and  our  fairs 
are  chiefly  supplied  by  cattle  that  come  from  Ire 
land. 

11657.  At  the  Falkirk  Fair  do  the  majority 
of  the  animals  come  from  Ireland  ? — I would  not 
say  so  with  regard  to  the  Falkirk  Fair,  as  that  is 
a very  large  fair,  and  a good  many  of-  the  cattle 
come  from  England,  hut  at  the  small  county  fairs 


11645.  So  that  if  there  were  any  disease 
going  about  in  any  part  of  the  three  kingdoms, 
it  would  be  very  likely  to  find  its  way  to  that 
fair  ? — I have  no  doubt  of  it. 

11646.  Mr.  Monsell.'j  Did  I correctly  under- 
stand you,  that  the  greater  number  of  your  store 
cattle  came  to  you  from  Ireland  ?— Yes. 

11647.  They  generally  come  by  Glasgow,  do 
they  not  ? — They  always  come  by  Glasgow. 

11648.  Do  you  ever  go  to  Glasgow  yourself 
to  buy  cattle  ?— No. 

11649.  So  that  you  do  not  know  what  the 
arrangements  are  at  Glasgow? — No,  I do  not 
know  particularly  what  they  are. 

11650.  Neither  do  you  know  whether  there  is 
a great  deal  of  disease,  as  I am  informed  there  is 
always  in.  Glasgow,  amongst  the  dairy  cows,  and 

so  on,  which  are  kept  in  the  town  of  Glasgow  ? 

I do  not  know  that  the  disease  is  always*  in  the 
town  of  Glasgow  amongst  the  dairy  cows ; but  I 
think  it  not  improbable  that  the  disease  will 
exist,  and  pretty  freqnently,  among  them ; and  if 
the  disease  is  in  the  county  at  all,  it  is  very 
likely  to  be  picked  up  at  Glasgow ; there  are  so 
many  cattle  in  the  Glasgow  market,  which  are 
spread  all  over  the  country. 


fair,  then  they  wander  them  from  town  to  town,  and 
you  can  purchase  them  any  market  day  lyino-  in 
the  street. 

11658.  Does  it  not  appear  to  you  to  he  pro- 
bable that,  at  all  events,  at  the  present  time, 
when  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  almost  entirely 
died  out  in  Ireland,  the  Irish  cattle  coming  from 
a place  whore  there  is  very  little  disease  at  the 
present  moment.,'  must  catch  the  disease  in  transit 
to,  or  through  Forfarshire,  and  not  bring  it  with 
them  ? — If  that  is  the  case,  but  I should  doubt 
whether  that  is  the  case. 

11659.  I have  been  quoting  from  official  re- 
turns. I do  not  think  you  can  contradict  the 
inference  that  I have  drawn  from  those  returns  ? 
— The  only  inference  I draw  is,  that  here  is  a 
meeting  of  farmers  saying  that  the  rules  are  not 
obeyed,  and  that  if  they  were  obeyed  there 
would  be  far  less  disease.  I would  at  once 
accept  the  returns  but  for  that,  and  after  that  I 
have  very  great  doubt  of  them. 

11660.  Those  farmers  may  be  speaking  about 
last  year,  which,  as  we  all  know,  was  a very  dis- 
astrous year  for  the  kingdom  ? — No  ; this  meet- 
ing occurred  about  a fortnight  or  three  weeks 
ago. 

11661.  But  they  may  be  referring  to  what 


?U\.  .-*-8uPPo8e  it  is  possible  that  an  passed  some  time  ago  ; have  you  any  disease  now 
TK8  D0t  leased  at  all  might  on  your  own  farm  f— None. 


get  the  disease  at  Glasgow  ? — I have  no  doubt 
of  that;  but  I believe  that  the  great  bulk  of  them 
hung  the  disease  with  them. 

11652.  Why  do  you  believe  that?— Because  in 
reading  the  report  in  an  Irish  newspaper  of  a 
meeting  the  other  day  of  the  Kildare  Agricultural 
Society  and  Farmers’  Club,  at  Athy,  I observe 
it  stated  and  generally  complained  of  that  in  that 
district  the  regulations  were  not  carried  out  at  all ; 
that  they  only  fined  the  offenders  a nominal  fine ; 
that  the  magistrates  sympathised  with  them  if 
they  only  fined  them  Id.  a head;  and  that  after 
the  Balhnasloe  fair  the  country  is  in  a blaze. 

11653.  Your  information  really  comes  from 
Ireland;  it  is  not  from  your  own  observation 


11662.  Have  you  bought  any  Irish  cattle 
lately  ? — No,  I do  not  buy  them  till  the  end  of 
the  year.  I generally  buy  iu  my  store  cattle  at 
the  end  of  the  year ; at  present  I have  nothing 
upon  the  farm  but  a few  cows  and  cattle  of  my 
own  rearing,  and  a few  young  calves. 

11663.  Is  there  any  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
your  county  now? — Only  here  and  there,  oc- 
casionally. 

11664.  Do  the  other  farmers  there  follow  the 
same  system  as  you  do ; that  is  to  eay,  not  to 
purchase  at  this  time  of  the  year,  but  to  pur- 
chase later  on  ? — Yes ; a good  many  farmers  do. 
As  regards  the  time  when  the  Government  returns 
are  taken,  namely,  the  month  of  June,  you  could 

not 
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not  take  a return  at  a time  of  the  year  when  fewer 
cattle  are  imported  into  the  county.  If  the  statistics 
were  taken  about  the  month  of  October  or 
November,  you  would  find  a very  much  larger 
number  of  cattle  in  the  county  when  they  are 
brought  in  and  put  on  to  feed  upon  the  turnips. 

11665.  But  I gather  from  you  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  now  prevailing  in  the  county, 
and  that  this  is  not  the  time  of  year  when  farmers 
usually  purchase  Irish  cattle  ? — That  is  quite 
true  but  we  have  a great  many  dealers  and 
jobbers  in  our  county  who  are  constantly  buying 
and  selling,  and  it  is  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
tinual traffic  among  cattle  that  this  disease  will 
break  out  occasionally. 

11666.  I think  you  stated  that  railway  trucks 
are  not  well  disinfected? — They  are  not  well 
disinfected. 

11667.  That  might  be  where  they  catch  the 
disease  ? — No  doubt  it  would  be. 

11668.  What  would  you  suggest  with  refer- 
ence to  having  more  stringent  regulations  with 
regard  to  disinfecting  railway  trucks  ? — I think 
you  begin  too  far  down,  when  you  begin  to  dis- 
infect railways ; if  you  will  begin  at  the  very 
fountain-head,  and  stop  the  disease  wherever 
it  exists,  then  it  would  not  matter  whether 
the  trucks  were  very  much  cleansed  or  not,  be- 
cause, if  this  disease  were  not  carried  about,  they 
would  not  get  it  in  trucks.  The  great  point  is  to 
see  that  the  thing  is  checked,  just  as  they  did  in 
Aberdeenshire  with  pleuro-pneumouia  and  cattle 
plague ; they  got  more  cheaply  through  the  cattle 
plague  than  any  other  county  that  I know  of.  I 
lost  myself  about  1,000  l.  by  cattle  plague,  and 
buried  between  40  and  50  cattle ; had  I com- 
menced “ stamping  out  ” at  once,  and  not  con- 
tinued doctering  at  them  as  I did,  I am  convinced 
my  loss  would  not  have  exceeded  a fourth  of  that 
sum. 

11669.  In  answer  to  an  honourable  Member, 
you  stated  that  you  considered  that  on  store 
cattle  the  loss  suffered  upon  every  beast  attacked 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  about  2 l.  ? — I 
referred  to  two-year-old  store  cattle.  I would 
calculate  that,  because  you  lose  a month’s  keep 
upon  the  cattle.  Generally  during  a month  they 
make  no  progress,  and  then  the  value  of  the 
animals  is  deteriorated  to  that  extent ; that  is  to 
say,  they  take  1 1.  for  a month’s  keep,  and  1 1.  for 
the  deterioration  of  the  animals.  It  generally 
runs  close  upon  that.  I would  rather  pay  a 
couple  of  pounds  than  have  the  disease. 

11670.  I suppose  you  do  not  believe  the  state- 
ment which  has  been  very  often  made,  that  beasts 
which  have  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  fatten 
more  rapidly  than  beasts  which  have  not  ? — I do 
not  think  that ; no  doubt,  immediately  after  re- 
covery, they  seem  to  be  doing  well,  but  if  you 
keep  them  on  until  they  are  ripe  for  the  fat 
market,  I do  not  think  they  do  so  well  as  annuals 
which  have  never  had  the  disease. 

11671.  Your  view,  I think,  with  regard  to 
pleuro-pneumonia,  is  that  the  Aberdeen  regula- 
tions ought  to  be  carried  out  generally  through- 
out the  United  Kingdom  ? — Throughout  Great 
Britain,  and  Ireland  also. 

11672.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  slaughter 
the  beasts  which  are  attacked  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, and  you  would  isolate  the  beasts  which 
had  been  brought  into  contact  with  those  beasts  ? 
— Yes. 

11673.  But  you  would  not  slaughter  beasts 
which  had  been  brought  into  contact  with 
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animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — No; 
I would  rather  that  they  should  be  kept,  because 
in  my  own  case  I have  had  pleuro-pneumonia 
twice  in  my  stock  since  I farmed  in  the  north, 
and  I have  found,  when  you  got  pleuro-pneu- 
monia in  the  bryes,  if  you  continued  to  treat  the 
animals,  it  generally  went  on  until  it  killed  a 
good  many ; but  if  you  slaughtered  the  infected 
animals  immediately,  you  might  get  rid  of  the 
disease,  but  if  you  hang  on  a little,  I defy  you  to 
protect  yourself. 

11674.  Do  the  farmers  in  Forfarshire,  as  a 
rule,  when  disease  breaks  out  upon  their  farms, 
give  information  to  the  authorities? — I should 
say  that  they  are  not  unwilling  to  give  informa- 
tion, but  there  are  a number  of  small  farmers 
who  are  not  well  up  to  the  rules,  and  who  do  not 
give  information,  partly  through  ignorance ; but, 
upon  the  whole,  I do  not  think  there  is  any  un- 
willingness to  give  information,  upon  the  part  of 
the  farmers,  when  disease  breaks  out;  at  the 
same  time,  if  they  can  manage  it,  it  is  only 
human  nature  to  get  rid  of  the  animals  as  quickly 
as  possible,  and  I should  not  be  slandering  my 
county  if  I admitted  that  they  do  the  best  they 
can  to  get  rid  of  them. 

11675.  That  would  be  the  real  difficulty, 
would  it  not ; in  carrying  out  stringent  rules  it 
would  be  easy  to  manage  it  if  the  farmers  would 
all  co-operate  ? — If  they  were  well  compensated 
I have  no  doubt  farmers  would  co-operate; 
that  is  to  say,  if  they  get  three-fourths  of  the 
value  of  the  animal  which  was  to  be  killed  for 
leuro-pneumonia.  I believe  that  if  the  disease 
roke  out,  and  information  were  given,  you 
would  soon  get  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  With 
regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  I do  not  think 
it  is  right  to  kill  the  animal  affected  with  it ; but 
the  only  thing  is  to  take  care  that  where  the 
disease  has  broken  out  it  shall  remain,  and  not 
oison  the  country  by  taking  animals  that  have 
een  in  contact  with  diseased  ones  out  of  it ; and 
any  cattle  removed  from  such  a farm  should  only 
be  by  license. 

11676.  In  fact,  you  would  isolate  the  animal  ? 
— Yes,  I would  isolate  the  animal. 

11677.  But  even  in  that  case  the  farmers,  in 
most  places  (I  do  not  6ay  with  reference  to  For- 
farshire) do  not  like  to  give  information,  which 
would  lead  to  isolation,  do  they? — They  do  not 
like  it ; but  if  we  had  a head  inspector  who  made 
it  his  business  to  know  the  state  of  the  cattle  in 
the  county,  I believe  the  disease  could  not  break 
out  in  any  place  without  its  coming  to  his  know- 
ledge. 

11678.  Sir  H.  Selioin-Ibbetson.~\  I understand 
you  to  say  that  in  Forfarshire  they  have  not 
adopted  the  system  of  inspection  which  was 
applied  in  Aberdeenshire? — We  have  com- 
menced it  just  now.  We  only  did  it  at  a meet- 
ing about  10  days  ago. 

11679.  From  your  knowledge  of  the  disease 
and  the  means  of  preventing  it,  do  you  not  think 
that  a system  similar  to  that  adopted  in  Aber- 
deenshire, if  adopted  universally  throughout  the 
country,  would  be  very  beneficial  ? — I think  it 
would,  as  far  as  pleuro-pneumonia  is  concerned. 

11680.  You  think  that  farmers  generally  would 
co-operate  in  carrying  out  such  a system  as  they 
have  done  in  Aberdeenshire?  — I think  they 
would ; at  least,  if  they  were  men  who  thought 
about  it,  I think  they  would  have  no  hesitation 
in  doing  it. 

11681.  You  heard  the  last  witness  state  that 
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Mr.  the  expense  of  carrying  out  the  system  was  about 
W.  Goodlet.  4,000 1.  or  5,0001.  a year.;  do  you  think  the 

country  would  be  prepared  to  carry  out  a scheme 

30  June  upon  that  scale? — I do  not  think  the  country 
1873.  could  do  it  more  cheaply  ; the  loss  may  be  more 
hidden  at  present,  when  it  is  not  paid  for,  but  I 
do  believe  that  if  that  system  were  carried  out, 
it  would  be  the  cheapest  way  of  putting  it  down 
upon  the  whole. 

11682.  And  the' most  effectual,  would  it  not; 
because  if  it  were  adopted  over  the  country 
generally,  each  district  would  be  dealing  with 
the  disease  in  the  same  way ; therefore  you 
would  not  be  subject  to  an  influx  of  the  disease 
from  counties  which  were  not  inspected  ? — Cer- 
tainly. 

11683.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  And  notwithstanding 
that  these  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  are  not  now 
general,  you  adopted  them  in  Forfarshire,  al- 
though you  are  an  importing  county  ? — Although 
we  are  an  importing  county  we  have  done  it ; but 
some  of  us  think  that  it  will  not  do  5 that  we  may 
carry  it  on,  and  see  if  it  will  kill  out  the  disease 
in  the  county ; but  we  are  very  doubtful  if  it 
will  be  effectual,  unless  it  is  carried  on  through- 
out the  whole  kingdom. 

11684.  Then  you  are  setting  us  a good  ex- 
ample ? — We  have  certainly  begun  it. 

11685.  Although  under  those  very  great  dis- 
advantages as  an  importing  county? — Yes. 

11686.  You  say  that  you  would  restrict  those 
diseases  to  the  farm  upon  which  they  occurred? 
— That  is  so. 

11687.  Do  you  suppose  that  they  originate 
upon  the  farms? — At  present  I do  not  think 
they  do  originate  upon  the  farms ; there  is  such 
a circulation  of  diseased  cattle  through  the 
country ; they  are  wandering  all  over  the  coun- 
try ; so  that  if  I buy  cattle,  for  instance,  at  one 
of  those  markets,  I run  a very  great  risk  of 
bringing  disease  home  with  me ; but  if  the  dis- 
ease were  checked  at  the  fountain  head,  then, 
although  there  were  a great  number  of  cattle 
wandering  up  and  down,  they  would  then  cease 
to  have  the  disease  amongst  them. 

11688.  When  you  say  the  “fountain-head,”  I 
suppose  you  do  not  believe  in  the  spontaneous 
origin  of  these  diseases  ? — I do  not. 

11689.  Do  you  think  they  come  from  abroad? 
— Yes ; and  from  the  centres  which  exist  in  our 
own  country  now.' 

11690.  But  if  we  got  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
by  these  severe  regulations  which  you  propose, 
should  we  not  incur  great  danger  of  the  disease 
being  re -imported  from  abroad?  — Yes,  but  I 
would  take  care  about  that. 

11691.  How  would  you  do  so  ? — I think  that 
all  cattle_  ought  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
debarkation,  or  else  let  them  send  dead  meat 
from  abroad,  as  is  done  from  Aberdeenshire,  the 
county  of  F orfar,  and  others. 

11692.  But  you  could  not  obtain  your  Dutch 
heifers  under  these  conditions';  would  not  that 
be  a great  loss  to  you?— No  ; it  would  be  very 
little  loss  ; our  great  supply  ia  from  Ireland ; if 
we  could  get  clean  cattle  from  Ireland,  I should 
have  no  fear,  as  far  as  Scotland  is  concerned,  with 
regard  to  getting  rid  of  the  disease. 

11693.  Supposing  that  you  could  insure  healthy 
cattle  coming  from.  Ireland,  what  per-centage 
of  increase  do  you  think  you  could  afford  to  give 
for  them  ? — The  price  of  cattle  has  lately  risen 
to  such  an  amount  that  it  is  very  difficult  10  say 
what  we  should  give  for  them ; but  I would  say 


certainly  before  this  enormous  rise  in  the  price  of 
cattle  took  place,  we  should  have  been  able  to 
give  a considerable  deal  more  for  them. 

11694.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Would  there  be 
difference  of  between  10  s.  and  20  s.  a head?— 
I have  no  doubt  of  it.  The  dealers  buy  the 
cattle  in  Ireland  much  more  cheaply  from  the 
growers,  and  bring  them  across  here  much  more 
cheaply  than  they  could  do  then;  they  can 
sacriiice  and  lose  a beast  or  two,  and  still  get  a 
good  profit  in  our  country  when  they  come  here. 
It  would  be  much  in  the  interest  both  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  Ireland,  that  they  should  see 
that  the  disease  was  rooted  out  if  possible,  and 
that  the  cattle  sent  to  us  were  sound,  healthy 
animals ; then  the  people  themselves  would  reap 
the  benefit,  but  at  present  the  trade  is  all  in  the 
hands  of  jobbers. 

11695.  I daresay  if  they  had  a little  more  con- 
fidence iu  the  Irish  cattle,  farmers  would  go  over 
to  Ireland  and  buy  their  store  cattle  themselves  ? 
— I have  no  doubt  of  it.  Some  of  our  large 
farmers  do  so  at  present. 

11696.  But  the  plan  would  be  more  generally 
adopted,  would  it  not,  if  there  was  more  confi- 
dence in  the  Irish  cattle  being  free  from  disease  ? 
— Yes,  it  would ; but  we  have  no  chance  of  that 
being  the  case  at  present. 

11697.  If  you  had  stronger  confidence  in  the 
Irish  cattle,  you  would  be  disposed  to  give  from 
10  s.  to  20  s.  a head  more  for  them,  would  you 
not? — Yes,  for  the  two  or  three  year  old  cattle; 
I do  not  refer  to  the  young  ones. 

11698.  Mr.  Monscll.']  Take  the  Cheshire  cattle, 
for  example ; have  you  auy  better  faith  in  the 
condition  of  the  Cheshire  cattle  than  you  have 
in  that  of  the  Irish  cattle  ? — We  very  seldom  get 
any  cattle  from  Cheshire. 

11699.  Mr.  Clare  Read. J Yrou  get  Yorkshire 
cattle,  do  you  not  ? — Yes. 

11700.  And  you  found  them  die,  did  you  not? 
— Some  of  them  did.  We  used  to  have  English 
calves  ; when  they  came  home,  they  looked  very 
well,  but  after  a day  or  two  they  began  to  show 
symptoms  of  the  disease,  and  we  have  given  up 
buying  those  English  calves  unless  to  a very 
limited  extent  now.  We  buy  what  are  called 
calves  which  are  brought  here  in  October;  they 
are  called  calves,  but  they  are  approaching  one 
year  old. 

11701.  You  think  that  those  calves  die  chiefly 
from  the  privations  they  endure  ; not  from  any 
particular  disease? — Not  at  all ; it  is  chiefly  from 
the  privations  that  they  endure ; it  is  quite  a 
different  thing  with  them,  from  healthy  older 
animals  travelling  by  railway.  I do  not  think, 
if  the  latter  are  in  good  condition,  that  they 
would  suffer  very  much  from  travelling  by  railway. 

11702.  Mr.  Bar  clay. ~\  There  is  a system  to 
which  you  very  strongly  object,  I believe ; that 
some  of  the  Irish  dealers  bring  over  a drove  of 
cattle  themselves,  and  drive  them  from  market 
to  market,  and  sell  them  on  the  way?— Yes, 


they  do. 

11703.  The  consequence  is  that  the  cattle  get 
into  a very  emaciated  condition,  do  they  not  ?— 
Some  of  the  smaller  ones  are  very  emaciated 
looking ; I do  not  deal  in  that  class  of  cattle  my- 
self. 

11704.  That  system  is  considered  very  objec- 
tionable by  the  farmers?. — Yes,  it  is;  they  lounge 
about  in  the  dyke  sides,  and  wherever  there  is  a 
little  open  spot,  there  you  will  be  sure  to  find  an 
Irishman.  * — 

" 11 705..  They 
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12705.  They  do  not  pay  much  for  the  rent  of 
the  ground,  1 presume  ?— When  they  come  to  the 
we  Forfarshire  markets  they  have  to  put  them 
in  the  fields  all  night,  and  they  have  to  pay  a pretty 
fair  allowance  for  doing  that ; that  is  to  say,  the 
larcre  dealers ; but  when  I speak  of  wandering 
from  town  to  town,  I am  speaking  of  the  small 
dealers  who  bring  a score  or  30  cattle  from 
Ireland,  whereas  the  large  dealers  bring  hun- 

11706.  The  large  dealers  take  care  of  their 
cattle  ?— Yes,  they  try  to  do. 

11707.  But  the  small  dealers  drive  their 
cattle  about  the  country  without  taking  those 
proper  precautions? — It  is  very  difficult  to 
say  whether  they  are  small  dealers  or  not; 
because  they  distribute  them  out  in  lots;  the 
Glasgow  salesmen  frequently  sell  them,  and  the 
Irishmen  are  in  attendance  themselves.  One 
salesman  will  probably  have  four  or  five  dif- 
ferent large  lots,  which  he  sells  to  the  farmers, 
but  you  cannot  tell  whether  these  are  one 
man’s  cattle  or  whether  they  belong  to  half  a 
dozen  men. 

11708.  Mr.  Clay.]  I understand  that  you 
would  recommend  the  slaughter  of  all  animals 
coming  from  foreign  countries ; you  would  not 
allow  them  to  be  landed  alive,  or  that  you  would 
slaughter  them  immediately  on  their  landing  ? — 
I was  referring  to  fat  cattle  coming  to  the  fat 
cattle  market.  I think  that  the  safest  course 
would  be  to  slaughter  all  fat  cattle  at  the  port  of 
debarkation. 

11709.  You  would  admit  nothing  but  dead 
meat? — I would  not  object  to  store  cattle  being 
imported  if  they  were  put  under  a certain  sort 
of  quarantine,  and  allowed  to  remain  at  the  port 
of  debarkation  for  a few  weeks,  and  then,  if  they 
were  found  to  be  healthy,  I should  not  object  to 
letting  them  come  from  a clean  foreign  country. 

11710.  And  you  would  approve  of  that  de- 
struction, as  well  a3  between  scheduled  and  un- 
scheduled countries? — I should  think  that,  if 
certain  countries  were  known  to  be  clean,  it 
would  be  safe  enough  to  import  cattle  from  those 
countries. 

11711.  Whatever  restrictions  you  would  re- 
commend, you  would  recommend  that  they  should 
be  applied  equally  to  Ireland? — I think  that  Ire- 
land should  be  treated  more  like  a part  of  Great 
Britain,  and  therefore  that  regulations  and  rules 
should  be  applied  to  Ireland  similar  to  what  we 
have  in  our  own  country,  and  let  them  be  effi- 
ciently carried  out.  I believe  the  regulations  in 
Ireland  are  now  carried  out  by  the  police,  as  they 
have  no  local  authorities  similar  to  what  we  have 
in  Scotland ; but  if  they  had  proper  local  autho- 
rities in  the  different  districts,  and  let  the  whole 
of  the  cattle  in  Ireland  be  under  the  same  rules 
as  are  applied  in  England,  then  we  should  be  glad 
to  see  them,  because  it  is  from  Ireland  chiefly 
that  we  get  our  most  important  supply,  and  very 
fine  cattle  we  do  get  from  Ireland  sometimes. 

11712.  But  you  complain  also  of  diseased 
cattle  coming  from  Ireland? — Yes,  undoubtedly, 
at  present. 

11713.  Then  why  would  you  not  extend  to 
Ireland  the  same  restrictions  and  regulations 
which  you  would  apply  to  foreign  countries  ? — 
Because  it  is  not  a foreign  country. 

11714.  For  the  sentimental  reason  that  it  is  the 
same  thing  as  England  ? — No ; but  the  journey 
from  Ireland  to  the  ports  of  this  country  could 
do  them  no  harm,  and  it  would  be  a wrong  to 
0.58. 


Ireland  to  insist  upon  the  same  regulations  that 
you  would  apply  to  a foreign  country,  because  in 
the  case  of  a foreign  country  they  are  perhaps 
two  or  three  days  upon  the  journey,  but  from 
Ireland  they  are  only  a few  hours ; and  I would 
consider  the  question  of  distance  between  Ireland 
and  England  as  only  the  question  of  there  being 
a large  river  to  cross  ; so  I would  treat  Ireland 
just  the  same  as  I would  treat  England  and 
Scotland,  and  let  us  have  free  interchange  be- 
tween us. 

11715.  Sir  H.  Selwin -Ibbetson.]  And  let  us 
have  similar  regulations  with  regard  to  inspec- 
tion ? — Similar  regulations  with  regard  to  inspec- 
tion. 

11716.  Mr.  Clare  Re,ad^\  Which  you  could 
not  have  with  foreign  countries? — Quite  so. 
We  might  say,  with  regard  to  foreign  countries, 
when  the  cattle  come  to  the  port  of  landing  you 
must  slaughter  them  forthwith,  but  we  will  not 
allow  them  to  go  any  farther. 

11717.  If  your  rule  were  carried  out  with 
regard  to  the  slaughtering  of  all  fat  stock,  what 
effect  would  that  have  upon  the  price  of  meat  ? — 
I do  not  think  it  would  affect  the  price  of  meat, 
because  where  a great  number  of  cattle  used  to 
be  sent  up  from  Aberdeen  to  London  every  year 
that  quantity  is  getting  smaller  and  smaller,  and  the 
amount  of  dead  meat  is  becoming  larger  and  larger, 
and  we  have  dealers  going  about  the  country  ready 
to  pick  up  a fat  beast,  kill  it  and  send  it  up 
dead  to  London,  and  they  get  returns  upon 
the  whole  much  the  same  as  if  they  sent  them 
up  alive.  But  certainly,  with  regard  to  those 
very  fine  cattle,  three  or  four  year  olds,  it  is 
important  to  send  them  up  alive,  because  although 
they  may  suffer  a little  upon  the  journey,  they 
do  not  look  any  worse  when  they  arrive  than 
when  they  start,  but  if  you  send  up  a less  finished 
beast  he  does  not  bear  the  journey  nor  look  so 
well. 

11718.  An  opinion  has  been  given  to  the 
effect  that  the  stoppage  of  all  foreign  importations 
would  probably  even  lower  the  price  of  meat; 
is  that  your  opinion  ? — I do  not  think  it  would. 

11719.  Sir  JrL  Selwin.- Ibbetson.]  At  the  same 
time  you  believe  that  the  dead  meat  market  is 
gradually  increasing,  and  supplying  the  place  of 
the  live  meat  market? — I have  not  the  least 
doubt  of  it.  The  dead  meat  market  will  more  and 
more  develope.  One  argument  used  to  be  that  in 
summer  we  could  not  send  up  dead  meat  without 
its  getting  into  a bad  state  on  the  journey,  but 
we  have  found  that  we  can.  I sent  up  an  animal 
just  a short  time  aro,  in  the  very  warmest 
weather,  and  I got  quite  as  good  a price  as  if  I 
had  sent  it  up  alive. 

11720.  Was  that  sent  to  London? — Yes. 

11721.  Mr.  Barclay.]  In  your  opinion,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  allowing  fat  cattle  to 
come  into  the  country,  provided  they  were  slaugh- 
tered at  the  port  of  debarkation? — No;  and  I 
should  have  no  objection  to  store  cattle  coming 
into  the  country  provided  they  came  from  a clean 
country,  and  underwent  a period  of  quarantine. 

11722.  Do  you  think  that  the  British  farmer 
can  afford  to  dispense  with  foreign  store  stock? 
— I think  we  might ; it  would  be  much  to  our 
advantage  if  we  were  to  breed  more. 

11723.  We  could  not  afford  to  dispense  with 
Irish  cattle?— Not  very  well;  but  I remember 
the  time  when  there-  was  very  little  Irish  stock 
sent  into  the  country.  But  the  reason  why  we 
have  less  breeding  now  than  formerly  is,  that  if 
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Mr.  you  have  a large  breeding  stock,  and  disease  gets 
W.  Goodlet.  into  it,  you  have  a loss  far  larger  than  if  you 
r merely  buy  animals,  keep  them  for  a short  time, 
3°  Jm,e  and  sell  them  when  fat. 

73’  11724.  Mr.  I)ent~\  Is  it  not  really  the  truth, 

that  the  profits  upon  feeding  Irish  lean  stock 
have  been  so  great,  that  farmers  gave  up  breed- 
ing, because  they  found  it  paid  better  to  buy 
Irish  stock,  and  feed  them,  than  to  breed  their 
own  stock?— It  may  be  partly  so,  but  I believe 
it  was  chiefly  on  account  of  the  disease. 

11725.  Was  it  so  altogether? — Hot  altogether, 
I think ; .Ireland  is  a fine  cattle-growing  country, 
and  I should  be  very  sorry  to  see  the  Irish  cattle 
excluded  from  the  country.  Ireland  has  some 
very  fine  animals,  and  I find  it  better  to  buy  cattle 
in  the  markets  than  to  keep  a breeding  stock,  so 
long  as  infectious  diseases  are  so  prevalent  in  the 
country  as  they  are. 

11726.  Is  it  not  also  the  fact,  that  owing  to 
farms  having  become  a good  deal  larger  in  Eng- 
land, and  perhaps  in  Scotland  too,  breeding  has 
gone  out  of  fashion,  and  that  the  class  of  farmers 
who  used  to  bring  up  a good  many  calves  are 
diminished,  and  the  large  graziers  now  buy  stores, 
and  feed  them,  instead  of  the  small  farmers  rear- 
ing their  own  stock? — I think  the  reason  why 
there  is  less  breeding  now  than  there  was,  is  that 
it  requires  more  capital  to  carry  on  a breeding 
stock  than  it  does  to  buy  cattle  and  feed  them ; 
and  if  that  is  the  case,  owing  to  a good  m'any  people 
being  deficient  in  capital,  that  is  another  reason 
why  breeding  is  not  so  much  practised. 

11727.  Is  it  not  rather  the  case  that  the  capi- 
tal is  turned  over  more  quickly  in  purchasing 


store  animals,  and  feeding  them  not  tW 
capital  is  required?—  Less  capital  is  £L5“! 
m this  way:  the  farmer  may  bay  catff? 
dealer,  and  give  a bill  for  the  price  ami  tf* 
when  he  has  fattened  the  cattle,  sell  thm,11?' 
profit,  and  the  bill  is  met  but 
on  a breeding  stock  npon  borrowed  money  " 

11728.  Do  your  farmers  in  Scotland  cmT0„ 
their  trade  a good  deal  with  borrowed  cani  J, 

extent.^  1 they  ^ *°  1 “irali 

11728.  Is  it  the  custom  in  Scotland  that  tl. 
tanner  buys  lean  cattle  and  gives  a bill  for  them 
at  three  or  six  months,  and  does  not  pay  for  them 
until  he  has  fed  them  off  ? — I do  not  say  tint  it? 
anextens've  practice,  but  it  is  not  unfrecpentl, 

11730.  It  is  an  expensive  practice,  is  it  not? 
— Yes,  a very  expensive  practice. 

11731.  Mr.  Barclay.]  It  has  become  more 
common?— Yes,  it  has  become  more  common 
than  it  used  to  be.  Our  great  salesmen  have  o-ot 
into  the  way  of  selling  the  cattle  to  farmers 
on  credit,  and  then  they  have  the  privilege  of 
selling  them  again  when  they  are  fat,  so  that 
the  salesman  in  this  way  gets  two  commissions. 

11732._  Has  the  system  of  buying  and  selling 
on  commission  very  much  increased  in  Scotland? 
—Yes ; hut  a system  lias  sprung  up  which  has 
militated  a little  againt  that  of  late ; that  is  to 
say,  of  selling  by  auction.  We  have  auctions 
m all  the  large  towns  and  in  some  of  the  smaller 
ones,  and  it  is  often  better  for  the  farmer  if  he 
has  anything  to  sell  to  send  it  there,  rather  than 
to  put  it  into  the  hands  of  a commission  agent. 


Mr.  G-eorge  Stewart,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


r Jfr*  „ 11733.  Mr.  Barclay.]  You  are  the  inspector 
u.  btewart.  for  the  local  authority  of  Perthshire  ? — Yes. 

11734.  Are  you  exclusively  employed  by  the 
local  authority  to  look  after  disease  in  the  county? 
—Yes,  I am.  J 

11735.  Are  there  any  sub-inspectora  in  the 
county  ? — No,  there  are  no  sub-inspectors. 

11736.  Did  the  local  authority  of  Perthshire 
adopt  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  for  foot  and 
mouth  disease? — Ho,  we  never  adopted  them. 

11737.  What  is  the  state  of  Perthshire  with 
regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ?— We  had  only 
one  case  for  the  last  month. 

11738.  Is  that- due  very  much  to  the  restric- 
tions, do  you  think,  or  would  the  disease  have 
died  out  naturally  without  any  interference  upon 
your  part  ? — The  disease  is  dying  out  naturally 
in  Scotland  altogether;  but  as  long  as  it  was 
remaining  in  the  other  counties,  we  were  always 
getting  importations  of  it. 

11739.  Which  renewed  the  disease  ?— Yes. 

11740.  But  now  that  the  disease  is  getting  gra- 
dually exhausted  all  over  Scotland,  you  are  Win- 
ning to  get  free  in  Perthshire  as  well  ?— Yes? 

„ JJ  J41*  P°  y°u  know  anything  about  the  county 
of Pife,  adjacent?— Yes.  J 

H742.  Have  they  got  nearly  free  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — I do  not  know  what  state  Pife 
is  m at  present.  I believe  there  is  very  little 
foot  and  mouth  disease  there. 

11743.  Did  they  carry  out  the  Privy  Council 
restrictions  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ? — No ; I believe  they  did  not. 

, 11744.  They  did  not  even  put  the  foot  and 


mouth  disease  rules  into  operation  in  Pife,  did 
they  ? — No  ; I believe  that  the  county  of  Pife  is 
very  much  in  the  position  of  Perthshire  as  regards 
foot  and  mouth  disease  at  present. 

11745..  Still,  you  believe  that  the  regulations 
and  restrictions  of  the  Privy  Council  were  of  ad- 
vantage in  Perthshire  ? — Yes,  they  were  of  con- 
siderable advantage  in  some  cases. 

11746.  You  have  no  doubt,  I presume,  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been,  in  every  case, 
brought  into  your  county,  and  that  it  (fid  not 
originate  in  your  county  ? — That  is  so. 

11747.  You  have  heard  it  stated  that  foot  and 
mouth  disease  had  attacked  hares? — Yes,  I have 
heard  that  stated. 

11748.  Did  you  ever  see  a case  of  a hare 
attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease? — Never 
so  that  I could  say  it  was  the  disease.  I have 
seen  a hare  in  a field  where  foot  and  mouth 
disease  was,  which  seemed  hardly  able  to  get  out 
of  the  field ; but  the  hare  got  away.  That  was 
the.  only  opportunity  I had  of  making  an  exami- 
nation of  it. 

11749.  You  had  no  opportunity  of  making  a 
close  examination  of  it  ? — I had  not ; hut  I be- 
lieve that  hares  are  a means  of  spreading  the 
disease,  although  they  do  not  take  it  themselves. 

. 11750.  You  think  that  they  might  carry  the 
disease  from  field  to  field  without  being  affected 
by  it  themselves  ? — Yes,  without  being  affected 
by  it  themselves. 

11751.  You  made  up  a statement  of  the 
amount  of  loss  in  1872  by  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  Perthshire  ? — Yes,  I did. 

11752.  How- 
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11752.  How  many  cases  had  you? — Twelve  be  paid  about  half  the  value  of  the  animal  be-  Mr. 
thousand,  and  I estimated  the  loss  at  10  per  cent,  fore  the  time  when  it  ■was  attacked  with  the  G.  Stewart . 
11753.  At  30s.  each? — That  is  so.  disease.  . n — — 

11754.  Did  you  take  into  account  sheep? — 11774.  If  an  animal  of  the  value,  say  of  16  l.  2°  June 

Yes- there  were  about  6,000  sheep  affected.  The  is  attacked  with  pleuropneumonia,  what  would  1 

loss  on  6,000  sheep  and  12,000  cattle  came  to  you  give  the  owner  ? — I would  give  him  8 7.  if 
18  056  l.  • no  salvage,  but  if  the  salvage  came  to  move  than 

11755.  The  total  amount  of  cattle  in  Perth-  the  half  of  the  value  no  compensation  to  be 
shire  in  1872  is  81,702  ? — Yes.  allowed. 

11756.  And  of  sheep  673,778? — Yes.  11775.  And  suppose  it  is  a store  animal  in 

11757.  Out  of  the  number  of  81,702  cattle,  poor  condition,  what  would  you  do  with  the  car- 
12000  were  attacked? — Yes.  cass?  — If  it  were  fit  for  human  food,  I would 

11758.  Six  thousand  sheep  were  attacked  ? — sell  it. 
yes.  11776.  If  it  were  fit  for  selling,  which  I dare 

11759.  How  many  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  say  it  would  be  in  the  earlier  stages  of  pleuro- 
Tvere  there  in  the  county  last  year  ? — There  pneumonia,  would  it  be  likely  to  fetch  8 L ? — If 
would  be  about  21  places;  the  total  number  of  it  were  in  good  condition  it  would  fetch  8 l 

cattle  upon  the  places  where  the  disease  existed  11777.  In  fact,  would  it  bring  nearly  the  full 

was  802 ; of  these  140  were  killed,  34  died,  65  value  if  the  animal  were  in  the  early  stages  of 
recovered,  and  563  remained  not  attacked  at  the  the  disease  ? — It  might  if  the  animal  were  in  the 
time  the  places  were  declared  clear.  early  stages  of  the  disease.  I have  known  a 

11760.  Have  any  of  the  animals  been  attacked  carcass  in  that  case  sold  for  a pound  more  than 
since  iu  those  places?— Yes,  in  two  of  the  the  animal  would  have  fetched  if  it  had  been 
places.  . . standing  in  the  market. 

11761.  Where  the  disease  is  smouldering  still?  11778.  In  that  case  the  local  authority  would 
—Where  the  disease  is  smouldering  still.  . have  to  give  no  compensation,  because  the  carcass 
11762.  Are  you  in  favour  of  slaughtering  of  the  animal  would  fetch  more  than  the  com- 
animals  affected  with  • pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes,  pensation  which  you  propose  to  allow  ? — It  would 
I would  be  in  favour  of  that.  do  in  that  case,  but  there  would  be  other  cases 

11763.  As  the  most  economical  process  of  in  which  there  would  be  no  returns  at  all. 
dealing  with  the  disease  ? — Yes.  11779.  Do  you  think  it  of  great  importance  to 

11764.  The  local  authority  of  Perthshire  has  have  an  early  discovery  of  the  disease,  for  the 
not  adopted  the  slaughtering  out  provisions  of  purpose  of  putting  it  down  ? — I think  so. 
the  Privy  Council,  I believe? — They  have  not.  11780.  And  that  a great  object  ought  to  be  to 
11765.  But  you  think  it  would  be  an  economi-  induce  the  farmers  to  report  the  disease  at  its 
cal  proceeding  if  they  did  so  ? — It  would  be  an  early  stage  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 
advantageous  proceeding  if  it  were  done  uni-  11781.  Do  you  think  that  a liberal  compensa- 
versally.  I would  not  advise  them  to  do  it  tion  would  induce  the  farmers  to  do  so  ? — What 
unless  it  were  made  universal ; that  is  to  say,  I think  would  induce  the  farmers  as  much  as 
unless  all  the  other  counties  in  Scotland  were  to  anything,  would  be  if  there  were  more  liberty 
do  it.  given  in  removing  their  healthy  fat  animals  for 

11766.  If  the  regulation  were  made  general  immediate  slaughter, 
throughout  the  country,  you  would  consider  that  11782.  You  think  that  provision  should  be 
it  would  be  advisable  for  Perthshire  to  slaughter  made  to  allow  farmers  to  remove  their  healthy 
out  also? — Yes.  . fat  animals  from  an  infected  place  to  the  nearest 

11767.  Have  you  a strong  belief  that  you  slaughter-house  if  they  were  not  affected  with 
would  be  able  to  root  out  pleuro-pneumonia  by  the  disease  ? — Yes ; but  even  at  the  present 
slaughtering  out  the  diseased  animals  ? — I believe  time  we  allow  them  to  be  removed  to  the  nearest 
the  tendency  would  be  to  root  it  out.  slaughter-house ; but  I mean  to  allow  them  to 

11768.  You  think  that  you  could  reduce  it  to  be  removed  to  a fat  market,  where  they  would 
very  narrow  limits  in  about  12  months  ? — I think  have  free  competition  for  the  price  of  the 
18. months  would  make  a considerable  difference  animals. 

“it.  11783.  What  provision  would  you  make  for 

11769.  Could  you  tell  the  Committee  the  the  slaughter  if  you  allowed  those  animals  to  go 
amount  of  loss  in  Perthshire  from  pleuro-pneu-  into  the  fat  market? — I would  have  the  animals 
monk  last  year  ? — I estimate  the  total  loss,  direct  marked  or  branded  so  that  they  should  be  known, 
and  indirect,  to  be  about  4,000  l.  and  if  they  were  not  slaughtered  afterwards, 

11770.  You  have  not  the  losses  separately? — then  I would  fine  the  person  in  whose  possession 
I have  not  the  losses  separately.  they  were  found. 

11771.  As  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  would  11784.  Within  what  time  would  you  propose 
you  .wish  that  animals  should  he  restricted  from  that  they  should  be  slaughtered? — -Within  five 
moving  off  an  infected  place  for  a longer  period  days.  * 

than  30  days  after  the  last  animal  was  attacked  ? 11785.  What  would  be  the  advantage  of  allow- 

I consider  30  days  of  no  value  at  all  with  re-  ing  them  to  be  exhibited  in  the  market  ? — They 
gard  to  the  restrictions  upon  moving  cattle.  I would  get  a freer  competition.  If  the  animals 
think  it  would  take  at  least  three  months  to  do  were  to  be  allowed  to  be  taken  from  Perthshire  to 
any  good.  . the  Glasgow  fat  market,  the  butchers  would  not 

11772.  You  think  that  the  period  should  be  care  whether  they  had  come  out  of  an  infected 
extended  from  one  month  to  three  ? — Yes.  stock  or  not,  provided  they  were  worth  the 

11773.  With  regard  to  the  slaughter  of  money, 
animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  do  you  11786.  An-e  there  not  plenty  of  buyers  in 
think  the  owner  should  be  compensated  in  full,  Perth  for  fat  cattle  ? — Yes;  there  are. plenty  of 
or  to  what  extent  ? — I do  not  think  he  should  be  buyers,  but  if  the  animals  are  brought  into  P erth 
compensated  in  full.  I think  the  owner  should  they  cannot  be  taken  away  again. 

0.58.  3 0 3 117S7.  Do 
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Mr.  11787.  Do  tliey  hill  a great  many  and  send 
G.  Stewart,  them  away  from  Perth  ?— Not  a great  number." 

30  June  11788.  If  a farmer  was  allowed  to  bring  those 
1873.  cattle  for  slaughter  to  Perth,  the  only  difference 
would  be  the  difference  in  price  due  to  com- 
petition, which  the  farmer  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  it  he  were  allowed  to  send  to  Glasgow  ? 
— There  is  a fanner  a few  miles  from  Perth 
who  has  been  bringing  in  animals  which  have 
been  slaughtered  at  the  slaughter-house  and  the 
meat  sent  up  to  London,  and  he  took  some  animals 
into  the  Glasgow  market  and  slaughtered  them 
there,  and  there  was  a difference  of  6 l.  a head 
between  the  returns  that  he  got  from  Glasgow 
and  those  he  got  from  London. 

11789.  Do  you  believe  that  that  farmer  got 
6 l.  more  for  his  animals  in  Glasgow  than  he  did 
in  London  ? — That  is  his  statement. 

11790.  Do  you  believe  that  statement?  — I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  it. 

11791.  Of  course  markets  vary  very  much  ; but 
if  he  sent  the  dead  meat  to  Glasgow,  is  it  probable 
that  he  would  have  got  as  much  for  the  dead 
meat  as  for  the  live  animals  ? — No ; the  returns 
are  never  so  good  for  the  meat  as  for  the  live 
cattle. 

11792.  Do  I understand  you  to  say  that  the 
returns  are  higher  for  the  live  cattle  than  for  the 
dead  meat  ? — I understand  so ; all  the  fanners 
around  us  are  anxious  to  sell  their  cattle  upon 
their  feet. 

11793.  How  do  you  account  for  butchers 
slaughtering  animals  instead  of  sending  them  up 
alive  ? —I  cannot  account  for  it  at  all. 

^°11  have  paid  some  attention  to  the 
transit  of  cattle  from  Ireland,  have  you  not  ? — 
Yes,  I have. 

11795.  Did  the  local  authority  send  you  across 
to  Ireland  to  look  into  the  matter?— Yes,  they 
sent  me  over  to  Belfast  and  Londonderry. 

Have  you  been  there  oftencr  t.hnn 
once  ? — No,  only  once. 

11 797.  You  went  to  Belfast  and  examined  the 
transit  all  the  way,  from  the  time  the  animals 
were  received  on  board  the  steamer  till  they  cot 
to  Glasgow  ?— Yes. 

11 798. /What  remarks  have  you  to  make  upon 
the  transit  of  those  animals  ?— The  night  I came  . 
across  it  was  very  fine,  and  there  was  not  an 
extra  load  in  the  boat : but  in  some  loads  that  I 
saw  going  to  England,  I consider  the  cattle  would 
become  very  much  emaciated  from  the  manner  in  1 
which  they  were  crushed  into  the  boats,  and  they  f 
would  be  very  much  more  subject  to  take  the  ' 
disease,  and  convey  it  away  through  the  country.  1 

11799.  Confining  yourself  to  the  steamer  in  t 
which  you  came  across,  have  you  any  complaint 
to  make  of  the  mode  of  transit  on  board  that  1 
steamer  t— I have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the  1 
,?f  excepting  that  there  was  no  i 

GlasS0W  when  the  boat  arrived, 
rnti  v+'n  eDl  al  regards  the  landing  of  the  t 
unol,  any  remarks  t0  mjdte  3 

of  r-nttt  subject?— With  regard  to  the  landing 
of  cattie  at  Glasgow,  they  were  immediately,  a v 

5er+°5i.iilem,1driveni  UP  t0  the  cattle 
market,  and  at  the  cattle  market  there  are  fat  0 
and  foreign  cattle,  and  dairy  cows,  and  all  sorts  b 
mixed  up,  and  those  animals  pass  through  amongst 
Piem,  and  remain  perhaps  all  night  in  the  sheds,  a 

morningf01eigU  haV6  just  come  out  in  the  e 

the  nrrfo  ¥x’^fonsell-’\  up  to  the  time  of  d 
the  arrival  of  the  cattle  at  the  cattle  market  in  I 


Glasgow,  all  was  satisfactory ; there  . 

that  you  could  complain  of,  until  you  a, T*?* 
the  cattle  market  in  Glasgow  ?— T - amved  at 
plain  of  anything  in  the  cattle  market  in 
any  further  than  I do  not  think  it  is 
as  I do  not  think  it  is  right  that  thev  shn  !nJ  4 
be  inspected  before  they  went  on  boarf  dnot 

fivsYT  We  were  talking  in  the 

first  p ace  of  the  manner  in  which  the  tramYj 
animals  was  conducted ; have  you  anv  T-rf 
to  make  with  reference  to  the  treatment’^ 
those  animals  were  subjected  to,  or  with  ZL  “ 
to  the  mode  of  transit/  say  WeeT B i£ 
Glasgow,  and  coming  on  to  Falkirk f-X  ? 
could  not  say  any  tiling  against  the.  treatment,# 
that  small  lot  that  came  over  in  the  boat  win 

11803.  They  were  reasonably  treated?— Yes. 

there  were  very  few  of  them,  and  it  was  a ray 
fine  night.  >er7 

11804.  Yon  say  that  you  saw  other  boats 

SJPr  ^ "»  0- 

Jfi05'/"  w°.uId  oonsiaer  that  those  cuttle 
would  not  arrive  111  an  equally  good  condition? 
— I should  consider  so. 

11806.  What  other  provision  would  you  sug- 
gest as  regards  the  shipment  from  Ireland  ?-I 
would  have  all  the  animals  thoroughly  inspected 
before  they  were  put  on  board ; but  also  for  the 
sake  of  Scotland,  I think  that  Ireland  should  be 


, 7 ttuinuus  Miorougmy  inspected 

before  they  were  put  on  board  ; but  also  for  the 
sake  of  Scotland,  I think  that  Ireland  should  be 
unde£  “*  eame  inspection  as  we  are  at  present. 

. 11807«.  Are  you  aware  that  inspection  is  car- 
ried out  ill  Ireland  ?— There  is  no  inspection  at 
all  carried  out  in  Ireland. 

11808.  Are  you  aware  whether  tlie  police  take 
any  cognisance  of  disease  in  Ireland  ?— The  two 
constables  who  were  appointed  as  inspectors  at 
Londonderry,  told  me  that  they  had  no  orders 
to  stop  a diseased  animal  going  on  board,  and 
that,  they  would  not  know  a diseased  animal  even 
if  they  saw  it. 

11809.  Arc  you  speaking  just  now  with  re- 
ference to  the  inspection  of  ports,  or  as  to  in- 
spection throughout  Ireland  ?— I am  speaking 
with  regard  to  inspection  at  ports  by  the  police. 
1 believe  there  is  no  inspection  throughout  Ire- 
land by  the  police. 

11810.  Mr.  Monsell.]  What  you  are  talking 
about  from  your  own  observation  is  merely  the 
inspection  at  the  ports  ? — Yes ; that  is  what  I 
observed  myself.  I inquired  of  the  veterinary 
surgeons  at  Londonderry  whether  there  was  any 
veterinary  inspector  for  that  district  at  all,  and 
they  informed  me  that  there  was  nothing  done  in 
that  way. 

11811.  There  was  no  inspection  by  a veteri- 
nary surgeon? — No;  I consider  it  is  as  good  as 
nothing  at  all  if  it  is  not  done  by  a veterinary 
inspector. 

11812.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Are  you  aware  that 
there  is  inspection  carried  out  by  the  police  in 
England,  in  some  cases  ? — I am. 

11813.  Do  you  consider  that  is  no  good?— I 
would  not  consider  it  of  very  much  good. 

11814.  Mr.  Barclay.]  You  would  oe  in  favour 
of  all  cattle  being  inspected  at  the  port  of  em- 
barkation ? — Yes,  I would. 

11815.  Would  you  expect  to  be  able  to  detect 
all  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — No,  I would  not 
expect  to  be  able  to  detect  them  all. 

11816.  But  you  would  expect  to  be  able  to 
detect  the  more  conspicuous  cases  of  disease?— 

I would  expect  that. 

11817.  Do 
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,,.17  Do  you  think  that  would  exercise  a , de- 
t :71flnence  upon  the  dealers  in  Ireland . I 
ITnot  think  it  would  much,  because  if  there 
, u,  animal  labouring  much  under  disease  the 
SoS^ould  not  tak°e  it  to  the  boat  if  an  in- 

wonkkSto  this’extent  at  least,  deter 
9 dealer  from  bringing  that  diseased  animal  ? 

^819  I believe  there  is  nothing  at  present  to 
prevent 'his  doing  that ’-There  is  nothing  at 

FXO.  Then,  assuming  that  a dealer  was  buy- 


30  June 
1873. 


nothing  conflicting ; but  at  the  time  the  county  Mr. 
was  shut  up  for  cattle  coming  from  England,  G.  Steivart. 
they  did  not  consider  it  necessary  to  shut  the 
borough,  and  the  consequence  was  the  cattle 
were  at  liberty  to  go  into  the  town. 

11835.  But  they  could  not  get  them  out  of 
the  town  again  ? — It  would  be  difficult  to  say ; 
they  might  go  to  a sale,  and  be  bought  there,  and 
be  taken  away  as  cattle  having  belonged  to  the 
farmers  round  about. 

11836.  You  think  it  would  be  difficult  to  trace 
them? — It  would  be  impossible  to  trace  them. 

The  station  is  within  the  borough,  and  they 


w diseased  stock  iu  Ireland,  possibly  none  of  might  get  run  in  in  that  way. 

£ might  show  the  disease  at  the  time  11837.  Was  that  on  account  of  any  special 

Mi  them? — It  is  quite  possible.  advantage  that  the  borough  wanted  to  get,  or  any 

11821  At  the  time  the  dealer  got  them  up  to  special  disadvantage : that  they  wanted  to  avoid, 
the  shinning  port,  and  got  them  to  the  steamer,  or  because  they  did  not^  trouble  themselves 
be  possible  that  the  disease  should  specially  in  the  matter  3-Becanse  they  did  not 
WW  itself  in  a few  days,  by  reason  of  the  trouble  themselves  specially  in  the  matter.  1 

• ‘ i„  Wmrr  travelled’ Yes.  think  that  was  the  whole  tiling. 

“uS22h  Mr.Voiise??.]  Are  you  speaking  about  11838.  W ould  yon  have  the  Irish  cattle  in- 
wlmt  you  have  seen  yourself ?- No ; not  in  spected  upon  landing f-I  would  if  they  were 
IP*  ? detained,  I think,  or  I would  have  them  m- 

11823.  Mr.  Barclay .]  So  far  as  concerns  that  spected  upon  landing,  and  again  when  they  went 

cargo  of  cattle  which  you  saw  brought  across  away-  T„  _ _.  ..  . ..  . - 

£5  Belfast  to  Glasgow,  you  have  nothing  to  11839.  If  you  found  any  disease  at  the  port  of 
complain  of,  but  yon  think  that  they  should  have  landing,  what  would  you  do  with  the  affected 

been  inspected  prior  to  their  departure?— Yes.  animals  ?— The  only  thing  would  be  to  stop 

11824  You  saw  other  cattle  being  sent  to  them  altogether  if  they  were  attacked  with  foot 
English  ports,  which,  in  your  opinion,  would  not  and  mouth  disease.  I would  stop  them  in  Glas- 
^e  arrived  in  good  order  at  the  port  of  gow,  and  have  a place  where  they  could  be 

debarkation? Yes.  removed  to,  and  where  they  could  be  kept  until 

11825.  Have  you  any  further  suggestions  to  they  recovered  from  the  disease.  . 

make  as  regards  the  transit  of  cattle  from  Ire-  _ 11840.  Would  you  stop  the  rest  of  the  animals 
land  would  say  that  I would  prevent  them  in  the  same  lot  ? Yes. 

going  into  the  markets.  There  should  be  sheds  11841.  Is  loot  and  month  disease  rather  prcva- 
ereeted,  where  they  could  be  put  in  and  have  lent  amongst  the  Irish  cattle  winch  como  across  ? 
some  rest  after  coming  off  their  sea  voyage,  and  — It  is  very  prevalent.  , , 

have  something  givei  them,  so  that  they  might  11842  If  it  were  very  prevalent,  I apprehend 
be  in  better  condition  for  going  through  the  yon  would  have  to  make  prevision  for  stonng  a 
country  afterwards  month’s  import  of  Irish  cattle  at  Glasgow,  would 

11826.  Yon  would  advocate  animals  having  a yon  not?— It  is  possible  that  you  might  require 
few  hours  rest,  after  being  landed  from  the  that,  but  if  it  was  done  for  a short  time  it  would 
steamer,  and  being  fed  and  watered  ?-Yes.  make  the  dealers  and  others  who  were  sending 

11827.  How  long  would  yon  make  that  stay  cattle  to  Scotland  more  careful, 
compulsory  ? — Ab  out  12  hours.  . 11843.  « stop  the  toaffic  very  mud., 

11828.  Assuming  that  the  dealers  who  bring  would  it  not?— lea,  for  a short  time, 
across  large  quantities  of  cattle  from  Ireland  to  1184*.  Mr.  iMWI]  At  whose  expense 
Ealkirk  fryst  objected  to  that,  would  you  at-  should  those  buildings  be  erected?  -1  o not 
tribute  any  weight  to  their  opinion?-No;  be-  know  at  whose  expense  those  buddings  shoo  d 
cause  it  is  a matter  of  self-interest  for  them  to  be  erected,  but  the.  Glasgow  au^outies  would 
be  as  short  a time  as  possible  upon  the  road ; it  complain  about  their  being  erected  at  their  e - 
would  he  so  much  money  to  them;  they  are  pense;  they  would  not  ge  auy  ’ 

ohieot?17  P“ItieS  Wl'°  W0“M  te  E'iely  ‘°  * 

11829.  Do  you  think  the  cattle  would  arrive  be  paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer?  — I 
in  a better  condition  than  if  they  were  hurried  think  so.  „ , - c -i  -t-u  tilf> 

on?— Yes.  11846.  You  are  not  at  all  satisfied,  with  tne 

11830.  Would  not  that  put  money  into  the  present  system  of  cleansing  and  disinfecting  rail- 
dealers’  pooket  in  the  end? — It  should  do,  but  I way  trucks,  are  you  ? INo.  + ... 

ao  not  know  that  they  would  consider  it  in  that  11B47.  What  system  would  y™  suggest  woa 
j*  1 regard  to  that?  — I would  have  them  cleansed 

11831.  You  do  not  think  the  dealers  take  an  aud  disinfected  immediately  the  cattle  were  moyed 
enlightened  view  of  the  matter? — No,  I do  not.  out  of  them.  > •!!„  at 

11832.  How  manyMocal  authorities  have  you  11848.  Do  you  think  that 
in  Perthshire  ?— We  have  two;  one  for  the  all  large  markets  ?^  — The  Im^st  market  we 
county  and  one  for  the  city  of  Perth.  have  in  Perthshire  is  the  Doun  about 

11833.  You  bare  only  one  borough  in  Perth-  large  as  Falkirk  Tryst.  Last  Ootober  Tr^  t, 
Shire  ?-l  think  that  is  all.  the  company  had  a lot  of  men  eleomng  the  turoks , 

. 11834.  Do  you  think  there  is  any  conflicting  I did  not  see  a dirty  truck  going  away  on  tun 
interest,  or  any  separate  interests  which  would  day.  lmvp  truck 

conflict  together,  between  tbe  city  and  tbe  county,  11849.  Do  the  railway  company  Have  tiucs. 
as  regards  the  local  authorities  ? — No,  there  was  cleaners  at  Perth  ? Yes,  a ei  . -iirko  So 
0.58.  3 04  lloou.  do 
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Mr.  11850.  So  that  they  kept  the  trucks  in  good 

G.  Stewart,  order  at  Perth  ? — Yes,  they  kept  the  trucks  in 
— — good  order  at  Perth ; but  it  is  at  the  roadside 

30  June  stations  where  the  trucks  are  not  disinfected. 

1 73«  1 1851.  Is  that  from  want  of  will,  or  from  want 

of  time  ? — It  is  from  want  of  time.  The  railway 
company’s  servants  have  not  time  to  attend  to  the 
roadside  stations.  All  the  trucks  which  are  sent 
to  the  roadside  stations  should  be  sent  there 
clean,  I think,  because  there  is  sometimes  only 
one  man  and  the  station-master,  and  there  would 
be  a lot  of  cattle  standing  on  the  bank,  wanting 
to  go  by  the  next  train,  and  the  man  has  not 
time  to  wash  and  clean  the  trucks  for  those  cattle. 

11852.  Do  you  think  that  store  and  fat  mar- 
kets should  be  separate  from  each  other  ? — Cer- 
tainly. I think  their  being  together  is  a great 
source  of  the  spread  of  disease. 

11853.  What  provision  would  you  make  for 
that  ? — The  only  provision  you  could  make  for 
that  would  be  to  have  a market  for  the  fat  cattle 
alone,  and  to  put  a brand  upon  them  when  they 
went  into  that  market,  to  show  that  they  had 
been  shown  in  the  fat  market,  and  they  should 
not  be  allowed  to  be  shown  in  the  store  market. 

11854.  Would  you  make  it  imperative  that 
the  branded  animals  should  be  killed  within  a 
certain  brief  space  of  time? — Yes;  to  be  of  any 
good  I think  they  should. 

11855.  Within  what  space  of  time  would  you 
recommend  ? — Pour  or  five  days. 

11856.  Would  you  brand  the  store  animals? 
— No,  I would  not  brand  the  store  animals. 

11857.  Would  you  prevent  fat  animals  being 
shown  in  a store  market  ? — It  is  difficult  to  say  ; 
what  one  would  consider  fat,  another  might  con- 
sider store  ; it  would  not  be  very  easy  to  define 
what  was  considered  fat,  and  what  was  considered 
store  in  that  case. 

11858.  Would  you  have  more  stringent  penal- 
ties for  moving  animals  affected  with  disease 
upon  a public  road,  would  you  not  ? — I would 
have  provision  made  in  some  form,  so  that  an  in-  ] 
spector  would  have  some  power  in  dealing  with 
cattle  travelling  in  a diseased  state  along  a public 
road.  At  the  present  time,  although  inspectors 
may  come  across  diseased  cattle  upon  a public 
road,  the  practice  is  that  the  cattle  are  to  be  < 
seized ; but  where  are  you  to  take  them  to  ? No  1 
farmer  would  allow  you  to  lay  a diseased  animal 
upon  his  farm,  and  you  might  have  to  take  the  c 
cattle  20  miles  before  you  could  place  them  in  a 
field.  ^ 

11859.  What  power  would  you  have  given  in 
that  case  ?— That  where  an  inspector  could  see  a 
ai  pie,CJe,of  Sround> if  ^ were  an  isolated  place,  he  0 
should  have  power  to  make  some  arrangement 
wtih  the  proprietor  of  the  land.  t, 

11860.  You  think  that  the  inspector  ought  to 
have  summary  power  to  take  possession  of  a piece  a 
01  land  which  he  thought  suitable?— Yes.  p 

11®®1*  Whether  the  owner  was  in  favour  of  it  v 
or  notr — Yes. 

11862.  Is  there  any  deficiency  just  now  in  ^ 
cleansing  and  disinfecting  premises  where  disease  ti 
is  existing  ?— Yes,  there  is  considerable  difficulty  ir 
At  the  present  time  it  is  not  defined  at  whose  bi 
expense  the  place  is  to  be  cleansed  ancl  disin-  w 
lected.  1 think  it  should  be  done  at  the  owner’s  oi 
expense.  And  then  there  are  other  things,  such  th 
as  mason  work  out  of  order,  which  would  require 
some  time  before  they  could  be  cleansed  and  dis-  m 
infected  thoroughly,  which  sometimes  comes  to  A 
a great  deal  of  money. 


1 11863.  Who  should  have  to  do  tW?  m 

1 proprietors  should  have  to  do  the  *hat-— The 
s but  I think  the  owners  of  cattle  « Wu  ,Work> 
disinfecting  work.  6 ehould  the 

11864.  At  whose  siadit  is 
be  carried  out  ?— At  the  inspector's.  ‘nfectl“S  to 
11865.  You  wish  power  to  he  'riven  to  .1 
fields  ?— Yes.^  1180  *°  £ 

11866.  So  as  to  keep  animals  affected  with  tl 
disease  separate  from  others  ?— Yes  W th  t‘le 

1 1867.  That,  power  is  not  given  Lev  a 
at  present  ?— No,  that  would  only  be  in  ca^f 

^oVdle^”g&“0i"the“eSf«3 

11808.  Then  in  the  case  of  animals  in  a fou 
by  a highway  affected  with  foot  and  mo„ 
disease,  what  would  you  do  ?—  I would  1 ” 

double  fence  oft'  the  road.  taie  * 

1i889'iIo"',&1'  aIl0llld  tllat  extend  ''—Sir 
yards  or  thereabouts,  from  the  existing  fence 
11870.  I thought  you  stated  that  that  was  of 
no  use  in  the  ease  of' loot  and  mouth  disease >_ 

. not  m parks;  but  it  would  be  of  considerable 
use  upon  pubho  roads,  as  cattle  would  not  com. 
m contact  when  going  along  a road  with  other 
cat‘!e  ™ field  which  might  be  affected. 

1187L  You  think  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  in 
order  to  deal  successfully  with  disease  throughout 
the  country,  that  the  action  should  be  uffiform 
throughout  the  whole  country  ?— I do  not  think 
that  inspection  is  of  much  use  unless  it  is  made 
uniform. 

11872.  The  county  authorities  would  not  have 
confidence  that  their  neighbours  were  actin'*  to 
the  same  purpose  as_  they  were  acting,  unless  it 
were  made  imperative  throughout  the  whole 
country  ?— That  is  so. 

11873.  Mr.  Monsell.~\  When  was  it  that  you 
went  to  Ireland  ? — It  was  in  the  beginning  of 
last  month.  ® 6 

Yes1874’  Y°U  WCnt  t0  Belfast>  you  not?— 
11875.  And  to  Londonderry  ? — Yes. 

• P8^8*  -DhI  you  see  any  diseased  animals  at 


• P*8  y°u  see  any  diseased  animals  at 

either  of  those  places  ? — I saw  no  diseased  animals 
at  either  of  those  places. 

11877.  You  came  back  in  a steamer  with 
cattle  on  board,  did  you  not  ? — I did. 

11878.  And  on  board  that  steamer  you  saw  no 
disease?— No. 

11879.  I believe  you  saw  other  vessels  which 
appeared  to  have  more  cattle  on  board  than  were 
on  board  your  steamer?— I saw  them  at  Belfast. 

11880.  Was  there  any  disease  among  those 
beasts  ? — I did  not  examine  those  beasts. 

11881.  All  the  questions  which  you  have  been 
asked  with  regard  to  Irish  animals  have  been  hy- 
pothetical ones,  have  they  not  ? You  refer  to 
what  you  believe,  not  to  anything  you  have  seen 
yourself  ? — I refer  to  what  I believe. 

. H882.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Have  you  any  sugges- 
tions to  make  in  reference  to  your  views  of  deal- 
ing with  cattle  disease  ? — I Would  have  a central 
board  for  Scotland ; a central  committee ; and  I 
would  have  that  committee  made  up  of  members, 
one  from  each  county  a member  of  the  local  au- 
thority. 

11883.  Where  would  you  have  that  committee 
meet? — At  Edinburgh,  in  connection  with  the 
Agricultural  Society  there. 

11884.  Have  you  great  confidence  in  the 
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action  which  that  society  has  taken  hitherto  in 
regard  to  cattle  diseases  ?— No;  they  have  taken 
^particular  action  that  I am  aware  of. 

11885.  What  would  be  the  object  of  this 
central  committee  ?— The  object  of  this  central 
committee  would  be,  that  in  the  event  of  disease 
breaking  out  in  any  other  country  whence  cattle 
were  being  imported  into  Scotland,  they  should 
meet  together  and  say  whether  this  country  should 
be  shut  up  or  not.  Hitherto  one  county  might  be 
shutting  up,  and  the  next  leaving  its  sales  open. 

11886.  Do  you  think  that  that  committee 
would  act  with  greater  decision  and  promptness 
than  the  Privy  Council? — I think  so.  home- 
times  it  takes  a considerable  time  before  the  dif- 
ferent counties  would  communicate  with  the 
Privy  Council  and  say  whether  they  would  like 
Scotland  to  be  shut  up  or  not,  but  under  the 
plan  I suggest,  by  calling  a meeting  of  the  com- 
mittee, they  would  say  what  should  be  done. 

11887.  Would  that  committee  be  likely  to  act 
with  better  judgment  and  knowledge  than  the 
Privy  Council  ? — Yes,  they  would  have  a better 
opportunity  of  knowing  what  was  fit  for  Scotland 
than  gentlemen  would  have  at  a distance. 

11888.  You  have  not  great  confidence  in  the 
Privy  Council,  apparently  ? — I have  some. 

11889.  But  you  would  have  greater  confidence 
in  this  committee  ? — Yes,  I should ; I mean  in 
the  carrying  out  of  the  Privy  Council  Orders  in 
Scotland. 

11890.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  With  regard  to 
pleuro-pneumonia,  I understood  you  to  say  that 
if  you  gave  a man  compensation  to  the  extent  of 
half  the  value  of  his  cattle,  and  isolated  them  for 
three  months,  that  would  be  an  inducement  to 
him  to  give  notice  of  the  disease  ? — Yes,  I think 
so. 

11891.  Would  it  not  be  very  much  better  for 
him  to  kill  them  and  say  nothing  about  them,  if 
he  only  got  half  the  value  of  them  ? — Even  if  he 


did  kill  them  and  say  nothing  about  it,  I do  not 
know  what  advantage  that  would  be  to  him;  he 
might  be  detected  and  fined  for  not  reporting. 

11892.  I thought  that  the  compensation5 was 
to  be  for  the  purpose  of  getting  an  early  know- 
ledge of  the  disease ; but  if  you  only  give  half 
the  value,  and  isolate  the  man’s  cattle  for  three 
months,  I ask  you  whether  it  would  not  answer  his 
purpose  better  to  kill  the  affected  animal,  and  sell 
the  rest,  and  not  say  anything  about  it  at  all 
rather  than  have  his  cattle  isolated  for  three 
months  ? — In  that  case  it  certainly  would. 

11893.  Is  not  that  done  now  frequently  ? 

But  in  the  other  case  I look  upon  it,  that  if  they 
get  full  compensation,  it  will  make  them  more 
reckless  in  trading ; they  would  not  be  so  par- 
ticular in  tke  cattle  they  would  buy,  and  if  they 
were  buying  cattle  where  disease  existed,  it 
might  be  an  inducement  to  them  to  take  them  at 
a low  rate,  and  get  a higher  rate  for  them  sub- 
sequently, if  they  were  attacked  with  the 
disease. 

11894.  With  the  certainty  of  having  them  iso- 
lated for  three  months  ? — But  the  farmer  does 
not  lose  anything  by  that.  He  buys  the  cattle 
in  this  case,  which  I am  supposing  at  a good  deal 
under  their  value,  and  he  gets  them  valued  by 
the  local  authority,  they  not  knowing  that  the 
cattle  were  bought  out  of  a diseased  stock.  Per- 
haps the  man  buys  them  at  about  11  and  gets 
them  valued  at  about  16  l. 

11895.  But  if  we  are  to  get  rid  of  this  disease, 
it  is  most  essential  to  get  rid  of  the  outbreaks  in 
all  cases,  is  it  not  ? — Y es,  it  is,  no  doubt. 

11896.  Would  not  your  plan  be  an  inducement 
for  a man  to  conceal  the  disease  rather  than  to 
lose  half  the  value  of  his  animals  which  were 
killed,  and  get  three  months’  isolation  of  the 
rest? — Yes, it  might  be  so  in  some  cases,  but  the 
fear  of  detection,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  would 
prevent  that. 


Mr. 

G.  Stewart. 

30  June 
>873. 
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Thursday , 3rd  July  1873. 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dodson. 


Mr.  Mon  sell. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Bead. 


The  Bight  Honourable  WILLIAM  MONSELL,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  James  Thomson,  recalled;  and  further  Examined. 


Mr.  11897.  Mr.  ' Barclay .]  When  previously  ex- 

,7.  Thomson,  amined  you  made  a statement  with  reference  to 

the  cost  of  sending  live  cattle  and  dead  meat  up 

3 July  1873.  to  London? — I did. 

11898.  Have  you  made  further  inquiry  since 
then  as  regards  the  cost  ? — I have. 

11899.  What  do  you  find  as  the  total  cost 
upon  a ton  of  meat  consigned  to  London  for  sale, 
including  all  charges,  railway  carriage,  selling, 
and  commission  ? — £4.15. 

11900.  Then  what  do  you  make  the  expense 

upon  a live  animal  consigned  to  London v 

£ 1.  15. 

11901.  Will  you  tell  the  Committee,  as 
regards  the  former  case,  what  the  items  were 
made  up  of? — In  the  case  of  dead  meat,  railway 
charges  per  ton,  3 l.  5 s.;  commission,  1/.  3 s.  4 d. ; 
stamps  returns,  4 s.  ; toll,  2 6 d. : total 

4 l.  14  s.  10  d 

11902.  Now  will  you  give  the  Committee  the 
particulars  of  the  charges  on  a Jive  animal 
coming  up  to  London  ? — Railway  charge,  17.  5 s. ; 
commission,  5 s. ; lairagc,  keep,  and  droving,  5 s.  • 
making  a total  of  17.  15  s. 

11903.  What  is  the  average  weight  of  those 
animals  which  come  up  alive  from  Aberdeen  to 
London?— -From  7 to  7J  cwt.  dead  weight. 

11904.  The  average  weight  of  all  the  animals 
slaughtered  in  Aberdeenshire,  the  meat  of  which 
is  consigned  dead  to  London,  would  be  less  than 
"h  cwt.,  would  it  not?— Yes,  it  would. 

11905.  Do  you  know  the  distance  from  Aher- 

deniLi°n ?— Eive hundred  and  sixty  miles. 

nyub.  Three  animals  averaging  7 h cwt 
would  moke  how  much?— Tlii-ee  animals  would 
make  about  22*  cwts. 

JS'4”1  tie  cost  °f  the  three  animals 
would  be  5 guineas  ? — Yes. 

11908.  So  that  that  brings  the  expenses  of  the 
live  and  dead  meat,  taking  everyth™  into 
.—  almost  exactly  the  same?— Almost  the 

11909.  Twenty-tiro  hundred  weight  of  live 
meat  4°St15  7?  * iT  e“miiss>  and  a toa  °f  dead 

11910.  In  your  evidence  on  the  laBt  dav,  did 
you  make  any  mistake  iu  stating  that  the  Dutch 

IsumThuU  “ raP°01  ^ <M  ; 

Li^i^iir^ to  say  Hni1 


11912.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Have  you  heard 
many  complaints  from  butchers  who 'have  con- 
signed this  meat  to  London  of  having  lost  any 
from  bad  weather  ?— No  ; occasionally  there  have 
been  complaints,  when  the  weather  is  very  ho‘ 

11913.  Is  it  the  fact,  that  the  butchers  send 
any  meat  to  London  at  this  time  of  year  ?— Yes 
they  send  dead  meat  every  day.  ’ 

11914.  Of  course  in  your  country  cattle  are 
mostly  winter  fed,  and  therefore  the  chief  part  of 
the  meat  would  come  in  the  cooler  months,  would 
it  not? — Yes. 

11915.  Mr.  Barclay.']  But  at  the  same  time 
there  are  cattle  killed  iu  Aberdeenshire  in  the 
summer  months  which  come  560  miles  by  rail 
without  any  sensible  depreciation  of  the  value  of 
the  meat  ?— There  are. 

11916.  Chairman .]  I n really  hot  weather,  is  it 
not  your  opinion  that  there  would  be  very  great 
danger  that,  the  meat  would  suffer  ?— In  really 
hot  weather  it  would  a little. 

11917.  Mr.  Barclay.']  It  is  occasionally  the 
fact,  that  meat  coming  up  from  Aberdeen  is 
condemned  when  the  weather  gets  very  sultry? 

It  is  the  fact  that  it  is  occasionally  condemned. 

11918.  Chairman.]  Therefore  it  would  be  im- 
possible, would  it  not,  all  through  the  year  to 
carry  on  a system  of  sending  dead  meat  up  from 
Aberdeen ; you  never  could  be  quite  certain  of 
being  able  to  send  it  up  safely  in  the  months  of 
July  and  August,  could  you  ? — It  is  uncertain  in 
those  months  ; they  do  not  go  in  so  heavily  for  it 
in  those  months. 

11919.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Is  not  there  a cer- 
tain amount  of  loss  of  meat  in  every  Jive  animal 
which  comes  up  from  Aberdeen  ? — I have  no 
doubt  of  it. 

11920.  So  that  it  is  quite  possible  that  the 
losses  from  the  transit  of  dead  meat  are,  upon  the 
whole,  no  greater  than  the  actual  loss  of  meat 
sustained  by  the  carriage  of  the  live  aniipal  ?— 
They  may  not  be. 

11921.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Are  the  butchers  de- 
terred by  the  risk  of  the  meat  spoiling  from  send- 
ing dead  meat  to  London? — No. 

11922.  They  send  all  the  dead  meat  to  London 
during,  the  summer  months  which  they  can  pur- 
chase in  the  district,  do  they  not? — Yes,  they 
do. 

11923.  Do  any  live  animals  come  up  in  the 
summer  months  to  London  ? — Very  few. 

11924.  Are 
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11924.  Are  not  tlie  live  animals  consigned  to 
London  during  the  summer  months  a minimum 

flltlf 925^0  that,  in  point  of  fact,  notwithstand- 
inff  any  small  risk  which  there  may  be  of  meat 
Jttino-  unseasonable  during  the  summer  months, 
the°meat  which  comes  from  Aberdeen  to  Lon- 
don may  be  said  to  come  dead  even  during  the 
summer'' — Yes,  that  is  so.  . 

11926.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  Can  you  give  the 
Committee  the  cost  of  a live  bullock  by  sea  ? — 
Yes,  ihe  whole  cost  is  1/.  11  s-,  made  up  of  the 
following  items : steamer  charge,  1 1.  Is.;  com- 
mission, 5 s. ; lairage,  keep,  and  droving,  5 s.; 
making  a total  of  1Z.  11s. 

11927.  So  that  that  is  rather  less  than  the  car- 


riage by  rail  ? — Yes. 

11928.  Do  you  suppose  that  there  is  any  com- 
petition at  all  betAveen  the  railways  and  the 
steamers? — Yes.  , , , 

] 1929.  Is  not  that  one  reason  Avhy  both  charges 
are  so  reasonable  for  a live  animal  ? — I am  not 
av'are ; it  is  natural  to  conclude  that  that  keeps 
the  rates  lower. 

11930.  Is  not  25  s.  a very  low  charge  for  a 
journey  of  560  miles  ? — Yes. 

11931.  Mr.  Barclay Is  there  any  dead  meat 
coming  from  Aberdeen  just  now  by  the  steamers  ? 
—I  do  not  think  so  ; it  is  so  very  uncertain  that 
they  would  not  send  it  by  the  steamers  at  this 


season. 

11932.  Could  you  tell  the  Committee  the 
charges  by  steamer  ? — It  costs  by  steamer  21.  5 s. 
per  ton  freight,  and  the  same  commission 
1 1 3 s.  4 d.,  stamps  and  returns,  4 s.,  tolls,  2 s.  6d., 
making  a total  of  3 1.  14  s.  10  d. 

11933.  What  was  the  charge  by  rail?— 
£.4.  14.  10. 

11934.  There  is  1Z.  per  ton  of  difference?— 
Yes. 

U935.  Chairman.']  I find  in  a report  from  the 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  in  1870,  this  passage:  “The  officers 
of  every  railway  company  who  gave  evidence 
before  us  agree  in  saying  that  the  trade  ” that  is 
the  trade  in  dead  meat,  “ is  increasing,  but  at  the 
same  time  they  absolutely  repudiate  the  idea  that 
it  could  ever  be  made  to  supersede  the  trade  in  live 
animals  ; indeed  several  of  the  witnesses  declared 
that  it  had  extended  itself  almost  as  far  as  could 
safely  be  done  without  certainty  of  loss,  and  they 
instanced  the  great  losses  incurred  by  traders  in 
meat  at  the  time  when,  during  the  cattle  plague, 
the  carriage  of  live  animals  by  railway  was  pro- 
hibited ; ” does  your  opinion  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  the  dead  meat  traffic  should  supersede  the 
traffic  in  live  animals  ? — Yes. 

11936.  You  would  wish  to  stop  the  traffic  in 
live  animals  altogether  ? — I have  no  wish  in  the 
matter. 

11937.  Do  you  desire,  for  the  sake  of  prevent- 
ing the  spreading  of  disease  in  cattle,  that  the 
carriage  of  live  animalR  should  be  altogether 
stopped,  and  that  the  railway  company  should 
only  be  allowed  to  carry  dead  .meat  ? — So  far  as 
the  suppression  of  disease  is  concerned,  it  would 
be  desirable. 


11938.  Do  you  not  agree  with  the  officers  of  Mr. 
the  railway  companies  in  the  opinion  which  they  Thomson, 
have  here  expressed  that  there  would  be  very  _ j 
considerable  danger  of  the  loss  of  meat  by  carry-  3 Ju*y  a.873. 
ing  on  that  process,  particularly  in  the  summer 
months? — I do  not. 

11939.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Are  you  not  aware 
that  during  the  cattle  plague  a vast  number  of 
animals  had  to  be  slaughtered  in  the  fields  and 
in  the  farmsteads,  where  no  proper  appliances 
for  slaughtering  could  be  had? — The  conve- 
niences Avere  not  so  difficult  to  obtain  in  our 
county. 

11940.  But  a comparison  of  the  time  of  the 
cattle  plague  with  the  regular  trade  in  dead  meat 
would  not  be  a fair  one,  would  it  ? — I do  not 
think  it  would. 

11941.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Do  you  recollect  whether 
it  Avas  in  the  winter  months  that  the  cattle  plague 
prevailed  ? — It  was  in  the  Avinter  months  that  the 
cattle  prevailed. 

1 1942.  And  the  losses  to  the  butchers,  if  losses 
did  arise  at  that  time  by  consigning  dead  meat  to 
London,  could  not  have  arisen  on  account  of  the 
meat  becoming  unseasonable  by  reason  of  the 
heat  of  the  weather  ? — No. 

11943.  You  know  at  that  time  very  large 
quantities  of  dead  meat  were  consigned  from 
Aberdeen  to  London  ? — Yes. 

11944.  Being  the  meat  of  animals  which  were 
slaughtered  to  prevent  the  spread  of  cattle 
plague  ? — That  is  so. 

11945.  Was  any  of  that  meat  condemned  for 
being  unseasonable  ? — None. 

11946.  You  would  have  known  if  there  had 
been  any  ? — I should. 

11947.  So  if  there  were  losses  on  account  of 
consigning  dead  meat  to  London  at  that  time, 
that  could  not  have  been  on  account  of  the  un- 
seasonable weather  ? — It  could  not  have  been. 

11948.  Mr.  Callan.]  Have  you  any  practical 
knowledge  of  the  transit  of  live  cattle  by _ rail- 
way ? — we  have  the  local  traffic,  with  Avhich  I 
am  pretty  well  acquainted. 

11949.  Have  you  any  practical  kno\v  ledge 
with  reference  to  the  conveyance  of  cattle  in  the 
trucks,  and  the  system  of  through-booking,  and 
the  watering  and  feeding  of  cattle,  and  of  the 
care  of  them  upon  the  journey  ? — No. 

11950.  Therefore,  you  speak  Avithout  any 
practical  knowledge  upon  the  subject  ? — Yes,  so 
far  as  the  carriage  goes. 

11951.  Have  you  any  practical  knowledge  of 
the  transit  of  dead  meat  upon  railways  ? — I have 
just  given  a statement  about  it. 

11952.  Have  you  any  practical  knowledge, 
yourself  of  the  carriage  of  dead  meat  by  rail- 
way, as  to  the  state  in  which  it  is  received  by 
railway  companies,  the  time  it  occupies  during 
its  transit  to  London,  and  the  state  in  which  it 
is  received  in  London?-— I have  had  evidence 
from  those  rvho  have  received  the  meat  in  Lon- 
don ; from  those  who  have  been  engaged  in  the 
cattle  trade.  . v 

11953.  Your  evidence,  then,  is  hearsay  ? — x es, 
but  from  reliable  sources. 


Mr.  George  Stewart,  recalled ; and  further  Examined. 


11954.  Mr.  Barclay .]  You  wish,  I believe,  to 
supplement  your  evidence  of  the  last  day  by  re- 
ferring to  a case  or  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
0.58. 


cattle,  Avhich  you  have  no  doubt  was  imported  from  Mr.  Sleicort. 

Ireland,  the  cattle  having  the  disease  before  they  

left  Ireland  ? — I do. 


11955.  Will 
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Mr.  Stewart.  11955.  Will  you  state  the  particulars  ?— In  the  disease  with  considerable  effect  i P 

“ — month  of  November  1872  there  were  9 or  10  under  that  system  ? — Yes,  we  arp  ° Perthshire 

3 July  1873.  cattle  bought  in  the  Perth  market  by  Mr.  Drys-  11966.  Mr.  Callan.']  When  did  th  1 

dale,  a farmer  of  Grange,  of  Elcho,  about  four  occur ; the  case  of  the'  cattle  bought  V T?  ^ 
miles  from  Perth,  and  an  animal  died  a few  days  Tryst  ? — That  was  in  the  month  M A’l  1°* 
^ 11967.  Had  you  any  proof  that  thefiret  CL 

no  proof. ar°Se  fr°m  pleUro'Pneumonia?--Wehad 

25if  wa'r  meMl7  • 

11969.  The  cattle  having  been  in  Srotl.„a  . 
five  weeks  before  tlie  first  clear  case  of  K S' 


afterwards  : he  was  buried.  Another  animal  was 
taken  bad  a short  time  afterwards ; he  died  and 
was  buried.  A third  one  was  taken  bad,  and  then 
the  farmer  reported  the  case  for  the  first  time  to 
the  local  authority.  We  went  to  his  place  and 
had  the  first  animal  exhumed,  and  we  found  that 
it  had  died  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  that  the 


The  parties  that  he  had  bought  the  cattle  from  more  likely  that  the  disease  would  T * 
were  Messrs.  Robinson  & Young,  cattle  dealers  caught  at  Falkirk  Tryst,  than  brought  HI®  * 
of  Glasgow;  and  they  referred  him  to  a party  Ireland  ?— We  had  a great  number  of 
in  Ireland  from  whom  they  had  got  the  cattle,  come  into  Pei-t.hsW»tftv™v.  +n„  -ci.it  • ■,  ^ei  Catt'e 
and  they  were  going  to  raise  an  action  f 


in  Ireland  from  whom  they  had  got  the  cattle,  come  into  Perthshire  from  the  Falkirk^ T? ?tUS 
and  they  were  going  to  raise  an  action  for  da-  they  did  not  show  pleuro-pneumonia  2a 
mages.  I do  not  know  the  name  of  the  party  in  cattle  being  divided  into  four  lots  and  „„  • 

Ireland,  but  I could  have  it.  I asked  them,  but  pleuro-pneumonia  with  them  slm’wS+il rrying 


Ireland,  but  I could  have  it.  I asked  them,  but  pleuro-pneumonia  with  them,  showed 
I have  got  no  answer.  I can  send  the  name  of  have  had  the  disease  amongst  them.  7 mU8t 


the  county  in  Ireland,  and  Mr.  Robinson  said  he 
had  only  received  the  cattle  from  Ireland  that 
week. 

11956.  This  animal  died  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
within  how  many  days  of  leaving  Ireland  ? — It 
came  from  Glasgow  direct  to  the  Perth  market ; 
it  would  only  have  been  out  of  Ireland  about 
four  or  five  days  at  the  very  most. 

11957.  You  would  say  within  a week,  at  the 
very  most,  of  leaving  Ireland  ? — Yes. 

1 1958.  That  was  one  case  ; what  was  another? 
—There  was  another  case  in  the  month  of  April 


H970.  What  precautions  would  you  suvvest 
should  betaken  to  prevent  sneh  an  event  hatST 
mg  r I would  have  an  inspection  in  Ireland  the 
same  as  we  have  in  Scotland.  5 

11971.  What  is  that  inspection  ?— That  where 
there  is  an  animal  that  has  any  disease,  or  where 
there  is  any  disease  supposed  to  exist  about  the 
farm,  the  authorities  immediately  make  inquirv 
into  it,  and  if  it  is  found  to  be  a contagions 
disease,  the  whole  of  the  stock  are  kept  at  the 
place.  r 


11972.  Suppose  those  cattle  left  a farm  in 
~rs  1, i m , ~xxr  i j . 7^  u-ieland  where  disease  did  not  exist,  what  erpriui- 

Falkirk  Tryst.  W c had  not  such  strong  evi-  tion  would  you  recommend  to  prevent  thenunort- 
dence  m regard  to  this  case,  because  the  first  alien  of  those  cattle  into  Scotland-  wonS  vou 
ammalthat  died  was  not  exhumed  and  examined  prohibit  altogether  the  importation  of  iS 
forplenro-pnemnoma . But  the  lot  of  40  was  di-  cattle  ?— Most  decidedly  not. 
vided  into  four  lots.  Two  of  diem  went  to  Perth-  11973.  What  precaution  would  you  take?-I 

shire,  one  to  Clackmannanshire  and  one  to  Kin-  would  have  them  inspected  at  the  port  of  embark 
ross-shire,  and  m each  of  the  places  where  they  ation  1 too  port  ot  emoerlt- 

W7l%«"wlpIfmVulrO°ia-bl'0h0j;^  , 11974-  How  inspection  at  the  nort 

Wnr^+i.  ^rW  °nS  iad  ti1°Sie  an™al3rIeft  Ii’eland  of  embarkation  detect  disease  which  did^not 

sumed  that  theTrstlSe  w^pL^pneumolk;  Ld ’-Buf  we  are° iTresumif^X/'the  S&£ 

ea^wi  rfter  the  Sf ‘n”  wo  °lS T"  t w"Ht  is  Tuite  l,0s8ible  ^ “ that™ 
rinT^he  tot  ^e  1,6  °b°Ut  Slf'T6  "^'“7  ^e„  caught  in  Scotland 


11961  Did  flip  flvat  animal  A'  i ,,  ^ y°u  not  take  into  account  the  first  animal 

nyoi.  urn  the  lust  animal  die  very  shortly  that  died, 
alter  the  cattle  were  taken  to  the  place  ? — Very 
shortly  after  the  cattle  were  taken  to  the  place 
nemo  Tv,  .i 


11976.  But  suppose  that  the  disease  had  been 
caught  in  Ireland,  what  precaution  could  you 


11969  In  Perth shi vp  iron  main  ’-i  ii  ta  »UT'  111  -iicianu,  wnat  precaution  could  you 
use  of  the  nolieeln  dSccv.?  f^erable  recommend  which  would  p-event  the  introduo 

1196S  Whpn  a nolian  5 . „ prohibition  of  the  importation  of  cattle  from 

mation  of  disease  wfat  doeX  EF?  any  i«for-  ireIand  ?-The  only  preventative  measure  which 

he  hSnnvSlli™  of S could  be  taken,  wiuld  bo  to  have  an  inspection 
reported  to  him  bv  the  •nartv7  se”®e»  it  is  not  of  all  cattle  upon  the  farms  in  Ireland,  and  have 

S2H£  th,e  party  .who  has  the  ^sease  all  the  diseased  animals  removed  from  a public 

- , . immediately  make  in- 

quu-y  In  the  other  case,  where  the  disease  is 
reported  by  the  farmer  to  the  constable,  he  <mes 
to  the  farm  and  takes  the  number  of  cattle,  both 
.„leille_.a“d.,healthy3  and  he  then  sends  on  the 


the  chief  ctm  Stable th and  s??^a  *°  road,  or  other  places  where  cattle  would  be 

th? rt 1 ”Tkl  w1 


upon  embarkation,  and  inspected  again  when  they 
were  landed. 

11977.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  you 
would  suggest  the  same  stringency  being 
observed  as  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 


report  with  the  mme  of  +v,a  p ,1  ^ ooservea  as  with  regard  to  too 

railway  station,  and  the  number  of  wtlmTud 


the  cattle  are  hold  unde'r  cheek  by  fkTX’em™  -t.UW®’  1TIB* **  T*  ^ y° r 

till  I have  made  my  examination  of  them*  ^ mentioned  the^  only  cases  of  outbreaks  of 

11964.  Have  von  found  that  system,  to  work 
satisfactorily? — Yes. 


11965.  And  you  are  enabled  to  deal- with  the 


pleuro-pneumonia  which  occurred  in  Perthshire 
about  that  time? — I do  not  recollect  just  now 
whether  there  were  any  others. 

11979.  But  take,  say  the  last  six  months  of 
last 
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last  year,  what  number  of  outbreaks  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia were  there  in  Perthshire  ?— At  the 
present  time  I could  not  exactly  say. 

^ 11980.  At  all  events,  I suppose  there  were 
several  ?— Several ; there  would  be  eight  or  nine, 

^11 981.  One  case  you  traced  clearly  to  Irish 
cattle,  and  no  other  ; will  you  mention  your  rea- 
sons for  supposing  that  that  was  a case  which 
was  derived  from  Ireland ; were  not  there  many 
cases  of  outbreaks  which  came  from  other  places, 
from  cattle  which  were  brought  not  from  Ireland 


but  from  other  counties  in  Scotland,  or  from 
England?— No  doubt  there  were,  but  pleuro- 
pneumonia does  not  develop  itself  in  so  short  a 
time  as  five  days. 

11982.  Therefore  what  your  evidence  really 
comes  to  is  this,  that  it  is  desirable  that  the  regu- 
lations which  exist  in  Ireland,  just  as  much  as  in 
England  and  Scotland,  should  be  properly  car- 
ried out? — That  is  so  ; that  they  should  be  pro- 
perly carried  out,  as  in  England  and  Scotland, 
and  same  regulations. 


Mr.  Adnkew  Milne,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


11983.  Mr.  Bar  clay.  ] You  are  a Farmer  near 
Craio-o,  in  Forfarshire  ? — Yes,  I rent  two  small 
farms  on  the  estate  of  Craigo,  near  Montrose. 

11984.  You  have  paid  very  considerable  atten- 
tion tj>  the  manner  ot  dealing  with  cattle  disease, 
and  also  to  the  conveyance  of  cattle  by  rail,  have 
you  not  ? — I have  paid  a good  deal  of  attention 
to  the  transit  question  especially,  and  I have 
paid  a little  attention  also  to  the  operation  of  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Act  since  it  has  been  in 
force. 

11985.  You  have,  I believe,  paid  considerable 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which  the  present 
Act  works  in  Forfarshire  ? — Y es ; but  more  par- 
ticularly to  the  transit  question. 

11986.  As  regards  dealing  with  cattle  diseases, 
do  you  think  it  is  of  importance,  or  of  absolute 
necessity,  to  have  unifonnity  of  action  through- 
out the  whole  country  ?— I think  so  ; I think  it 
is  next  to  impossible  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  without  unanimity  and  uniformity  of 
action. 

11987.  You  would  make  the  power  of  the  Act 
imperative  and  not  optional  on  the  local  authori- 
ties?— I would. 

11988.  Are  you  in  favour  of  having  one  local 
authority  for  each  county  ? — Yes,  I would  be  in 
favour  of  having  one  local  authority  for  each 
county,  except  in  perhaps  exceptional  cases 
where  two  small  counties  might  combine,  or  a 
large  county  might  perhaps  be  divided. 

11989.  Having  die  various  interests  repre- 
sented in  each  locality  ?— Yes,  the  various  interests 
as  fairly  represented  as  possible. 

11990.  Are  you  satisfied  with  the  efficiency 
with  which  the  present  Act  is  carried  out  in 
Scotland  generally  ? — 1 think  that  there  is  too 
much  hesitancy  and  delay ; one  local  authority  may 
adopt  one  system  and  another  adopt  a different, 
and  consequently  the  action  taken  by  the  one 
is  frustrated  by  the  non-action  or  delay  of  the 
other. 

11991.  Would  you  be  in  favour  of  having  a 
chief  officer  or  inspector  general  appointed  for 
each  county,  to  devote  his  time  exclusively  to 
looking  after  disease,  and  to  take  charge  of  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Act  within  his  district? — I 
would. 

11992.  Assuming  that  any  local  authority  in 
any  county  did  not  carry  out  the  Act,  or  put  the 
Act  in  force,  what  would  you  do  ?— I would  most 
distinctly  give  the  Privy  Council  power  to  enforce 
the  carrying  out  of  the  orders. 

11993.  Are  you  in  favour  of  slaughtering  out 
animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — All 
animals  showing  any  symptom  of  the  disease, 
I would  order  to  be  slaughtered;  and,  although 
I fear  such  an  opinion  would  not  be  generally 

0.58. 


endorsed,  yet  I think  the  cheapest  and  most,  effi- 
cient system  of  getting  rid  of  the  disease  would 
be  by  slaughtering,  not  only  animals  showing 
symptons  of  the  disease,  but  also  those  that  had 
been  in  contact  with  them. 

11994.  Do  you  think  there  would  be  much 
use  in  slaughtering  out  animals  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  in  certain  counties,  if  that 
policy  were  not  adopted  generally  over  the  whole 
country  ? — It  is  of  no  use  whatever ; it  is  so  much 
money  thrown  away  for  one  county  to  slaugh- 
ter out  if  the  system  is  not  generally  adopted ; 
for  no  sooner  is  the  county  which  has  adopted 
those  measures  thrown  open,  than  it  is  inundated 
with  fresh  importations  of  disease  from  other 
counties. 

11995.  The  fresh  importations  of  disease  are 
discouraging  to  the  local  authorities  who  are 
themselves  carrying  out  the  orders  of  the  Privy 
Council  or  the  Act  with  efficiency  ? — I have  no 
doubt  that  that  is  so. 

11996.  Then  with  regard  to  the  isolation  of 
herds  where  pleuro-pneumonia  has  existed,  how 
long  do  you  think  the  animals  should  be  isolated 
upon  a farm  where  pleuro-pneumonia  has  ex- 
isted ? — That  is  rather  a question  for  a profes- 
sional man  to  answer  than  for  me,  but  from  con- 
versations with  veterinary  surgeons  and  others, 
and  from  my  observations  of  the  disease,  I should 
think  that  three  months  would  be  requisite. 

11997.  Would  you  allow  fat  animals  from  a 
herd  where  pleuro-pneumonia  had  existed,  to  be 
taken  to  the  nearest  slaughterhouse  for  immediate 
slaughter  ?— I think  there  would  he  considerable 
risk  in  so  doing;  it  is  quite  possible  that  those 
animals  might  be  affected,  although  there  was 
no  appearance  of  the  disease  about  them. 

11998.  Are  the  fanners  endeavouring  to  carry 
out  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  with  regard 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  in  Forfai’sbire,  with 
reasonable  efficiency  ? — I am  not  sure  that  they 
are ; I should  not  like  to  say  that  they  are  not 
endeavouring  to  do  their  best  to  carry  out  the 
provisious  of  the  Act,  but  I am  afraid  the  pre- 
cautions which  have  been  taken  are  not  answer- 
ing the  purpose,  and  are  not  efficient  for  the  pur- 
pose of  stopping  the  disease. 

11999.  Is  that  on  account  of  the  orders  them- 
selves, or  for  want  of  their  being  carried  out .with 
sufficient  firmness  and  energy  ? — I think  it  is  for 
want  of  their  being  carried  out  with  sufficient 
stringency.  _ , 

12000.  Do  you  approve  of  those  Orders  ot  the 
Privy  Council  with  regard  to  foot-and-mouth 
disease  ?— I do.  „ , . 

12001.  Would  you  be  in  favour  of  relaxing 
them  ?— Not  at  all ; I would  have  them  ngour- 
ously  enforced.  _ 

3 p 3 12002.  Have 


Mr.  Stewart. 
3 July  1873. 


Mr.  Milne. 
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Mr.  Milne.  12002.  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  make  to 

the  Committee  as  regards  dealing  with  the  foot- 

3 July  1873.  and-mouth  disease? — Unless  there  were  more 
strict  supervision,  it  is  a very  difficult  matter  to 
deal  with.  There  should  be  more  strict  super- 
vision, and  perhaps  also  more  severe  penalties 
in  case  of  intraction  of  the  Act. 

12003.  When  a conviction  has  been  obtained 
against  a transgressor  against  the  law,  have  large 
penalties  been  inflicted,  or  have  any  penalties 
been  inflicted  ? — I cannot  speak  positively  with 
reference  to  this  question.  I know  that  penal- 
ties have  been  inflicted,  but  in  my  opinion  they 
are  not  stringent  enough. 

12004.  Chairman.']  What  is  the  tribunal  in 
Scotland  before  which  these  cases  are  brought  ? 
— I understand  that  they  are  generally  brought 
before  the  justices  of  the  peace. 

12005.  Mr.  Barclay.  1 Are  they  also  brought 
before  the  sheriff? — They  may  be.  I am  not 
aware  of  any  having  been  brought  before  the 
sheriff. 

12006.  You  have  stated  that  you  have  devoted 
considerable  attention  to  the  transit  of  animals 
by  rail  ? — I have  of  late  especially. 

1200  / . You  have  had  some  experience  relating 
to  the  transit  of  animals  between  England  and 
Scotland,  on  account  of  coming  up  to  England 
to  buy  cattle  occasionally  ?— -I  have  had  a limited 
experience.  I have  not  been  engaged  in  the 
cattle  trade  as  a profession.  I have  chiefly  pur- 
chased animals  for  my  own  feeding,  and  I have 
gone  with  them  myself  to  save  them  in  the  transit, 
if  I could.  I have  had  a good  deal  of  traffic  in 
milch  cows,  having  been  engaged  in  the  dairy 
trade. 

12008.  Where  do  you  buy  the  milch  cowef 
—In  Ayrshire,  and  I convey  them  to  Forfar- 
shire. 

12009.  And  where  do  you  buy  store  animals  ? 
— In  Cheshire. 

t r201?'  When  were  y°u  buyi“g  there  last  ?— 

I bought  two  lots  last  year;  one  in  August  and 
the  other  in  .November. 

12011.  Wbat  sort  of  cattle  were  they  ?— The 
first  lot  were  two-year-old  heifers  in  calf  to  calve 
in  the  spring ; in  fact,  both  lots  were  in  calf. 

12012.  Those  were  rather  breeding  animals 
than  store  animals,  apparently  ?— The  first  lot 
were  bought  sis  store  animals,  only  they  turned 
put  to  be  in  calf;  tbe  last  lot  were  known  to  be 
m call,  and  were  bought  for  that  purpose.  They 
were  well-bred  animals.  y 

12013.  You  have  in  certain  cases  accompanied 
those  animals  upon  their  way  between  England 
and  Ayrshire,  and  Forfarshire  ?-More  especi- 
ally between  Ayrshire  and  Forfarshire;  but  I 
Scotland00™58^6*1  them  between  England  and 

and2FnrV, WB-at  ? thf  cli.stance  between  Ayrshire 
and  Forfarshire ? It  is  a roundabout  route; 
sometimes  we  take  them  from  Kilmarnock  to 
Glasgow,  and  then  unload  them,  and  drive  them 
thiongh  the  city  to  tbe  Sight-hill  station,  on  the 
north  side  of  the 1 city ; and  in  the  other  case  they 
geneiaUy  go  off  by  Paisley  and  round  by  Mother- 
well  on  the  Caledonian  line,  which  is  a very 
roundabout  route;  but  going  by  Kilmarnock  to 
Crlasgow,  the  distance  is  about  140  miles 
12015.  What  length  of  time  have  they  been 
5®  J0Umey  ?vheon  you  have  accompanied 
the  cattle  yourself?— Seldom  less  than  24  hours 
sometimes  more.  * 


12016.  Are  they  longer  on  the  journevwl, 
you  do  not  go  along  with  them  Generally  they 


12017.  Wlint  i»  your  last  experience  in  that 
way  from  Ayrshire  ? I hare  not  had  a lot  2 
year  from  Ayrshire.  “ 

12018.  When  did  you  have  them  from  Arr 
shire?— It  was  in  1871  that  I brought 
lot  from  Ayrshire  to  Forfarshire ; but  in  AueS 
last  year  I sent  a lot  of  heifers  at  calving?™! 
Kilmarnock  to  Cheshire.  The  journey  oreuiiied 
aoout  30  hours.  ^ 

12019.  Where  did  you  got  your  last  lot  from? 
—If  ram  Cheshire  : that  was  in  November  last  ’ 
12020.  Did  you  accompany  those  animals  ?_ 
No. 

12021.  What  was  the  length  of  time  they  were 
upon  the  Journey  ?—  Forty-six  hours. 

12022.  Those  were  two-year-old  heifers  ia 
can  ? — Yes,  they  were. 

12023.  Did  they  suffer  much  upon  the  journey? 
— I consider  that  they  suffered  a great  deal.  J 
12024.  Did  they  allow  the  effects  of  the  suffer- 
ing for  some  time  after  you  had  them?— They  did 
very  little  good  through  the  winter.  3 

12025.  Was  that  due  to  the  journey  ?— I attri- 
buted it  to  that;  they  were  put  into  a truck 
quite  open,  and  as  it  was  very  coarse  weather 
I attribute  the  very  little  progress  they  made 
during  the  winter  to  that  exposure. 

12026.  You  think  that  having  suffered  such 
great  hardship  between  Cheshire  and  Forfarshire, 
it  was  attributable  to  that  that  they  improved 
very  little  during  the  winter  ? — Yes,  that  was  so. 
They  were  very  good  conditioned  animals  when 
I bought  them. 

12027.  Did  they  get  any  special  disease  ?— No- 
special  disease ; but  the  first  lot  I bought  took 
foot-and-mouth  disease. 

12028.  Did  they  get  that  in  the  trucks  or  be- 
fore they  left  Cheshire  ? — I cannot  say.  It  was 
some  weeks  after  I had  thorn  before  it  broke 
out. 

12029.  You  have  devoted  considerable  atten- 
tion to  improving  the  present  trucks  for  the  tran- 
sit of  cattle,  have  you  not? — Yes;  in  travelling 
along  with  my  own  cattle  1 have  seen  the  evils 
of  the  present  trucks,  and  I have  thought  of  a 
remedy,  and  endeavoured  to  provide  one. 

12030.  You  do  not  think  the  present  trucks  at 
all  suitable  for  the  conveyance  of  cattle? — I 
think  they  are  quite  unsuitable,  especially  in  the 
case  of  large  cattle  going  a long  distance,  say  a 
journey  of  over  100  miles. 

12031.  You  think  that  an  improvement  in  the 
mode  of  transit  would,  by  economising  the  con- 
dition of  the  cattle,  amply  recompense  any  ex- 
penditure which  would  be  necessary  for  the  extra 
cost  of  conveyance  under  an  improved  system?— 
It  is  my  decided  opinion  that  it  would. 

12032.  And  that  looking  at  the  matter  in  a 
national  point  of  view,  as  well  as  regards  indi- 
viduals, it  would  be  an  economy  to  improve  the 
transit  of  animals  by  rail? — I have  not  the  least 
doubt  of  it. 

12033.  Chairman .]  What  you  mean  is,  to  have 
a better  sort  of  cattle  truck? — Yea,  a more  com- 
fortable and  safe  conveyance  for  them. 

12034.  Mr.  Barclay .]  You  have,  I believe, 
caused  to  be  prepared  two  models  of  improved 
trucks  which  you  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Highland  Society  in  Edinburgh  1— Yes,  I 
have. 

12035.  One 
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12035.  One  of  those  trucks  is  an  adaptation 
of  the  existing  trucks,  is  it  not  ?— - Yes. 

12036  And  the  other  is  a truck  of  a new  con- 
struction ?— Yes,  there  is  not  much  difference  m 
the  construction  of  the  trucks. 

12037.  You  have  models  of  those  two  trucks 
here  have  you  not  ? — I have. 

12038.  Willyou  explain  to  the  Committee  the  re- 
arrangement of  the  present  adapted  trucks  ? — '1  his  is 
thepresenttruck  reconstructed  (producing  a model). 
On  account  of  the  trucks  being  too  narrow  to 
accommodate  the  cattle  properly  standing  across 
the  wago-on,  I have  rearranged  them  to  stand  with 
their  heads  towards  the  ends  of  the  waggon,  and 
their  tails  turned  to  each  other,  aud  as  the  pre- 
sent trucks  are  only  15  feet  in  length,  in  order 
to  o-ive  sufficient  accommodation  for  large  cattle, 

I have  adopted  a simple,  as  well  as  strong  and 
economical  plan  of  lengthening  the  truck ; I have 
also  raised  a portion  of  the  end  of  the  truck  for 
a hay-rack.  ...  . 

12039.  That  is  at  the  upper  part  of  the  end 
frame  of  the  waggon  ? — Yes. 

12040.  You  put  up  at  each  end  of  the  truck  a 
Tack  containing  hay,  and  a water-trough?— Yes, 
a water-trough  below ; and  on  account  of  the 
present  trucks  being  very  low,  6 ft.  3 in.  to  the 
top  of  the  waggon,  it  was  necessary  to  raise  the 
end  to  give  room  for  the  hay-rack. 

12041.  You  have  put  at  each  end  of  the  model 
a box?— I have  raised  that  sufficiently  to  give 
room  for  the  hay-rack. 

12042.  What  is  the  height  of  the  waggon  ?— 
The  height  of  the  waggon  is  6 ft..  3 in.  from  the 
floor  to  the  top  rail,  and  the  raised  portion  for 
the  hay-rack  is  about  two  feet  higher,  and  three 
feet  in  length. 

12043.  The  box  contains  the  rack  for  the  hay  ? 
—The  box  contains  a rack  for  the  hay,  with  a 
simple  provision  for  putting  it  in  on  each  side. 

12044.  Below  the  rack  is  the  water-trough  ?— 
Below  the  rack  is  the  water-trough. 

12045.  With  a hole  on  each  side  for  intro- 
ducing the  water? — Yes. 

12046.  Then  as  regards  the  inside  of  the  truck, 
it  is  divided  across  the  middle  by  a partition? — 
Yes,  by  a moveable  partition. 

12047.  That  partition  swings  upwards,  does  it 
not? — Yes,  the  divisions  in  one  end  of  the  wag- 
gon are  fixed ; the  hanging  partition  in  the  centre 
is  lifted  up  to  allow  the  fixed  end  of  the  waggon 
to  be  filled,  and  then  it  is  shut  down  and-  bolted, 
and  the  other  end  is  fitted  up  with  folding 
divisions. 

12048.  The  waggon  is  divided  into  six  divi- 
sions, three  in  each  end.  The  two  divisions  in 
one  of  the  ends  are  fixed,  while  the  two  divi- 
sions in  the  other  end  are  moveable.  When 
you  are  going  to  fill  the  waggon,  you  open  one 
of  the  side  doors,  lift  the  swinging  division,  and 
introduce  three  animals  into  the  end,  where  the 
fixed  divisions  are  ? — Yes,  precisely. 

12049.  The  hanging  division  is  then  lowered, 
and  the  cattle  are  introduced  one  after  another 
into  the  end  where  the  divisions  are  moveable,- 
the  divisions  being  fixed  behind  each  animal  after 
it  is  put  in,  and  the  latter  divisions  are  upon 
hinges  swinging  laterally  ?— That  is  so.  . - 

12050.  According  to  this  arrangement,  one  of 
the  existing  trucks  would  carry  six  animals  only 
instead  of  the  present  number  which  it.  may  con- 
tain?— Of  course  it  depends  upon  the  size  of  the 
animals;  in  the  case  of  full-grown  animals  from 
two  to  three  years  of  age,  fat  animals  especially, 
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three  in  each  end,  six  altogether,  I consider  Mr.  Milne. 
would  be  quite  sufficient  to  fill  the  waggon.  In 
the  case  of  store  cattle,  two  years  old  and  under,  y ' 
the  truck  might  be  divided  into  eight  compart- 
ments, and  still  give  them  sufficient  room. 

12051.  Some  of  the  trucks  you  would  convert 
into  six-stalled  trucks  for  large  fat  cattle,  and  the 
others  you  would  convert  into  eight-stalled  trucks 
for  small  cattle  ? — Quite  so. 

12052.  Chairman. ] What  do  the  trucks  carry 
now  ? — It  depends  upon  the  size  of  the  animals. 

] 2053.  Taking  fat  cattle,  what  would  be  the 
number  ?— Talcing  fat  animals,  from  two  to  three 
years  old,  in  tins,  which  is  the  medium  waggon, 
eight  cattle  are  put  in ; it  usually  depends  upon 
the  weight,  from  seven  to  eight  bullocks,  weigh- 
ing from  seven  to  eight  cwt.  each. 

12054.  This  truck  would  carry  six  instead  of 
eight  fat  animals  ? — -Yes;  but  I may  add  that  in 
the  case  of  fat  animals  going  from  Aberdeen  to 
London,  usually  six  animals  are  put  in,  it  being 
considered  unsafe  to  allow  the  animals  to  put 
their  heads  out  over  the  sides  of  the  truck,  as  is 
usual  on  most  of  the  Scotch  lines;  they  require 
more  room  on  that,  account,  as  they  cannot  stand 
fair  across  the  truck,  unless  in  a most  unnatural 
position. 

12055.  Mr.  Barclay.']  What  would  be  the 
cost  of  improving  the  trucks  according  to  your 
model  ? — From  25  /.  to  30  l.  each. 

12056.  That  is  fitting  the  waggon  up  complete 
as  shown  according  to  your  model? — Yes. 

12057.  You  propose  to  cover  up  the  truck  as 
well  as  to  make  the  other  alterations  ?— To  cover 
it  entirely. 

12058."  You  also  enclose  the  sides,  do  you  not  i 
—I  enclose  the  sides  with  the  exception  of  leav- 
ing sufficient  space  for  ventilation;  there  is  a 
provision  for  opening  all  the  space  above  the 
doors,  and  in  addition  to  that  there  are  two  venti- 
lators , . 

12059.  Will  you  explain  the  new  trucks  to 
the  Committee?— In  the  first  place,  I make  the 
truck  of  sufficient  length  to  allow  of  the  largest 
animals  standing  with  their  heads  to  each  other. 

12060.  What  is  the  length  of  the  new  truck  ? 

Seventeen  and  a half  feet  is  the  inside  measure- 
ment. . . 

12061.  It  is  framed  and  arranged  very  snm- 
larly  to  the  one  you  have  already  described,  with 
this  difference,  that  instead  of  there  being  boxes 
at  the  end,  the  whole  truck  is  of  the  height  or 
the  boxes  from  end  to  end  ’—The  truck  is  made 
a sufficient  height,  and  it  is  not  required  to  he 
raised  for  the  liay-racks.  . . 

12062.  That  is  to  sav,  you  make  the  truck 
from  IS  inches  to  2 feet  higher  than  the  present 
tracks? — Yes. 

12063.  In  this  new  truck,  the  water-trough  is 
placed  in  the  middle  of  the  truck,  is  it  not?— 

The  rack  and  water-trough  are  placed  m the 
middle  transversely  instead  of  at  the  end. 

12064.  One  water-trough  serves  for  both 
ends  of  the  truck  as  the  animals  stand  looking 
towards  each  other  ? — It  does. 

12065.  You  have  openings  on  the  side  ol  the 
wa°gon  for  the  purpose  of  introducing  hay,  and 
a hole  for  introducing  water  into  the  trough  on 
each  side?— Yes.  . . , . . „ 

12066.  This  truck  is  divided  into  six  stalls 
the  same  as  the  other,  is  it  not  ? The  stalls  are 
a matter  of  arrangement;  the  trucks  can  ho 
divided  into  four,  six,  or  eight  compartments^ 
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Mr.  Milne.  12067.  You  contemplate  that  that  truck  will 

be  large  enough  for  eight  store  animals  ? — It  will 

3 July  1873.  accommodate  comfortably  eight  average-sized 
store  cattle. 

12068.  You  would  propose,  I believe,  to  fit  up 
so  many  trucks  with  six  stalls,  and  so  many  with 
eight  stalls? — I would. 

12069,  Is  the  additional  cost  of  this  improved 
waggon  material  as  compared  with  the  price  of 
the  present  trucks? — It  would  be  about  a fifth 
more.  The  present  waggons,  I believe,  cost  from 
130  l.  to  150/.,  at  the  existing  rate  of  labour  and 
material. 

12070.  And  your  truck  proposed  would  cost 
bow  much? — The  difference  would  not  be  so 
much  in  constructing  a new  waggon  as  the  alter- 
ing would ; I should  suppose  25  l.  additional 
•would  cover  the  cost. 

12071.  A new  waggon,  you  think,  would  cost 
from _ 150  l.  to  170  1 1 — Yes,  in  proportion  to  the 
way  in  which  it  is  finished  and  fitted  up. 

12072.  The  railway  companies  would  have  to 
make  some  additional  charge  in  respect  of  this 
improved  waggon,  would  they  not? — Yes,  if  they 
would  reap  the  same  profit  as  they  do  now. 

12073.  What  additional  sum  do  you  think  you 
would  be  prepared  to  pay  for  your  animals 
which  you  take  from  Cheshire  to  Forfarshire,  or 
from  Ayrshire  to  Forfarshire,  if  you  had  them 
carried  in  this  improved  truck  which  you  sug- 
gest, _ as  compared  with  the  present  means  of 
transit  ?— I would  be  very  willing  to  pay  from 
a fifth  to  a fourth  more. 

12074.  What  do  you  pay  from  Cheshire  to 
Forfarshire? — It  depends  upon  the  number  of 
animals  you  put  into  a waggon;  from  12s.  to 
15s.  they  have  cost  me  hitherto  per  head. 

12075.  How  much  is  that  per  truck? — Of 
course  there  are  medium  and  large  waggons ; the 
charges  have  been  twice  raised  of  late. 

12076.  How  much  is  a medium  waggon  now  ? 
—Eight  pounds,  I think,  was  the  cost  from 
Frodsham  to  my  station,  Craigc. 

12077.  The  additional  cost  by  your  improved 
truck  would  be  from  2 s.  to  2 s.  6 d.  ?— From  sav 
3 s.  to  3 s.  6 d.  J 

12078.  You  would  have  to  pay,  in  ordei1  that 
the  railway  companies  should  have  as  much  profit 
from  this  improved  waggon  as  from  the  existing 
waggons,  3 s.  to  4 s.  extra  upon  your  animals 
between  Cheshire  and  Forfarshire  ?— That  is 


1-2079.  And  you  would  be  very  willing  to  pay 
that  ?— I would  be  very  willing  to  pay  that;  it 
would  have  been  much  to  my  profit  if  1 had  been 
able  to  do  so. 

12080.  What  are  the  objections  to  the  animals 
being  carried  along  in  the  trucks  loose  as  they 
are  at  present? — The  paramount  evil  is  that 
there  is  no  provision  for  feeding  and  watering 
upon  the  journey,  and  no  efficient  plan  of  feeding 
and  watering  in  the  truck  can  be  provided,  unless 
the  animals  are  separated. 

1208L  Ho^you  think  that  the  animals  suffer 
considerably  in  consequence  of  the  want  of  food 
and  water  ?— Especially  in  consequence  of  the 
want  of  water  in  long  journeys,  varying  from  30 
to  46  hours ; I have  no  doubt  they  also  suffer 
from  want  of  food. 

12082.  What  other  objection  is  there  to  the 
present  mode  of  transit  ?— There  is  the  danger  to 
the  animals  from  being  trampled  on  when  one  lies 
down  m the  waggon,  which  is  a very  serious  evil 
m my  estimation. 


12083.  In  the  case  of  cows  ?— ' In  the  ...  , 

cows  more  especially  so,  as  they  arc  L.  ,, 
at  or  near  ealying  when  conveyed7 in  trade?* ’r 
!2084.  Does  the  present  mode  of  trayellia'.  ft. 
quently  bring  on  premature  calving  5—1 1.” 
doubt  that  the  knocking  about  wh4  they  recei? 
in  shunting  and  otherwise,  has  a tendency  to  buhira 
premature  labour  The  state  of  fear  anderc£ 
ment  also  into  which  they  are  thrown  by 
o^t  other  I doubt  not  will  produce  ih^Ze 

12085.  But  you  have  not  had  cases  of  that 
have  you  ?-I  have  only  had  one  ease  of  oaE 
m a waggon;  but  many  cases  of  premahuf 
calving,  brought  on  as  I believed  by  the  treat- 
ment  received  m the  truck.  ^ 

12086.  Do  the  animals  sometimes  gore  each 

other  with  their  horns  ?-Very  much  V eSpt 

cially  in  the  case  of  Ayrshire  cows.  I have 
never  conveyed  a truck  of  Ayrshire  cows  with- 
out having  them  more  or  less  gored. 

12087.  All  those  objections  would  be  obviated 
with  this  improved  truck,  the  model  of  which 
you  have  now  submitted  ?— The  evils  I have  re- 
terred  to  would  certainly  be  obviated. 

12088.  You  would  have  food  and  water  for 
the  animals. — You  would  have  food  and  water 
for  them. 

12089.  And  you  would  not  have  them  crowded 
or  exposed  to  the  weather  ? — You  cannot  crowd 
them. 

12090.  They  cannot  gore  each  other  ?— They 
could  not  touch  each  other,  so  that  there  is  per- 
fect safety  provided.  1 

12091.  Have  you  any  other  suggestion  to  make 
with  regard  to  these  models  ?— There  is  another 
eYv  * would  refer  to,  namely,  that  of  cramping, 
which  is  a very  serious  evil ; it  is  perpetrated  in 
those  trucks  in  which  the  animals  are  prevented 
from  getting  out  their  heads  ; when  one  of  those 
trucks  is  filled,  and  the  animal  is  made  to  stand 
across  the  waggon  in  a space  of,  say,  one  foot  less 
than  the  length  of  it,  it  must  necessarily  get  into 
an  unnatural  position,  to  retain  it  in  which  for 
any  length  of  time  is  extreme  cruelty. 

12092.  Do  you  consider  that  the  trucks  are 
well  cleansed  ? — Very  far  from  it;  I have  never 
seen  a truck  that  I considered  properly  cleansed. 

12093.  Do  you  consider  it  practicable  to  cleanse 
the  trucks  properly  every  time  after  having  had 
cattle  in  them  ? — There  are  circumstances  under 
which  it  would  be  difficult  thoroughly  to  cleanse 
them,  such  as  large  marketB  where  cattle  are  con- 
veyed away  in  the  afternoon  in  the  same  trucks, 
m which  they  were  sent  in  the  morning ; it  might 
be  difficult  to  meet  such  a case  as  that,  but  it 
might  be  done  by_  providing  a special  staff  for 
those  special  occasions ; upon  ordinary  occasions 
I see  no  difficulty  in  properly  cleansing  the 
trucks;  it  should  be  done  when  the  cattle  are 
taken  out  of  the  waggon  and  not  when  they  are 
going  to  be  put  in. 

12094.  You  think  that  provision  should  be 
made  for  cleansing  the  trucks  immediately  after 
they  are  unloaded,  and  not  allow  them  to  lie  until 
they  are  wanted,  and  then  cleanse  them  imme- 
diately before  putting  cattle  into  them  ? — That  is 
my  opinion. 

12095.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  What  did  I under- 
stand your  profession  or  your  occupation  to  be  ? 

I occupy  or  rent  two  small  farms,  embracing 
about  150  acres. 

12096.  Then  you  are  a farmer  ? — I am. 

12097.  You  are  in  favour  of  slaughtering 
animals 
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animals  which  have  been  in  contact  with  diseased 
animals,  are  you  not?— Not  in  all  cases;  not  in 
the  case  of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  hut  certainly 
in  the  case  of  cattle  plague  and  pleuro-pneu- 

m°12098.  You  will  be  in  favour  of  slaughtering 
the  animals  only  in  the  case  of  those  two  dis- 
ease3  'i — That  is  so  ; those  are  the  only  two  dis- 
eases in  existence  at  present  in  which  I could 
recommend  animals  in  contact  with  diseased 

animals  to  be  slaughtered. 

12099.  Wheu  you  say  you  would  not  only  hill 
the  diseased  animal,  but  the  animals  in  contact 
with  the  diseased  animal,  what  do  you  mean  by 
the  word  contact  ? — Having  been  with  them  in 
the  same  byre  or  the  same  field  for  a certain 
period,  say  a day,  or  even  less.  _ 

12100.  Even  for  a very  short  time? — Not 
beinff  a veterinary  surgeon,  I could  not  attempt 
to  say  the  precise  time  which  it  would  require  to 
infect  them. 

12101.  However,  you  say  that  you  would  nave 
animals  which  had  been  in  contact  with,  a diseased 
animal,  slaughtered  if  they  had  been  in  contact 
for  less  than  a day  ? — It  is  my  own  opinion  that 
it  would  be  the  most  efficient  and  cheapest  way 
in  the  end  of  getting  rid  of  these  diseases. 

12101*.  Therefore,  in  case  there  had  been  a 
diseased  animal  in  the  market,  would  you  have 
all  the  animals  in  the  market  slaughtered? — 
That  certainly  would  not  be  necessary  in  carry- 
ing out  my  theory ; it  is  not  to  be  expected  that 
a'cliseased  animal  would  come  in  contact  with 
every  animal  in  the  market  and  infect  it. 

L2102.  Nor  in  a field? — No;  it  would  depend 
upon  the  length  of  time  the  animal  had  been  in 
the  field.  Cattle,  as  a rule,  do  not  stand  in  a 
market  more  than  six  or  eight  hours. 

12103.  Then  there  is  some  difficulty  in  explain- 
ing what  is  meant  by  the  word  “ contact,”  is  not 
that  so  ? — I have  no*  doubt  there  would  be  diffi- 
culties in  carrying  out  such  a scheme  as  I pro- 
pose ; but  we  need  expect  that  there  would  be 
difficulties  in  adopting  any  new  measure. 

14104.  But  you  yourself,  although  recommend- 
ing that  animals  should  be  slaughtered  which  had 
been  in  contact  with  other  animals,  do  not  seem 
to  understand  exactly  what  you  mean  by  that 
term  ? — I think  I do  understand  what  I mean. 

12105.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  would 
have  animals  slaughtered  which  had  been  in  the 
same  field  or  in  the  same  market  ? — I would  not 
have  them  slaughtered  if  they  had  been  in  the 
same  market.  I think  that  is  very  different  from 
being  in  the  same  field. 

12106.  In  what  way  is  it  different? — Because 
cattle  in  the  same  field  have  access,  the  one  to 
the  other;  you  do  not  make  any  attempt  to  keep 
them  separate,  but  in  market  each  lot  is  kept  by 
itself  as  much  as  possible. 

12107.  In  a market,  therefore,  you  might  have 
a certain  lot  slaughtered  without  interfering 
with  the  market  generally  ? — I admit  there  is 
some  difficulty  as  applied  to  markets ; but  I do 
not  think  it  is  impossible  to  carry  it  out. 

12108.  Do  you  think  it  would  not  be  difficult 
to  draw  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  meet  the  case  ? 
— I think  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  draw  up 
regulations  applicable  to  the  case. 

12109.  Are  you  sanguine  that  we  shall  ever 
get  rid  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia from  the  country  ? — Not  by  the  ma- 
chinery at  present  in  operation ; at  least,  not 

0.58. 


until  we  have,  as  I have  stated,  more  uniformity  Mr.  Milne. 

and  unanimity  of  action  on  the  part  of  the  local  

authorities.  3 J “ty  l5J73- 

12110.  Do  you  think  that  means  might  be 
taken  absolutely  to  get  rid  of  both  these  diseases, 
foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumouia  ? 

— Yes,  I do  think  so.  In  the  case  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  there  might  lie  more  difficulty, 
but  I am  not  without  hope  that  that  disease 
might  be  eradicated.  In  the  case  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia and  cattle  plague,  by  the  universal 
adoption  of  the  stamping-out  process,  I have  no 
doubt  in  my  own  mind  that  we  might  get  rid  of 
those  diseases  in  this  country. 

12111.  Are  you  one  of  those  who  believe  that 
it  would  be  important  to  stop  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  these  dis- 
eases?— I am  of  opinion  that,  considering  the 
very  small  per-centage  of  our  foreign  supply,  it 
would  not  be  a very  serious  matter  to  derange 
the  import  trade  for  a time,  if  such  an  object 
were  to  be  accomplished.  I apprehend  it  would 
only  be  necessary  for  a time. 

12112.  What  would  occur  when  you  admitted 
the  cattle  again  ? — Of  course  the  regulations 
would  still  be  in  force  in  regard  to  thorough 
supervision  and  inspection. 

12113.  But  you  think  that  to  exclude  foi'eign 
cattle  for  a time  might  be  of  service  in  getting 
rid  of  those  diseases  ?— If  an  attempt  were  made 
and  it  were  resolved  by  the  country  to  resort 
to  the  stamping-out  process,  it  might  be  neces- 
sary during  that  time  to  stop  foreign  importa- 
tions. 

12114-  What  would  happen  when  you  ad- 
mitted cattle  again  ? — It  is  supposed  that  those 
regulations  would  remain  in  force  upon  the  re- 
admission  of  foreign  cattle  into  the  country ; if 
the  stamping-out  regulations  were  adopted,  the 
disease  could  not  spread. 

12115.  If  it  is  of  advantage  to  assist  in  getting 
rid  of  those  diseases  to  suspend  the  importation 
of  foreign  cattle,  would  you  also  mean  that  the 
import  of  Irish  cattle  should  be  suspended  with 
the  same  object?  — I would  have  the  same 
regulations  enforced  in  Ireland  as  in  Great 
Britain. 

12116.  But  whilst  you  were  trying  to  get  rid 
of  the  disease  here,  would  you  not  interfere  with 
the  Irish  import  as  you  would  with  the  Rus- 
sian and  Dutch? — No,  not  if  the  same  regula- 
tions were  in  force  in  Ireland  as  are  in  Great 
Britain. 

12117.  Then  you  think  that  those  diseases 
might  be  really  stamped  out? — I think  they 
might. 

12118.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  would 
submit  to  such  regulations  as  would  be  required 
for  stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and 
mouth  disease  ? — I think  that  the  farmers  would 
be  willing  to  do  so,  at  least  so  far  as  I have  come 
in  contact  with  the  farmers  of  Scotland. 

12119.  With  regard  to  carrying  cattle  by  rail- 
way, is  there  no  railway  which  has  a satisfactory 
system  of  carrying  cattle  ? — I am  not  aware  that 
there  is  any  satisfactory  system  in  existence  in 
this  country  at  the  present  time. 

12120.  Is  that  owing  to  the  ignorance  or  the 
carelessness  of  the  railway  people,  or  the  far- 
mers ? — I am  not  aware  that  it  is  owing_  to  the 
ignorance  of  either  party ; it  is  the  object  of 
course  to  convey  cattle  as  cheaply  as  possible ; it 
may  be  that  a better  system  has  not  been 

3 Q thought 
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Mr.  Milne,  thought  of,  or  has  been  difficult  to  devise,  but  I 12132.  Upon  the  other  band  do 
T.T-V  cannot  speak  to  that.  _ find  that  cattle  trucks  carry  H 7°“  ”ot.  of,e« 

3«»  y 73-  12121.  Supposing  a leading  railway  company,  number  of  store  cattle?— A true!  ]•  1 ai6® 

for  example,  had  two  plans  of  carrying  cattle ; accommodate  eight  heavy  fat  cattle,  TLft 
one,  we  will  say,  the  present  imperfect  plan,  and  three-year-olds,  can  accommodate  L?} Slx 
another  what  you  consider  the  very  much  b 
plan  which  you  propose  as  exhibited  by 
model,  they  would  charge  somewhat  more  for  the 
better  plan  than  for  the  worse,  would  they  not  ? 

— Of  course  they  would. 

12122.  Do  you  suppose  that  the  majority  of 
the  farmers  would  adopt  the  better  plan  and  pay 
a somewhat  higher  price  ? — I have  not  the  least 
doubt  the  farmers  would  adopt  it  after  a little 
experience  of  the  benefit  they  would  derive  from 
it ; that  is  my  own  conviction. 

12123.  Do  not  you  think  that  at  agricultural  50  miles  anti  npwardsi  tliat  an  imnmwrl 
shows  and  at  Agricultural  Chambers,  and  so  on,  waggon  would  be  required  1 UIVKIe() 
tf  those  questions  were  tliscusseMhey  might  be  ' 12134.  You  would  like  to  see  a first 


an,  anti  tnrco-year-oMs,  can  accommodate,  say  1,  J ■* 
h better  year-old  ordinary  sized  store  cattle  r 1 }wo- 
l>y  that  there  are  cases  in  which  14  may  be  nut  IntoT* 
space,  but  that  would  he  too  mL“  P ”l° 

12133.  I have  got  the  numbers  of  trucks  nli.t 
there  are  upon  seven  of  the  principal  raii™ 
and  they  amount  to  6,537,  so  tlmt  y„,„.  £ 
would  mvolve  a very  large  expenditure  kC 
upon  the  railway  trucks?— I do  not  a 

alter  all  the  trucks  to  this  plan;  only  aLtah 
mrotoirouM  lie  reared;  it  is  only 


' not  propose  to 
ly  a certa 


and 


mons  upon  the  subject  ? — I think  that  if  any  of  cloSS  ean-iao-p  fm-  a m-st  and  second 

the  railway  companies  could  be  induced  to  build  tances  the*  nresent  1S'  1 s^ort  ^s* 

a few  of  these  trucks,  so  that  the  public  could  cattTe ™ „ t the 
have  a trial  of  them,  and  real  I v ,l0t  ^qi.liedto  be  provided  with  food 


have  a trial  of  them,  and  really  know  from  prac-  m.,]  water  nml  nU-r,  mta 

tical  experience  their  benefit,  they  might  come  under  r ->n 1.1 . -•*  — 1 18?1!  to  y°u,,g  cattle 

provide  _ o 

n«t  hurt  each  other  so  much  as  older  cattle. 


Mug  Sned  Wi“'0Ut  COmP”f“17  "m"m  stolT fetch? r„dXytouH 

. 12124,  It  seems  to  you  reasonable  that  these  "tl,er  80  ”moh  !ls  olto  “>«*• 

improvements  should  be  voluntarily  undertaken,  J-sioo.  lliese  matters  have  been  considered 
seeing  how  the  landowners  and  the  farmers  are  veJ7  much  by  the  railway  companies;  there  was 
interested  in  the  matter,  and  the  great  stake  Committee  suggested  by  the  Lord  President  of 
which  they  have  in  the  matter,  and  what  a power-  t K!  Council  some  years  ago  to  inquire  into  these 

*•'  A 5 T ^ -----  • matters ; how  do  you  account  for  it  that,  none  of 

these  improvements  have  been  tried?— I know  it 
is  difficult  to  account  for  it;  a new  truck  was 
patented  by  Mr.  Keid,  of  Granton,  near  Edin- 
burgh, but  it  was  considered  by  the  railway  com- 
panies too  expensive  in  its  construction,  and  it 
was  discarded  upon  that  account,  although  I am 
informed  it  lias  been  adopted  on  the  Conti- 


ful  class  they  are  ? — I think  it  veiy  probable  that 
self-interest  would  induce  the  adoption  of  the  im- 
proved truck  after  a trial  of  it. 

12125.  Chairman.']  I think  you  stated, in  answer 
to  the  honourable  Member  for  Manchester,  that 
the  farmers  of  Scotland  are  in  favour  of  this  sys- 
tem of  stamping  out  ? — I may  say  the  majority 
of  them  are  with  whom  I have  come  in  contact, 
and  spoken  to  upon  the  subject. 

12126.  I suppose  stamping  out  involves  com- 
pensation ? — I should  say  it  would.  I m — '-1 


12136.  Do  you  not  think  it  seems  clear  that 
wmTl  ™1C  Iailw!iy  companies  think  that  these  improved 

hot  be  in  favour  of  the  "system  of  stamping  out  iTwmVl  md  ?»‘vPt“7  'C*  TP"*  **  *"•“* 
without  compensation.  1 S “ wm"a. l'V  to  ol™-ge  the  same  rate  as  at 

12127.  IVhat  amount  of  compensation  would  sup- 

you  think  it  necessary  should  be  given  ?_1  think  K*  ’ * ""  ”’S  t0  P“r 

it  would  be  necessary  to  give  tnree-fourths  of  ‘ ’ „ , , 

tiie  value  of  the  animal.  i-sio7.  Mr.  Barclay. J VVitli  regard  to  “ con- 

12128.  Chit  of  what  funds  should  the  amount  *act'’”  I suppose  y°u  would  leave  it  to  the  local 

of  compensation  come  which  should  bo  paid  ? I authority  Jn  each  particular  case  to  define  what 

believe  it  must  he  out  of  the  county  rates.  ‘'contact  ” was? — There  must  be  a certain  amount 

12129.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  in  Scot-  ^ t0  loCal  authorityj  >'ou  can‘ 

land,  generally,  would  be  in  favour  of  stamping  12ns 1 T°7h  03Iacay-  .,  . 

out  and  introducing,  of  course  as  a necessar?  the  wl  f f h im7  opportunity  given  now,  m 
consequence,  this  system  of  compensation  anS  “ 7 “f  fiU'“lers  communicating  with  railway 

paying  the  c'ompensiion  out  of  tKo^ntyilS?  StlT  ? ^y.^ootorsf-Tam  not. wars 

-I  think  so,  so  far  as  I have  considered  the  Sfnewsn™  “ rOTgi  medmm°f 
question.  lue  “ewspapeis. 

12130.  You  suggested  some  very  ingenious  an  ' S*®1 3 «F  the  stahms 

alterations  m the  cattle  trucks;  l thiSk  you  K ” ■ “P’  “twoen  Ayrshire land  Boiftr- 
stated  that  the  cost  of  the  alteration  you  su«  ■ < for  .g1Tmg  water  to  cattle?— At  Sight-lull, 

gested  would  be  about  30 1 for  each  truck  ?—  -n  conv.eymg  tlie  cattle  through  Glasgow,  there 
Not  more  that  307.  for  each;  that  is  to  soy  at  “ ??,To10 a T?e  fm'  f?etli ¥ Y wafl!rinS'  . 
the  present  rate  of  wages  and  material  * 12140.  And  m coming  by  the  other  rout,  is 


12131  TIip  . there  any  provision  made  ? — At  Motherwell,  also, 

cattle ' only  ' ^heTthe^  A ^ t™cY°  d ft  1 aiiuk  t,lere  is 
-Net  i7;IrT~  e.ght?  12141.  What  is  the  objection  to  taking  tie 

cases  at  present  imlv  a,  that  in  cattle  out  ol  the  waggon? — Because  there  is  such 

, YZS1?  ftft  “o.oo-tteyed  a loss  of  time,  and  W you  are  taking  them  by. 


cattle  out  of  the  waggon  ? — Because  there  is  sucli 
in  the  samp  snn pp  Vn  w^ir*T  ‘5, 'JUU v eu  a loss  of  time,  and  if  you  are  taking  them  by  a 

six  • that  is  to'sav  in  thp  nnsF  T conTey  trough  goods  train,  you  must  necessarily  lose  it. 

from  ^ S01ng  -So  M 4 ***£  t 

road  are  impracticable  for  the  use  of  animals 
passing 
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nassin"  along?— I do  not  say  that  they  are  1m- 
nracticable ; if  you  make  up  your  mind  to 
have  your  cattle  detained,  you  can  allow  your 
feeding  and  watering  to  be  done  at  the  stations  ; 
but  it 'is  a serious  matter  to  have  the  stock  t alien 
out  and  delayed ; for  instance,  if  you  are  having 
your  cattle  conveyed  from  Cheshire  to  Scotland 
W the  through  goods  train,  if  they  are  untruclced 
at  Carlisle  they  must  lose  the  train  and  go  on 
by  an  ordinary  stopping  train,  or  wait  until  the 
next  day,  there  being  only  one  through  goods  a 

%i43.  Therefore,  as  regards  cattle  upon  the 
road,  the  watering  places  are  practically  of  no 


value?— Almost  of  no  value,  inasmuch  as  I be-  Mr.  Milne. 
lieve  they  are  seldom  taken  advantage  of.  — 

12144.  Those  watering  places  are  only  of  value  3 July  1873. 
and  advantage  to  the  animals  while  being  loaded 
at  the  particular  station  at  which  there  may  be  a 
watering  place  ? — I do  not  say  but  what  some 
people  would  take  advantage  of  them ; rather 
than  not  feed  their  animals  they  would  detain 
them  for  a day  perhaps. 

12145.  Do  you  know  of  any  case  in  which 
they  have  been  taken  advantage  of  for  the  use  of 
cattle  upon  the  journey  ?— No  case  has  come  to 
my  own  knowledge  of  any  one  using  those 
watering  places. 


Mr.  William  Stuart  Walker,  called  in;  and  Examined. 


12146.  Mr.  Barclay.']  You  are  a Landed 
Proprietor  in  the  County  of  Mid-Lothian? — 
Yes. 

12147.  And  Chairman  of  the  Local  Authority 
for  that  county  ?- — Yes,  I have  been  so  since  the 
first  Act  was  passed  in  1866. 

12148.  You  have  taken  great  interest  in  the 
subject,  of  dealing  with  cattle  diseases,  have  you 
not? — Yes,  I have. 

12149.  You  published  an  explanatory  manual 
of  the  Act  of  1866  ?— Yes,  I did. 

12150.  You  are  not  yourself  farming  any  land 
in  your  own  county  ? — No ; I am  not  a practical 
farmer. 

12151.  You  are  also,  I believe,  a director,  and 
have  been  for  some  time,  of  the  Highland  Society  ? 
—I  have  been ; I am  not  at  the  present  moment ; 

I have  twice  served  as  a director ; now  I am  the 
chairman  of  one  of  their  standing  committees. 

12152.  Had  you  a meeting  of  the  local 
authorities  of  the  county  of  Mid-Lothian,  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  the  present  opera- 
tion of  the  acts  and  orders  in  council,  with  a 
view  to  your  giving  evidence  before  this  Com- 
mittee?— Yes  ; when  I was  aware  that  I was  to 
be  examined  before  this  Committee,  although 
I believed  that  my  views  were  fully  in  accord- 
ance with  those  of  the  other  members  of  the  local 
authority,  I was  desirous  of  coming  here  to 
state,  not  my  own  individual  views,  but  those  of 
the  local  authority  of  the  county;  therefore  I 
summoned  them,  and  intimated  to  them  the  sug- 
gestions which  my  experience  upon  the  subject 
prepared  me  to  make,  and  I found  that,  speaking 
generally,  they  entirely  acquiesced  in  the  views 
which  I was  prepared  to  state,  as  I expected 
they  would  do,  as  we  have  acted  in  accord  since 
the  beginning. 

12153.  Now  with  regard  to  the  future  mode 
of  procedure,  and  dealing  with  cattle  diseases, 
do  you  approve  of  having  only  one  local  authority 
in  each  county,  that  local  authority  to  represent 
also  the  boroughs  as  well  as  the  rural  parts  of  the 
county? — Yes, I think  that  would  be  better  than 
the  present  system ; in  the  county  of  Mid- 
Lothian  there  is  one  county  local  authority,  and 
four  borough  local  authorities ; one  for  the  City  of 
Edinburgh,  one  for  the  borough  of  Leith,  one  for 
the  borough  of  Portobello,  and  one  for  the 
borough  of  Musselburgh,  making  five  in  all; 
I think  a single  local  authority  for  the  whole 
county  embracing  the  boroughs  would  be  much 
more  likely  to  produce  uniform  and  satisfactory 
action. 

0.58. 


12154.  Do  you  think  that  there  is  any  conflict  Mr.  Walker. 

of  interest  between  the  boroughs  and  the  coun-  

try?. — No,  there  is  really  none.  I think  at  one 
time  there  was  an  impression  upon  the  part  of 
tire  residents  in  the  towns  that  there  was  a 
conflict  of  interest,  but  I do  not  think  that  im- 
pression now  exists. 

12155.  You  find  that  although  there  might  be 
some  slight  feeling  of  jealousy  between  the  city 
of  Edinburgh  and  the  county  upon  this  subject 
of  cattle  diseases,  the  city  of  Edinburgh  local 
authority  is  now  coming  more  to  adopt  your 
views  upon  the  subject  of  cattle  diseases,  and 
that  you  are  acting  now  more  in  unison  than  you 
were  at  first  ? — I think  so  ; they  have  now  come 
to  be  of  opinion  that  efforts  made  to  eradicate 
disease  are  really  beneficial  to  the  inhabitants  of 
the  towns.  The  large  towns,  Edinburgh  for 
instance,  have  a considerable  interest  in  the 
weekly  market,  both  for  flit  cattle  and  lean, 
and  their  experience  has  taught  them  that  when 
their  market  became  a suspected  place,  it  was 
not  so  much  frequented  as  it  had  been. 

12156.  Have  you  one  market  for  fat  and  one 
for  store  cattle  ? — The  markets  are  held  upon  the 
same  day,  but  at  separate  hours. 

12157.  The  Edinburgh  local  authority  found 
that  when  it  was  suspected  that,  this  market  was 
an  unsafe  place  to  send  cattle  to,  or  to  buy  cattle 
from,  the  attendance  at  the  market  fell  off? — 

Many  of  the  farmers  became  averse  either  to 
buying  stock  there  or  to  sending  stock  there 
on  sale,  because  they  would  not  like  to  bring 
them  back  if  unsold. 

12158.  In  case  they  did  not  happen  to  sell  the 
stock  in  the  market,  they  were  afraid  to  bring 
them  back  ?— They  were  afraid  to  bring  them 
back,  and  they  sold  them  for  what  they  could 
get.  With  regard  to  there  being  only  one  loc'al 
authority  for  a county  in  which  there  are  large 
towns,  such  as  Leith  and  Edinburgh,  it  would  be 
necessary,  I think,  that  the  borough  proportion 
in  the  constitution  of  the  local  authority  should 
not  be  preponderating.  In  many  other  matters, 
the  population  and  valuation  might  entitle  them 
to  a preponderance,  but  in  this  matter,  which 
refers  to  farm  stock,  the  proportion  should  rather 
be  determined  with  regard  to  the  amount  of 
stock  in  the  two  portions  of.  the  county,  than 
regard  either  to  the  population  or  the  valua- 
tion. 

12159.  Would  you  approve  of  some  general 
provision  such  as  this  ; that  one-third  of  the  local 
authority  should  be  elected  by  proprietors,  one- 

3 Q 2 "third 
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Mr.  Walker,  third  by  the  farmers,  and  one-third  by  the 
“ — “ boroughs? — Yes,  that  I think  would  be  quite 

3 July  1873.  i would  not  wish  to  commit  myself  with- 
out further  consideration  to  a precise  scheme,  but 
something  of  that  kind  I think  would  do. 

12160.  You  think  that  some  general  regula- 
tion or  provision,  such  as  I have  indicated,  and 
being  made  applicable,  generally,  throughout  all 
Scotland,  would  represent  all  the  interests  in- 
volved in  this  local  authority  question? — I think 


12161.  Are  you  in  favour  of  leaving  much 
discretionary  power  with  the  local  authority 
with  reference  to  issuing  regulations  ? — No,  I 
am  not. 

12162.  Are  you  in  favour  of  simply  making 
the  rales  and  regulations  imperative  throughout, 
under  Act  of  Parliament  ? — Y es,  and  I think  that 
all  the  regulations  framed  by  a local  authority 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Privy  Council  for 
approval  before  they  came  into  force,  and  that 
the  Privy  Council' should  have  power  to  alter 
them  if  they  thought  fit. 

12163.  You  would  be  in  favour  of  restricting 
the  power  of  the  local  authority  as  regards 
making  regulations,  as  much  as  possible,  and  to 
make  it  imperative  that  such  regulations  as  they 
did  issue,  should  be  approved  of  by  the  Privy 
Council? — Yes;  I made  that  suggestion  for  the 
purpose  of  having  a central  authority,  which  should 
take  care  that  the  regulations  made  by  the  local 
authorities  of  different  places,  should' not  be  so 
different  as  to  defeat  the  object  which  they  had 
in  view. 

12164.  You  are  strongly  of  opinion  that  uni- 
formity of  action  in  the  different  places,  is  the 
best  means  of  dealing  with  the  disease? — I 
am. 


12165.  And  that  as  far  as  possible,  the  regula- 
tions ought  to  be  uniform,  and  made  imperative 
by  the  Privy  Council  ? — I think  so. 

12166.  Then  in  case  it  was  found  that  any  of 
the  local  authorities  were  not  discharging  their 
duty,  and  carrying  out  the  Act  efficiently,  what 
check  would  you  propose  that  there  should  be 
upon  such  local  authority? — I would  suggest 
that  the  Privy  Council  should  appoint  Govern- 
ment inspectors,  who  should  move  about  the 
country,  I do  not  mean  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
very  frequent  visits,  hut  occasional  visits,  to  make 
inquiry,  and  to  report  to  the  Privy  Council  in 
any  cases  where  they  find  either  that  the  local 
authority  or  the  local  inspectors  are  not  enforcin'? 
the  law.  0 


12167.  In  order  to  see  that  the  Act  was 
carried  out  throughout  the  whole  country  with 
uniformity  and  efficiency,  you  would  propose 
that  Government  should  appoint  certain  inspec- 
tors to  visit  counties  to  see  that  such  was  the 
case,  and  in  the  event  of  any  county  neglectin'? 
to  do  its  duty  in  respect  of  carrying  out  the  pro° 
visions  of  the  Act,  you  would  give  power  to  the 
Government  inspector  to  put  the  Act  in  force  at 
ins  own  instance  ? — I would. 

12168.  Chairman. ~\  Should  that  be  at  the  cost 
of  the  county  ?— Yes,  at  the  cost  of  the  county, 
but  I do  not  think  that  such  a step  would  often 
be  necessary ; I think  that  a communication  from 
the  I nvy  Council  to  the  local  authority  upon 
the  inspector’s  report  would  in  most  cases  pro- 
duce the  desired  result. 

12169.  Do  you  think  that  in  Scotland  a com- 
munication from  the  Privy  Council  to  the  local 


authority  upon  a report  from  the  inspectors  „ 

deer It,vo"M  in  most 


' ■ ' -V-J  you  think  tint  ft. 

penalties  under  the  existing  Act  are  vcre,f 
enforced  f-So  far  as  X hare  lieen  able 
tain,  the  penalties  in  some  cases  are  nearly  iPt 
and  I think  tin,,  indicates  „ defecTi?,W 

mnni.Xlmll„,  1”!"  but 

12171.  Yon  would  have  a minimum  penalty 
stated  against,  the  infraction  of  any  of  the 
.1  the  Act?  Yes;  I would,  JslfeS* 
limit  the  discretion  of  the  justices.  ’ 

12172  Chairman.]  What  is  tlie  tribunal  before 

winch  these  cases  are  brought  P-QenetaUy  be 
fore  the  magistrates  ill  the  towns,  and  the  ii ft,!, 
of  the  peace  m the  country.  J 

12173.  Mr.  Barclay.-]  Does  the  sheriff  hear 
those  cases?—!  thmk  the  sheriff  generally  hears 
them  as  justice  of  the  peace,  but  he  may  also  dr, 
so  as  theriff.  J 


12174.  Is  not  the  prosecutor  which  the  local 
authority  employ,  the  procurator-fiscal  for  the 
justices  of  the  peace,  and  he  brings  the  case  be- 
fore  the  justices  ? — Yes. 

12 175.  The  procurator-fiscal  for  the  borourii 
of  Edinburgh,  or  the  county  of  Mid-Lothm, 
does  not  prosecute  these  contraventions  of  the 
Cattle  Disease  Act,  does  he  ? — As  regards  the 
City  of  Edinburgh,  I do  not  know,  but  in  the 
county  the  justice  of  the  peace  fiscal  prosecutes. 

12176.  As  regards  the  importation  of  cattle 
from  abroad,  do  you  think  that  any  store  cattle 
ought  to  he  imported  from  abroad? — I think  that 
store  cattle  ought  not  to  he  allowed  to  leave  the 
port  where  they  are  disembarked  until  they  have 
undergone  quarantine. 

12177.  Then  you  would  be  in  favour  of  quaran- 
tine for  store  animals  ? — I would. 

12178.  For  how  long  ? — For  7 or  10  days. 

12179.  You  do  not  consider  Ireland  a foreign 
country,  I apprehend  ?— Certainly  not. 

12180.  Then  as  regards  fat  animals,  what 
would  you  say? — With  regard  to  fat  animals, 
they  should  all  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
debarkation,  or  taken  by  railway  or  covered  car- 
riage to  a slaughterhouse. 

12181.  Would  you  allow  fat  animals  to  be 
taken  from  Leith  to  Glasgow? — Yes,  by  rail  to 
the  slaughterhouse.  A fat  animal  is  at  present 
landed  at  Leith,  and  he  is  sometimes  walked  along 
the  line  of  streets  the  whole  way  from  Leith  to 
the  market-place  of  Edinburgh,  about  2$  or  3 
miles ; it  is  a market-place  for  fat  cattle,  and  at 
a different  period  of  the  day  for  store  cattle,  but 
the  animal  is  not  slaughtered  there.  I think  they 
should  all  he  taken  to  the  slaughtering  place  by 
rail,  or  in  a covered  conveyance. 

12182.  You  object  to  foreign  fat  cattle  being 
exposed  in  a market  along  with  home  cattle,  fat 
and  store  ? — I do. 

12183.  You  would  not  obj ect  to  fat  cattle  being 
taken  by  rail  from  Leith  to  Glasgow,  provided 
they  went  direct  into  the  truck  from  the  side  of 
the  vessel,  and  were  taken  into  the  Glasgow 
slaughterhouse  and  slaughtered  there? — Provided 
the  railway  had  a line  of  rails  into  the  slaughter- 
ing place,  or  had  a slaughtering  place  upon  their 
own  premises,  so  that  they  should  not  be  con- 
veyed on  foot  through  the  streets. 

12184.  Chairman.]  The  Order  in  Council  with 
regard 
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regard  to  Edinburgh  is,  that “ foreign  cattle  may 
be° removed  out  of  the  said  landing-place  to  the 
public  slaughterhouse  at  Edinburgh  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  there  slaughtered,  and  for  no  other 
purpose,  by  the  following  route,  namely,  along 
the  Caledonian  Railway,  by  the  shortest,  route  ot 
that  railway,  from  Granton  to  the  Lothian-road 
Station  of  the  Caledonian  Railway  in  Edinburgh ; 
thence,  by  the  shortest  way,  from  the  southern 
end  of  the  buildings  of  the  said  station,  through 
property  of  the  Caledonian  Railway  Company, 
across  Castle  Barns,  and  along  Semple-street., 
part  of  Fountain-bridge,  and  part  of  Ponton- 
street,  to  the  Edinburgh  public  slaughterhouse ; 
and  they  shall  be  brought  along  the  said  railway, 
without  stopping,  in  trucks  appropriated  for 
foreign  cattle,  and  having  a red  stripe  two  feet 
wide°all  round  to  distinguish  them  as  so  appro- 
priated, which  trucks  shall  after  each  occasion  of 
use,  be  cleansed  and  disinfected  in  manner  pro- 
vided by  Article  21  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Order  of  August  1869.”  This  is  the 
regulation  you  advocate,  is  it  not : ‘‘  Cattle  being 
atany  time  within  that  part  of  the  City  of  Edin- 
burgh which  forms  the  route  between  the  Lothian- 
road  station  of  the  Caledonian  Railway  and  the 
Edinburgh  public  slaughterhouse,  as  before  de- 
scribed in  this  order,  shall  not  be  removed  there- 
from alive,  except  into  the  Edinburgh  public 
slaughterhouse,  and  cattle  being  at  any  time 
within  that  slaughtei'house  shall  not  be  removed 
therefrom  alive”? — But  there  is  an  interval  be- 
tween the  Caledonian  Railway  station  and  the 
slaughterhouse  during  which  they  are  passing  on 
foot  through  the  streets. 

12185.  Mr.  Barclay .']  But  they  do  not  walk 
from  Leith  up  to  the  market,  as  I understand 
you  to  say? — There  was,  and  there  is  still,  I 
think,  a line  defined  by  the  Privy  Council,  by 
which  they  can  pass  on  foot  up  Leith- walk ; the 
whole  way  from  Leith  to  Edinburgh. 

12 186.  Do  you  wish  to  have  inspection  of 
market  places,  fairs,  and  stall  yards  ?— Yes ; l 
think  that  all  market  places,  and  stock  lairs,  and 
public  sale  yards,  should  be  under  Government 
inspection,  and  that  the  Government  inspectors 
should  have  power  to  regulate  the  arrangements 
with  regard  to  the  proper  washing  and  disinfec- 
tion of  a market  or  sale  place  after  each  market 
or  sale.  One  arrangement  which  I should  very 
much  desire  to  see  made  is,  that  a proper  flooring 
should  be  put  down  in  all  those  places ; the  floor- 
ing is  generally  very  rough,  being  composed  of 
stones  placed  together  with  intervals  between 
them,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  disinfect 
or  thoroughly  cleanse  those  places;  an  asphalte 
floor,  which  could  be  washed  and  thoroughly  dis- 
infected, would  be  an  immense  advantage  in  pre- 
venting healthy  animals  coining  into  one  of  those 
places  from  contracting  disease,  in  consequence  of 
diseased  animals  having  been  there  upon  a pre- 
vious occasion. 

12187.  What  would  you  say  with  reference 
to  large  market  places,  such  as  Hallow  Fair  V — 
Those  are  quite  different,  but  with  regard  to  the 
country  fairs,  such  as  Hallow  Fair  and  Falkirk 
Tryst,  I think  the  Government  inspector  should 
see  that  the  arrangements  were  properly  made ; 
for  instance,  he  should  see  that  the  fat  stock  and 
the  lean  stock  should  be  put  into  separate  fields. 

12188.  Chairman.']  You  mean  by  the  Govern- 
ment inspector,  an  inspector  appointed  by  the 
Privy  Council?— Yes. 

0.58. 


12189.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Would  you  have  the  in-  Mr.  Walker. 
spector  appointed  specially  for  the  purpose  ? — “ — ■ 

Yes  ; but  I mean  that  the  Government  inspector  3 Ju‘l’  l873' 
should  act  over  the  local  inspector,  not  in  lieu  of 
him. 

12190.  Why  should  not  the  local  inspector  see 
to  the  cleansing  of  the  fairs  and  markets  within 
his  district  ? — He  has  not  got  sufficient  authority, 
and  looking  at  the  condition  in  which  the  mar- 
kets are,  I do  not  think  he  lias  got  sufficient 
power  to  regulate  them. 

12191.  Assuming  that  he  had  sufficient  powers 
under  the  Act,  could  he  see  to  the  regulation  of 
the  markets  ? — Yes,  if  he  had  sufficient  power 
under  the  Act ; but  I think  the  authority  of  a 
Government  inspector  would  be  yielded  to  more 
readily. 

12192.  Would  you  have  a Government  in- 
spector visit  all  these  .fairs  and  markets  ? — No, 
he  would  visit  the  market  places  from  time  to 
time  in  order  to  check  abuse  and  laxity. 

12193.  Chairman.']  And  that  the  Government 
inspector  should  see  that  the  local  inspector  dis- 
charged his  duty  in  this  particular  ? — Yes. 

12194.  Mr.  Barclay.]  Then  the  duty  would 
lie,  in  the  first  place,  upon  the  local  inspector  ? 

— Yes,  clearly. 

12195.  Do  you  propose  to  have  separate  mar- 
kets for  fat  stock,  and  store  stock,  and  milch 
cows  ? — It  might  very  probably  be  difficult  to 
have  separate  markets,  but  I think  there  should 
be  a separation  in  the  market  places ; that  the 
stock  should  not  be  mixed  ; that  there  should  be 
separate  portions  of  the  market  place  set  apart 
for  each  class  of'  stock. 

12196.  How  do  you  propose  to  distinguish  fat 
stock  from  store  cattle  ? — I suppose  it  is  very 
easily  seen  whether  an  animal  is  at  all  fit  for 
food  or  not ; there  may  be  a difficulty,  which  I do 
not  apprehend,  in  some  cases. 

12197.  I suppose  you  have  seen  animals  which 
were  to  he  killed  in  different  degrees  of  fatness  ? 

— Yes. 

12198.  And  possibly  one  man  may  buy  an 
animal  to  fatten  it  up  to  prime  condition,  and 
another  man  might  buy  to  kill  immediately  ? — 

Yes,  but  those  would  be  exceptional  cases ; the 
great  bulk  of  the  stock  would  be  divided  into 
two  distinct  classes. 

12199.  What  provision  would  you  make  to  see 
that  the  animals  exposed  in  the  tat  cattle  market 
were  slaughtered  ?— I do  not  think  I propose 
that. 

12200.  What  would  you  propose  should  be 
the  regulation  as  regards  fat  cattle  markets  ? 

Merely  that  they  should  be  kept  properly 
cleansed  and  disinfected  after  each  market  day ; 
of  course  any  person  bringing  diseased  cattle 
into  the  market  should  be  prosecuted. 

12201.  What  is  your  object  in  discriminating 
between  fat  cattle,  and  store  cattle,  ami  milch 
cows,  so  as  to  have  separate  markets  for  each  of 
them  ?— I am  not  a veterinarian,  but  I believe 
that  up  to  a certain  point  an  animal  may  be  fit 
for  the  butcher,  and  yet  may  be  a very  dangerous 
animal  to  put  your  store  cattle  along  with. 

12202.  What  regulations  would  you  impose 
upon  the  animals  frequenting  different  markets, 
or  what  is  the  object  of  keeping  them  separate  ( 

—From  my  belief  that  cattle  which  are  perfectly 
fit  for  food  are  capable  of  communicating  the 
disease  of  pleuro-pneumonia  to  healthy  animals. 
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Mr.  Walker.  Among  fat  stock  of  course  the  infection  is  of  no  pneumonia,  or  sheep  scab,  exists  shonl  l 1 
„ ju]v  j6»o.  hnportance  i they  are  all  to  be  killed  immediately,  published  in  the  local  papers.  ’There  • e 
or  we  assume  that  they  are  ; the  bulk  of  them  difference  of  opinion  with  reference  to  wli +1  a 

"visablfi  nr  uni.  r , .e!Uer 


are  certainly,  but  as  regards  the  other  class,  the  that  is  advisable  or  not.  Individually  T 
store  animals,  none  are  to  be  killed  immediately,  would  he  advisable.  The  county  of  Berv' l* 
they  are  to  be  taken  away  and  scattered  all  over  and  the  county  of  Roxburgh,  have  done  f 
the  country,  _ two  or  three  years,  I think."  The  local  author  t* 

12203.  I suppose  milch  cows  and  store  stock  of  the  county  of  Mid-Lothian  considered  th 
are  pretty  frequently  attacked  with  pleuro-  matter,  but  we  are  doubtful  as  to  the  nrom-i  f6 
pneumonia? — ires,  no  doubt  they  are.  of  it;  if  it  were  made  statutory,  there  liii  r 

12204.  1 ou  propose  that  they  should  be  ex-  no  difficulty. 
hibited  in  the  store  market,  and  be  allowed  to  be  12211.  Are  you  in  favour  of  slaughter! 
taken  out  into  the  country  again  ? — They  can  be  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia 
only  there  illegally,  if  they  have  pleuro-pneu-  giving  compensation,  and  having  that  carried  out 
moma  upon  them,  or  come  from  an  infected  as  a general  principle  all  over  the  country  ?-_X 
i ■„  , . , cannot  say  that  I am,  because  I do  not  see  that 

12205.  It  is  also  illegal  to  expose  an  animal  it  could  be  earned  far  enough  to  make  it  certain 
affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  in  a fat  cattle  to  be  of  much  value. 

market,  is  it  not?— He  may  be  removed  for  12212.  What  do  you  mean  by  “ far  enough ?>’ 
skughter  at  present.  • —You  first  of  all  slaughter  the  animal  which',1, 

1^-06.  ^ot  a market? — No,  I think  not.  diseased,  you  next  slaughter  the  animals  in  dm 

12207  As  regards  the  regulations  applicable  same  shed  with  it. 
to  foot-and-mouth  disease,  what  do  you  propose  ? 12213.  I was  speaking  first  of  slaughtering  the 

—All  the  tenant  fanners  who  are  members  of  the  animal  affected  with  disease  ?— I do  not  think- 
local  authority  of  the  county  of  Edinburgh  are  that  would  he  any  use  unless  you  o-o  further 
unanimous  both  with  regard  to  foot-and-mouth  12214.  You  do  not  think  that  that  would  be  of 
disease,  and  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  scab  in  sheep  use,  unless  you  are  going  to  slaughter  all  the 
also,  that  the  great  object  is  to  prevent  the  move-  animals  upon  the  same  farm  ? — I am  afraid  not 
ment  of  animals  which  are  infected ; and,  there-  12215.  If  we  have  had  evidence  before  us  that 
lore,  what  I would  suggest  is  that  the  regulations  pleuro-pneumonia  has  been  stopped  with  the 
with  regard  to  those  diseases  should  be  restricted,  slaughter  of  less  than  ten  per  cent,  of  the 
niet,  to  immediate  notice  to  the  police ; (of  course  animals  upon  a farm,  would  that  modify  year 
I intend  that  a breach  of  those  regulations  should  opinion  upon  that  subject?— It  would  depend 
be  visited  by  heavy  penalties)  : second,  the  abso-  upon  the  nature  of  the  evidence.  1 

S?,,oonm,7“bl  rt>'  of  am.maIs  “/'ected,  or  which  12216.  The  evidence  is  to  this  effect,  that  by 
aie  upon  the  same  premises  with  animals  which  tile  slaughter  of  ton  per  cent,  of  the  total  nnm- 
aie  mlected  during  the  existence  of  the  disease,  her  of  animals  upon  a farm  where  disease  has 
enin-S  T “fW"'artk  Of  appeared,  it  has  boon  sufficient  to  stop  the  pro- 

S the  , 1 “ d‘ffere.‘  of  grks  of  the  disease  ; would  that  evidence,1™ 

nnd^oml? lr?0'Pnet'm°“’a  ftom  ^ case  of  mmiuS  that  !t  !s  a fict,  modify  your  opinion  ?- 

iS  ' lf  T n a ■ , It  would  show  tliat  in  some  Vises  it  had  that 

of  SUl  ym  bfVC  ■?  fle,  «“®  e<fcct,  hut  I do  not  think  it  would  prove  that  it 

T undertake  to  would  he  certain  to  have  the  same  effect  in  all 
ansu  ei  that  question  ; it  is  entirely  ^veterinary  cases. 

S'^Vr^SnS  ■Villin™s“  f Efiuhurgh,  12217.  The  question  I asked  was,  whether 
quarantine  of  ^ !l  msjiector,  thought  that  a that  ovidonoc  would  have  the  effect  of  modifying 
mouth  Sent  b,6  fTf*  “0tr,md-  y°ur  opinion  as  to  the  advisaliility  of  slaughtering 

wlnt  his  onininn  5 • ™; 3 not  cnow  out  animals  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia? 

nmnL  1 ICg  ‘°  Plem'°-I“ra-  -I  cl"  not  think  it  would  convince  me. 

loonq  t +v,.„„r4.  . „ . , . . 12218.  Wotild  you  state  your  objection  to  the 

farmers  of  stated,that  the.  tenant-  slaughtering  of  all  animals  which  were  affected 

MSfcnSfcT  ° °ne  OI"“I0a  “ )7ith  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — My  objection  is  that, 

I honed  thev  would  W-  ' ^ ®lU0'Pn.ei;i™0nia3  and  if  you  slaughter  the  animals  affected  alone,  I do 
Sue  2 Initia  l Iff  ™s,  “ to  not  balieve“it  is  certain  to  produce  a beneficial 
TriuSd  ^oiS  thlt  s i ‘“^-I.ti’-kyou  result,  and  that  to  extend  it  to  the  necessary 
Sinrlr  “ih  7 a,varlety  of  opinions  ; some  limits  is  impracticable. 

shorter  periods  aiid  odl®rs  12219.  How  is  it  impracticable? — Because 

irremovability  of  stock  in  infecLd  pfaS,  I woSd  £^03“  bC  ““h  “ i”S°  IMmber  °f  alimalS 
suggest  tins  i I do  not  n— , +1,.*  «...  .n... i.r  12220.  It  would  „ot  be  difflOTlt  to  deatroy  (he 

animals,  hut  how  would  it  be  impracticable  ? — It 
would  practically  he  so. 

12221.  Is  that  because  it  would  involve  such 
a heavy  rate  upon  the  county?— Yes;  and  the 
waste  of  stock  in  the  case  of  live  animals  which 
are  not  ready  for  the  butcher. 

Have  mil  , 12222.  Do  you  object  to  this  system  of  slaugh- 

■“  VZ?— to  Bug-  taring  out  the  disease,  upon  the  ground  of  the 
that  point;  rate  which  would  fall  -.1^  mmitv ? — T 


suggest  this I do  not  propose  that  they  should 
not  be  moved  from  one  part  of  the  premises  to 
another  upon  the  same  man’s  occupation,  but  that 
the  following  restrictions  should  be  put  upon  tliat 
internal  movement,  viz.,  that  no  animal  should  be 
moved,  even  upon  the  same  premises,  to  any  field 
or  shed  contiguous  to  a public  road,  or  contiguous 
to  premises  m a different  occupation. 

12210.  Have  you  anything  furt 

Sh‘c°  tggcZn'whilhlias  X?  that,P°¥i  which  would  fall'  u'po'n  the  S>unty?-The 

12223.  I 
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12223.  I was  asking  you  for  your  own  opinion, 
whether  you  object  to 'the  slaughtering  out  pro- 
cess of  animals  affected  with  the  pleuro-pnemonia 
on  account  of  the  rates  which  would  be  involved? 

Until  I knew  what  the  amount  of  rate  would 

be,  I should  find  it  difficult  to  answer  that  cjues- 

n°l2224.  1 suppose  you  have  formed  no  idea  of 
what  rate  you  would  be  willing  to  pay  forgetting 
the  pleuro-pneumonia  animals  slaughtered  out? 

-No. 

12225.  You  object  further  to  the  slaughtering 
out  process  because  you  think  the  slaughtering 
out  would  not  be  attended  with  beneficial  results? 
—When  you  say  I object,  I scarcely  put  it  in 
the  shape  of  an  objection,  but,  my  opinion  is  that 
if  the  movement  of  animals  (diseased  and  under 
suspicion  of  disease)  is  entirely  stopped  it  would 
be  unnecessary,  as  the  same  result  would  thereby 
be  obtained. 

12226.  I understand  you  think  that  slaugh- 
tering is  an  extreme  measure  which  is  unneces- 
sary, because  the  same  result  could  be  obtained 
by  stopping  all  movement  of  cattle  from  infected 
places? — Yes;  if  it  could  be  done  perfectly  I 
believe  it  would  be  quite  effectual. 

12227.  Do  you  think  it  can  be  carried  out 
practically  ? — Yes,  I think  it  can. 

12228.  What  machinery  do  you  depend 
upon  for  carrying  out  the  stoppage  of  the 
movement  of  cattle  ? — My  opinion  is  drawn  from 
my  experience  at  the  time  of  the  rinderpest; 
there,  by  the  infliction  of  heavy  penalties,  entire 
success  was  obtained  in  the  county  ot  Mid- 
Lothian,  and  certainly  in  Aberdeenshire  also. 

12229.  Do  you  think  that  the  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  cattle  plague  was  successful  in  Aberdeen- 
shire, on  account  of  the  heavy  penalties  inflicted 
for  moving  cattle  ? — To  a great  extent  the  law 
was  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 

12230.  Do  you  know  the  circumstances  of 
Aberdeenshire  ? — I am  aware  they  stamped  it  out 
there. 

12231.  Do  you  think  it  was  due  to  the  heavy 
penalties  which  were  inflicted  upon  the  moving 
‘ of  cattle,  that  they  stamped  out  the  cattle  plague 
there? — I should  think  it  partly  was ; certainly  it 
was  so  in  Mid-Lothian. 

12232.  I understand  you  think  that  the  stop- 
page of  the  movement  of  cattle  from  infected 
places,  may  be  made  effective  by  the  infliction 
of  heavy  penalties  ? — I think  so. 

12233.  I suppose  you  would  have  first  to 
discover  the  disease  upon  a farm  before  you 
could  put  this  machinery  into  motion  ? — Yes,  you 
would. 

12234.  You  tell  me  that  you  are  chairman  of 
the  local  authority  of  Edinburgh,  and  I presume 
that  you  have  had  some  experience  in  knowing 
how  disease  is  dealt  with  in  consequence  ; in 
your  opinion  is  pleuro-pneumonia  easily,  dis- 
covered, have  your  inspectors  any  difficulty  in 
discovering  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I believe  there 
is  none  after  the  disease  is  developed,  but  some 
of  its  symptoms  may  be  dormant  for  some  time, 
without  its  being  possible  for  anybody  to  discover 


12235.  That  is  to  say,  if  an  inspector  is  Bent  to 
discover  a case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  after  a cer- 
tain stage,  he  can  readily  determine  it? — Yes, 
he  can. 

12236.  Would  you  consequently  propose  a 
general  system  of  inspection  all  over  the  county 
0.58. 


constantly,  for  the  purpose  of  discovering  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— No. 

12237.  You  would  impose  heavy  penalties  for 
not  giving  notice  of  the  existence  of  the  disease  ? 
—Yes. 

12238.  Have  heavy  penalties  been  inflicted  in 
Edinburgh  for  not  reporting  pleuro-pneumonia? 
— I believe  there  have  been  heavy  penalties  in- 
flicted. 

12239.  Do  you  know  that? — I have  not  at- 
tended to  it  lately,  but  I sat  as  chairman  of  the 
Justice  of  the  Peace  Court  all  the  time  of  the 
rinderpest.  1 have  not  had  to  do  with  that 
lately. 

12240.  I was  speaking  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  1 thought,  as  chairman  of  the  local  authority, 
you  might  have  been  able  to  tell  the  Committee 
whether  penalties  had  been  inflicted  for  not 
reporting  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Edinburgh? — I 
think  there  have  been  very  few  cases  lately,  but 
the  local  authority  are  not  proseecutors  in  those 
cases. 

12241.  But  I thought  that  you,  as  chairman  of 
the  local  authority,  might  know  about  the 
state  of  disease  in  Edinburgh,  and  be  able  to  tell 
us  whether  penalties  have  been  inflicted  for  not 
reporting  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I could  get  in- 
formation from  the  clerk  of  the  peace. 

12242.  You  expect,  as  I undei'stand,  that  the 
heavy  penalties  would  induce  farmers  to  report 
any  cases  upon  their  farms  which  they  suspected 
to  be  pleuro-pneumonia? — They  do,  in  point  of 
fact,  do  it  with  considerable  regularity  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  in  Mid-Lothian. 

12243.  Have  you  much  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
Mid-Lothian  at  present? — Within  the  last  two 
months  a good  deal  lias  broken  out  in  several 
places. 

12244.  Do  you  think  that  the  farmers  all  report 
promptly  the  existence  of  pleuro-pneumonia  to 
the  local  authority? — As  a rule  they  do;  the 
persons  who  do  not  report  are  generally  the 
small  dairymen  in  the  towns,  and  there  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  magistrates  is  exercised  to  a large 
extent,  that  is  to  say  the  offenders  are  dealt  with 
too  leniently.  I saw  a case  of  a dairyman  in 
Edinburgh  reported  in  a newspaper  lately,  who 
was  discovered  to  have  two  cows  ill  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia which  he  had  not  reported,  and  the 
magistrate  fined  him  one  guinea. 

12245.  You  think  that  the  justices  of  the 
county  would  not  act  with  the  same  leniency  if 
such  a case  occurred  in  the  county  ? — I do  not 
think  they  would. 

12246.  ITow  do  you  know  that  all  the  cases  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  are  reported  in  Mid-Lothian  ? 
— The  police  are  instructed  to  obtain  information 
on  the  subject  all  over  the  county,  and  if  in  con- 
versation they  hear  of  any  animals  being  ill,  they 
make  inquiry,  if  the  case  has  not  been  re- 
ported. 

12247.  Assuming  that  a farmer  suspecting  his 
animals  to  be  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
sent  them  to  the  fat  cattle  market,  or  even  to  the 
store  cattle  market  in  Edinburgh,  and  sold  them 
off,  and  assuming  that  there  really  was  pleuro- 
pneumonia amongst  them,  would  you  have  any 
chance  of  hearing  of  such  a case  ? — It  is  possible 
that  cases  may  occur  which  are  not  heard  of. 

12248.  I think  you  told  the  Committee  that 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  the  disease,  pleuro- 
pneumonia was  not  easily  discovered? — I believe 
not.  „ _ 

3 Q 4 12249.  In 


Mr.  Walker. 
3 July  1873. 
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Mr.  Walker.  12249.  In  those  earlier  stages  of  the  disease, 
Ju7-  is  there  anything  to.  prevent  a farmer  sending 
o j 1 3-  ]jjs  cattle  to  market,  if  he  suspected  that  it  was 
pleuro-pneumonia  with  which  his  cattle  were 
affected  ? — He  would  not  act  very  honestly  if  he 
did.  If  he  has  no  reason  to  know  that  his  animal 
has  pleuro-pneumonia,  he  is  entitled  to  send  it 
to  market,  but  if  he  has  reason  to  know  that  his 
animal  has  pleuro-pneumonia,  he  ought  not  to 
send  it  according  to  the  present  law. 

12250.  I hope  there  is  very  little  difference  of 
opinion  upon  that  subject,  but  in  fact  is  there 
anything  to  prevent  a dishonest  farmer  from 
doing  so  if  he  were  placed  in  those  circum- 
stances ? — Ho,  I suppose  not. 

12251.  Would  it  be  better  for  the  farmer  in  a 
pecuniary  point  of  view  to  sell  off  his  cattle 
even  at  a somewhat  less  price  or  to  report  to 
you,  and  have  his  place  put  under  restrictions  ? — 
From  a short-sighted  view  it  would  be  of  course 
his  interest  to  sell  off  at  once. 

12252.  That  would  put  the  most  money  into 
his  pocket  in  the  meantime  at  least  ? — It  would. 

12253.  In  speaking  of  the  regulations  affecting 
England  and.  Scotland,  you  understand  that  the 
same  regulations  would  be  applied  to  Ireland  ? — 
I understand  so. 

12254.  Do  you  import  Irish  cattle  largely  into 
the  county  of  Mid-Lothian? — A large  number 
come  from  Glasgow. 

12255.  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  make  to 
the  Committee  with  reference  to  the  import  of 
those  Irish  cattle  ? — Not  further  than  this,  that  I 
think  the  local  authority  of  the  county  of  Mid- 
Lothian  would  be  quite  satisfied  if  the  laws  in 
Ireland  were  identical  with  those  in  Great  Britain, 
and  were  properly  enforced,  and  the  traffic  by 
steamers  regulated.  Their  feeling  I think  is,  that 
they  must  deal  with  Ireland  as  a part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  the  same  measures 
which  are  thought  necessary  in  the  one  pail;  of 
it  to  eradicate  disease,  should  be  taken  in  the 
other. 

12256.  Would  you  think  inspection  at  the 
port  of.  shipment  in  Ireland  of  advantage  ? — Of 
course  it  would  be  an  advantage  in  certain  cases, 
in  cases  of  developed  disease  for  example,  but  if 
animals  with  developed  disease  in  Ireland  could 
not  be  moved,  (and  they  could  not  under  a suffi- 
cient law,  if  the  police  did  their  duty  ),  they  could 
not  get  to  the  port. 

12257 . Chairman.']  Inspection  could  not  touch 
undeveloped  pleuro-pneumonia,  although  it  might 
touch. foot-and-mouth  disease  in  some  cases? — 
That  is  so. 

12258.  Mr.  Barclay. ] Have  you  any  further 
suggestions  to  make  to  tne  Committee  with  regal'd 
to  the  transit  of  cattle  from  Ireland?— No  ; I am 
not.  practically  acquainted  with  the  trade,  so  that 
I can  give  no  suggestion  with  regard  to  it.  I 
believe  it  is  known  to  require  a good  deal  of 
improvement. 

12259.  The  Highland  Society  has  paid  a good 
deal  of  attention  to  the  transit  of  animals  by 
railway  in  this  country,  I believe? — They 
have. 

12260.  They  have  submitted  certain  resolu- 
tions to  the  Privy  Council  upon  the  subject  from 
time  to  time,  have  they  not? — They  have. 

12261.  Chairman.]  What  suggestions  have 
there  been  made  to  the  Privy  Council  by  the 
Highland  Society,  with  regard  to  transit  of 


animals  by  railway  ?— I cannot  speak  with  re- 
ference to  that  matter. 

12262.  Is  there  any  suggestion  which  strikes 
you  as  important? — No;  I have  not  paid  atten- 
tion to  that  part  of  the  subject. 

12263.  Mr.  Clay.]  Do  I understand  that  you 
would  recommend  the  amalgamation  of  the  local 
authorities  of  counties  and  towns  ? — I do. 

12264.  You  consider  that  of  considerable  im- 
portance, do  you  not  ? — I think  so,  judging  from 
my  own  experience,  where  in  the  county  of  Mid- 
Lothian,  with  a population  of  about  328,000 
there  were  five  local  authorities. 

12265.  That  is  to  say,  one  for  the  county  and 
four  for  the  boroughs  ? — Quite  so. 

12266.  Of  course  both  bodies  have  a strong 
interest  in  the  extirpation  or  prevention  of  disease 
but  with  reference  to  details,  does  not  it  strike 
you  that  the  counties  and  the  towns  have  fre- 
quently very  opposing  and  different  interests  ?— 
Not.  opposing  interests.  I think  their  interests 
are  identical ; they  may  have  opposing  views  with 
reference  to  what  they  should  do. 

12267.  Their  ideas  are  opposed  as  to  what  their 
interests  are  ? — That  may  be  so. 

12268.  Therefore,  does  not  it  appear  to  you, 
that  if  both  bodies  were  amalgamated  upon’  the 
same  committee,  they  -would  not  unfrequently 
come  to  loggerheads  in  consequence  of  those 
opposing  views  ?— No,  I think  not.  Last  autumn, 
in  consequence  of  the  state  of  matters  in  the 
county  of  Mid-Lothian,  the  county  desired  a 
conference  with  the  Town  Council  of  the  city  of 
Edinburgh  and  Town  Council  of  the  borough  of 
Leitli.  They  met  us,  and  we  entirely  agreed  as 
to  our  course  of  action  after  the  conference.  I can 
put  in,  if  it  is  desired,  the  report  of  the  joint 
committee  upon  the  subject ; it  had  reference  to 
foreign  animals,  chiefly. 

12269.  That  related  chiefly  to  the  introduction 
of  foreign  animals  into  this  country,  did  it  not  ? 
— To  the  Edinburgh  market. 

12270.  Did  any  of  those  local  authorities  re- 
present the  port? — Yes,  the  port  of  Leith  ; there 
are  only  two  ports  in  the  county  at  which  foreign 
stock  are  landed : Leith  and  Granton ; and  Leith 
has  much  the  largest  share. 

12271.  Can  you  tell  me  what  resolution  this 
joint  committee  came  to  ? — This  is  the  report  of 
the  joint  committee  of  conference  of  the  local 
authorities  of  the  county,  the  city  of  Edinburgh, 
and  the  borough  of  Leith.  “ The  joint  committee 
recommend  to  the  several  local  authorities  that 
they  should  all  adopt  the  regulations  of  the  county 
local  authorities  as  to  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
dated  1st  November  last,  combined  with  notices 
similar  to  those  issued  by  the  Glasgow  local 
authority  on  7th  August  current  against  the 
removal  of  infected  animals  without  a license, 
and  against  such  animals  entering  the  market.” 
The  Glasgow  regulations  had  reference  to  the 
town  portion  of  the  county.  “ The  joint  committee 
further  recommend  each  of  the  three  local. autho- 
rities to  request  the  Privy  Council  to  prohibit  the 
removal  of  animals  affected  with  contagious  disease 
for  slaughter  along  the  road,  except  in  a suitable 
conveyance,  and  to  prohibit  the  movement  for 
slaughter  of  animals  herded  with  other  animals 
so  affected,  except  with  a license,  or  in  such  con- 
veyance, or  to  grant  power  to  local  authorities 
to  issue  regulations  to  the  above  or  similar  effect. 
The  joint  committee  further  recommend  each  of 
the  three  local  authorities  to  request  the  Privy 
Council 
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Council  to  issue  an  order  to  the  effect  that  all 
foreign  fat  cattle  should  either  be  slaughtered  at 
the  port  of  debarkation,  or  be  conveyed  to  a 
slaughter-house  by  railway  or  suitable  convey- 
ance for  slaughter,  and  that  all  foreign  store 
cattle,  on  their  arrival,  should  be  subjected  to  a 
quarantine  for  a period  of  not  less  than  seven 
days,  to  be  during  that  period  thoroughly 
cleansed  and  disinfected  by  such  mode  as 
the  local  authority  shall  direct,  to  be  kept 
separate  from  other  animals  landed  either  before 
or  during  the  said  period,  and  not  to  be  moved 
from  quarantine  without  a certificate  by  an  in- 
spector that  they  are  free  from  disease.  The 
Joint  Committee  further  recommend  to  each  of 
the  three  local  authorities  to  require  certificates 
of  the  immediate  slaughter  of  all  animals  removed 
for  that  purpose,  which  either  are  affected  with 
disease  or  have  been  herded  with  animals  so 
affected.  The  Joint  Committee  lastly  recom- 
mend, with  reference  to  the  proposed  arrange- 
ments for  Edinburgh,  Leith,  and  Mid-Lothian, 
that  each  of  the  three  local  authorities  should 
appoint  Professor  Williams  as  their  consulting 
inspector.”  This  report  was  acted  upon  by  each 
of  those  three  local  authorities. 

12272.  Those  three  local  authorities,  to  whom 
this  recommendation  was  given,  under  your 
scheme,  would  probably  have  been  the  general 
local  authority  for  the  county  and  towns  as  well  ? 
—-Yes. 

12273.  Having  some  experience  in  this  matter, 
do  not  you  think  that  there  would  be  the  incon- 
venience of  difference  of  opinion  in  such  a body  ? 
—I  think  not. 

12274.  All  parts  of  the  country  are  not  quite 
so  calm  and  so  wise  as  the  Scotch  arc:  how 
would  you  propose  to  elect  this  body  ? — At  pre- 
sent the  county  local  authority  consists,  in  Mid- 
Lothian,  of  eight  proprietors,  chosen  by  a body 
which  is  called  the  Commissioners  of  Supply — 
they  are  all  proprietors  of  100  L a year  and  up- 
wards— eight  tenant  farmers,  chosen  by  the 
tenant  farmers,  and  three  ex  officio  members ; the 
numbers  vary  in  different  counties  according  to 
their  size,  but  those  arc  the  numbers  for  the  county 
of  Mid-Lothian.  The  three  ex  officio  members  are 
the  lord-lieutenant  of  the  county,  the  convener  of 
the  county,  and  the  sheriff  of  the  county.  In 
boroughs  die  magistrates  and  town  council,  1 
should" imagine,  would  be  the  persons  to  elect  the 
members  of  the  local  authority  to  represent  the 
burgh. 

12275.  What  was  about  the  number  of  the 
constituent  body  of  these  county  local  authorities? 
—I  cannot  give  you  the  numbers. 

12276.  What  were  the  constituency  who 
elected  the  proprietors — the  Commissioners  of 
oupply  ? — They  were  proprietors  of  100  l.  a year 
and  upwards.  I do  not  recollect  the  exact  num- 
ber, but  probably  about  130. 

12277.  Of  course,  in  some  counties  a con- 
stituency formed  upon  that  basis  would  be  a very 
numerous  one  ? — I do  not  propose  that  as  the 
precise  manner  in  which  the  thing  should  be  done ; 
there  would  he  no  difficulty  in  Scotland  about 

12278.  .Mr.  Barclay^  Has  there  been  any 
difficulty  in  electing  the  tenant-representatives  or 
those  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  under  the 
present  act? — Not  that  I am  aware  of.  With  re- 
gard to  the  proposal  that  there  should  be  one  local 
authority  for  the  counties  and  boroughs  combined, 
0.58.  0 


I would  mention  that  we  have  an  illustration  of  ^■r‘  ^ alher . 

that  already  in  Scotland.  The  County  Pi'ison  T 

Board  is  so  elected,. partly  by  the  boroughs  and  3 July  l873- 
partly  by  the  counties.  In  that  case  the  pre- 
ponderance is  given  properly  enough  perhaps  to 
the  boroughs  from  their  greater  population  and 
greater  valuation ; but  in  this  matter,  I do  not 
think  that  that  would  be  the  right  course,  because 
this,  is  a county  matter  more  than  a town 
one. 

_ 12279.  Chairman.]  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Privy  Council  Regulations,  relating 
to  Edinburgh  and  Leith,  is  it  not  the  fact  that 
all  animals  from  scheduled  countries  on  being 
landed,  must  be  taken  direct  to  the  slaughter- 
house without  crossing  over  any  street  or  road  ? 

• — Yes. 

12280.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Are  you  aware  of  the 
difference  in  the  Privy  Council  Regulations  as 
regards  cattle  from  scheduled  and  from  unsche- 
duled countries  ? — I am. 

12281.  The  cattle  from  unscheduled  countries 
may  be  taken  into  the  country,  and  into  any  of 
the  markets  ?— That  is  so. 

12282.  And  it  is  probable  that  those  were  the 
cattle  you  referred  to  when  you  gave  the  Com- 
mittee to  understand  that  the  cattle  were  walked 
up  from  Leith  to  Edinburgh  ? — That  may  be  so, 
hut  we  think  they  are  full  of  danger  neverthe- 
less. 

12283.  Chairman.]  Take  the  case  of  Portugal 
or  Spain,  why  do  you  think  there  is  any  danger 
in  animals  coming  from  Portugal  or  Spain, 
assuming  that  no  disease  exists  in  either  of  those 
countries? — There  is  a strong  impression  that 
those  cattle  do  not  always  come  here  quite 
healthy,  and  the  inspectors  say  it  is  utterly 
impossible;  within  the  time  they  have  allotted  to 
them  now,  to  ascertain  with  certainty  that  the 
animals  are  free  from  disease. 

12284.  But  that  would  apply  as  much  to  cattle 
coming  from  one  country  as  from  another  ? — Yes; 
but  we  cannot  help  that. 

12285.  As  1 understand  it,  those  whom  you 
represent  are  entirely  opposed  to  relaxing  the 
present  restrictions  with  regard  to  foot-and-mouth 
disease? — Yes, quite  so. 

12286.  And  what  you  dcsn*e  is  that  there 
should  be  severe  penalties  for  exposing  diseased 
animals  in  fairs  or  markets,  and  for  not  reporting 
the  existence  of  disease  at  once  to  the  police  by 
the  farmers? — l”es. 

12287.  Now  when  you  talk  about  severe  penal- 
ties are  you  dissatisfied  with  the  present  penal- 
ties, or  are  you  only  dissatisfied  with  the  way  in 
which  the  law  is  put  into  torce  as  regards  them  ? 

— I am  merely  dissatisfied  with  the  absence  of  a 
minimum  fine.  I omitted  to  make  one  other 
suggestion  which  I intended  to  have  made,  and 
that  is,  that  there  should  be  an  alternative  of  im- 
prisonment failing  payment.  Under  the  statute 
there  is  no  power  of  imprisonment  if  a man  can- 
not or  will  not  pay  the  fine.  I think  that  there 
should  he  a power  given  to  the  justices  to  impose 
imprisonment  if  the  person  convicted  fails  to  pay 
the  fine. 

12288.  Your  suggestions  which  are  very  valu- 
able and  important  ones,  are  simply  these,  that 
there  should  be  some  means  or  other  taken  for 
severe  penalties  being  imposed  upon  those  per- 
sons who  transgress  the  law  in  exposing  cattle, 
either  in  markets  or  in  fairs ; and  upon  those 

3 R who 
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Mr.  Walker,  who  do  not  report  the  existence  of  disease  to  the 

police  ? — And  after  the  existence  of  the  disease 

;3  July  1873.  is  ascertained,  that  the  animals  should  be  abso- 
lutely immovable  for  a certain  period. 

12289.  Do  you  think  the  farmers  would  in  a 
time,  when  there  is  no  very  great  alarm  about 
disease,  when  it  is  not  very  prevalent,  be  quite 
satisfied  to  submit  to  those  very  severe  penalties  ? 
— The  tenant-farmers  with  whom  I have  to  deal 
are  most  anxious  that  that  should  be  done. 


12290.  That  you  state  as  the  general  • 
of  the  county  of  Mid-Lothian  ?—Yes  th/®1011 
respectable  farmers  of  the  county1  see  m°St 

do°ge<?od“  **“  reBtriot!m“!  they  ftinktheySa 

12291.  They  entirely  difter  with  tile  view  which 
lias  been  expressed  before  this  Committee  tl,+ 
it  would  be  expedient  to  relax  the  penalties  and 
the  restrictions,  with  regard  to  foot-aud-month 
disease  r — Quite  so.  u 


Mr.  David  Smith,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


Mr.  Smith.  _ 12292.  Mr.  Barclay.']  You  are  a cattle  dealer 

in  Forfarshire,  I believe  ? — I am. 

12293.  You  are  also  a farmer  occupying  land 
in  F orfarshire  ? — I am. 

12294.  How  much  land  do  you  and  your 
brother  farm  ? — Rather  over  700  acres. 

12295.  You  have  been  a cattle  dealer  for  about 
30  years,  have  you  not? — I think  for  about  30 
years. 

12296.  How  many  store  cattle  do  you  bring 
into  Forfarshire  during  the  year?-— We  buy  in 
Forfarshire  and  Perthshire  as  well  as  bring  them 
in,  but  we  have  bought  rather  over  2,000  a year 
for  a number  of  years. 

12297.  Where  have  you  got  those  store  cattle 
from  which  you  brought  into  the  counties  of 
Perthshire  and  Forfarshire  ? — Before  the  rinder- 
pest, we  got  about  a thousand  a year  from 
Schleswig  Holstein  and  Hanover,  but  since  that 
time  from  England  and  some  from  Ireland, 
wherever  we  could  buy  them  cheapest. 

12298.  Were  you  dealing  in  foreign  and  store 
cattle  from  1858,  until  you  were  stopped  by  the 
cattle  plague? — Yes,  I was. 

12299.  You  imported  about  from  1,500  to 
2,000  animals  annually  ?— Yes. 

123C0.  From  1858  to  1864,  where  did  you  get 
those  store  animals  that  you  imported  into  Perth- 
shire and  Forfarshire? — The  greater  part  were 
from  Schleswig  Holstein  and  Hanover,  but  some 
from  Holland. 

12301.  Where  were  they  shipped? — Mostly 
at  Hamburgh  and  Cuxhaven. 

12302.  I hose  are  ports  upon  the  Elbe? — 
Yes ; and  they  come  to  Dundee. 

12303.  In  1864,  did  you  import  any  Dutch 
beasts?— Yes,  I had  500  or  600;  I am  not 
exactly  sure  as  to  the  number. 

12304.  Again  in  1871,  did  you  import  some 
Dutch  stores  ? — Yes,  about  200. 

12305.  What  was  the  character  of  the  Han- 
overian and  Schleswig  Holstein  cattle  ?— They 
were  very  healthy,  and  they  paid  better  for 
meat  consuming  than  any  cattle  that  we  have,  I 
think. 

. 12306.  The  cattle  fattened  well,  were  free  from 
disease,  and  paid  the  farmers  well? — I believe 
that  is  so. 

12307.  What  was  the  character  of  the  Dutch 
cattle  ? — It  was  not  very  satisfactory. 

. 12308.  You  do  not  approve  of  the"  Dutch  cattle 
in  point  of  quality  ?— I kept  some  myself,  but 
they  did  not  do  very  well,  and  the  farmers  to 
whom  I sold  them  complained.  I was  going  to 
take  some  more,  but. I found  that  it  was  my  in- 
terest to  stop  them  ; so  I stopped  them,  and  did 
not  let  them  come. 


12309.  Was  there  disease  amongst  those 
animals  ? — There  was  disease  amongst  them 
after  they  came,  but  they  did  not  any  of  them 
thrive  well.  ! 

12310.  Was  it  pleuro-pneumonia  that  thev 
had? — Yes  ; but  they  did  not  thrive  well.  J 
12311.  The  diseases  you  were  best  able  to 
detect  were  pleuro-pneumonia  and  liver  disease? 
—Yes ; they  were  just  delicate,  bad  thrivers. 

12312.  You  do  not  think  they  were  the  kind 
of  cattle  to  be  imported  into  the  country,  so  far 
as  the  farmers  were  interested  in  them  ?— I do 
not  think  so ; some  of  them  were  very  lean,  and 
some  of  them  came  through  London. 

12313.  When  you  used  to  get  the  Hanoverian 
and  Schleswig  Holstein  cattle,  did  you  find  them 
of  good  quality  as  stores  for  feeding,  and  free 
from  disease? — They  were  very  healthy  beasts. 

12314.  Do  you  know  what  is  the  price  of 
those  beasts  just  now  in  Schleswig  Holstein  and 
Hanover  ? — I cannot  say  exactly,but  Mr.  Aldie, 
our  correspondent  in  Hamburgh,  wrote  me  that 
he  could  send  them  just  now;  that  they  would 
suit  my  purpose,  and  that  they  were  far  cheaper 
than  our  own. 

12315.  You  think  you  could  import  those 
animals  then  with  advantage  ? — I could  send  out 
a thousand  of  those  animals  if  they  were  coming 
in ; there  would  be  no  price  stated ; the  people 
would  have  confidence  in  them. 

12316.  A good  many  of  the  farmers  employ 
you  to  buy  cattle  for  them  leaving  it  entirely  to 
your  discretion  ? — They  do  not  do  that;  we  sell 
a number  of  cattle  that  way,  but  a number  of 
cattle  which  we  sell  in  as  lean,  we  buy  back  again 
as  fat. 

12317.  You  sell  cattle  to  farmers  as  store  and 
buy  them  back  again  when  fattened? — That  is  so. 

12318.  Stores  are,  at  present,  very  dear  in 
Scotland,  are  they  not? — They  are  very  dear, 
but  no  dearer  in  comparison  than  fat  cattle,  I 
think. 

12319.  They  are  very  scarce? — They  are  very 
scarce,  or  else  I would  not  come  into  England  to 
buy  them. 

12320.  You  are  aware  that  you  can  import 
cattle  into  England  from  Tonning  now? — I am 
aware  of  that. 

12321.  What  is  the  obstacle  to  the  importa- 
tion of  cattle  from  Tonning?  — We  have  no 
direct  communication  for  one  thing. 

12322.  How  would  you  have  to  bring  them? 
They  would  have  to  be  shipped  at  Tonning. 

_ 12323.  How  would  they  have  to  come  if  you 
did  import  them  ? — By  chartering  a vessel  and 
bringing  them  directi  or  coming  via  London, 
which  we  do  not  like.  „ 

12324.  You 
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12324.  l'ou  would  not  bring  the  cattle  from 
Tonnintr  via  London  to  Forfarshire  owing  to  the 
risk  of  disease  ?— That  is  it, 

12325-  What  is  the  objection  to  chartering  a 
vessel  direct  from  Tonning  to  Dundee? — We 
could  not  buy  them  at  the  same  price  as  English- 
men. They  would  say,  “You  may  give  us  a 
little  more  for  a cargo  of  beasts,  but  you  do  not 
come  back  for  a time,  and  that  puts  us  out  in  our 

ml12326.  The  farmers  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Schleswig-Holstein  and  Tonning  prefer  to  deal 
with  a regular  buyer  to  selling  to  you,  if  you  were 
goino-  across  there  for  the  purpose  of  buying  a 
lug” ? — Yes. 

12327.  Would  it  suit  you  to  import  from 
50  to  100  beasts  weekly  to  Leith,  and  get  them 
thence  to  Forfarshire  ? — Yes,  it  would. 

12328.  How  was  the  store  cattle  trade  carried 
on  between  Hamburgh  and  this  country  before 
the  cattle  plague  came  ? — At  first  I had  a partner 
there  who  bought  them,  but  latterly  I arranged 
with  Mr.  Aldie ; he  bought  them  for  me,  and  he 
took  charge  of  the  animals. 

12329.  Were  those  cattle  bought  from  the 
market,  or  from  the  farmers  ? — There  were  a good 
many  of  them  bought  from  farmers,  but  imme- 
diately before  the  market. 

12330.  Did  you  buy  them  at  the  farmsteads  ? — 
Some  of  them ; I bought  them  before  they  were 
shown  at  the  market,  so  as  to  keep  them  from 
coming  in  contact  with  cattle  shown  in  the 
market. 

12331.  You  bought  them  just  before  they  were 
shown  in  the  market  in  order  that  there  might 
be  no  risk  of  their  taking  disease? — Yes,  that 
was  the  reason,  and  some  beasts  were  bought  in 
the  market ; I bought  them  both  ways. 

12332.  Have  you  tried  to  buy  cattle  from  the 
farmers  in  Sclileswig-ITolstein  yourself? — Yes, 
I have. 

12333.  With  what  result  ? — I have  bought 
some  beasts,  and  between  tlie  cost  price  and  the 
expense  they  did  not  reach  a profit. 

12334.  You  found  that  you  could  buy  cheaper 
in  the  market  than  you  could  from  the  farmers  in 
the  country  ? — Yes,  1 could  do  it  a great  deal 
cheaper,  and  save  a lot  of  expense. 

12335.  Were  there  any  markets  in  Tonning 
in  1858  ? -I  think  the  first  market  was  upon  the 
21st  of  October. 

12336.  That  market  does  not  suit  the  impor- 
tation of  store  beasts  ? — No ; you  get  bad  weather 
about  that  time,  and  the  farmers  want  to  have 
good  store  cattle,  if  possible,  before  that,  for 
tying  up. 

12337.  You  know  something  of  the  trade  in 
fat  animals,  do  you  not  ? — I have  had  fat  animals 
from  abroad. 

12338.  Do  you  know  about  the  importation  of 
fat  animals  into  Leith  ? — Yes  ; you  cannot  remove 
them.  I had  10  there  a fortnight  since,  hut  there 
is  no  market  at  Leith  ; they  come  to  the  wharf 
side  and  have  to  be  sold  there  to  he  slaughtered. 

12339.  There  is  not  a sufficient  demand  for 
the  fat  cattle  in  the  Edinburgh  market  to  induce 
consignors  to  send  ? — It  comes  to  be  entirely  in 
me  hands  of  one  or  two  carcase  butchers ; the 
Glasgow  retail  butchers  cannot  afford  to  go  a dis- 
tance and  lose  the  offal  and  incur  the  expense. 

12340.  In  consequenoe  of  the  limited  demand 
which  there  is  for  those  cattle  in  Leith,  the  10 
that  you  imported  did  not  fetch  so  much  as  they 


would  have  fetched  if  you  had  been  able  to  send 
them  to  Glasgow  ?— No,  they  did  not. 

12341.  Is  that  inconsequence  of  the  smallness 
of  the  import  into  Leith  ?— It  is  not  exact  ly  that ; 
the  people  at  Edinburgh  seldom  buy  so  bi°‘  a 
class  of  cattle  as  the  Glasgow  people  will ; they 
want  them  rather  of  a better  quality  and  smaller 
in  size,  so  that  the  big,  strong,  rough  sized  cattle 
answer  the  Glasgow  market  better. 

12342.  What  is  to  prevent  a regular  trade  beino- 
established  by  carcase  butchers  establishing  theim- 
selves  at  Leith  and  sending  them  across  to  Glas- 
gow ? — It  has  never  been  done  ; there  lias  never 
been  carcasing  in  the  Glasgow  market ; if  I had 
a man  who  sold  10  beasts  together,  I would  con- 
sider he  sold  them  badly  for  me;  it  is  the  men 
who  buy  one  or  two  beasts  who  are  the  best 
customers. 


Mr,  Smith. 
3 July  1873. 


12343.  Do  the  small  butchers  buy  their  meat 
in  Glasgow,  but  prefer  to  buy  it  alive  ? — Yes. 

12344.  They  do  not  like  to  buy  dead  meat  ? — 
No  ; there  are  a good  many  little  places  round 
about  Glasgow,  and  if  they  took  dead  meat  into 
them  the  inhabitants  would  think  there  was 
something  wrong  about  it;  they  must  take  in 
live  cattle. 

12345.  Is  the  price  of  meat  high  in  Glasgow 
just  now  ? — I think  fully  a penny  a pound  more 
than  it  is  here,  from  what  I saw  to  day. 

12346.  Were  you  in  the  metropolitan  market 
this  morning  ? — Yes,  I was. 

12347.  Do  you  attend  the  Dundee  and  Glas- 
gow markets  every  week? — I attend  the  Glasgow 
markets  every  week,  and  the  Dundee  market 
every  Tuesday. 

12348.  What  is  the  difference  between  the 
price  of  beef  in  London  and  in  Glasgow  ? — In 
Glasgow  for  tlie  last  four  weeks  they  were  quite 
willing  to  give  100  s.  a ewt.  for  it,  which  is 
nearly  II  d.  a pound.  I do  not  know  what  they 
would  give  here  for  them,  for  there  were  very 
few  people  buying  them ; but  from  what  I saw 
tlie  people  asking  for  big  foreign  beasts,  they 
would  have  fetched  more  in  Glasgow. 

12349.  What  do  you  say  is  tlie  difference  of 
price  between  the  two  places  ? — About  a penny 
a pound.  I have  seen  sheep  offered  here  at  9 J d. 
which  wc  could  not  have  bought  at  9ieZ.  at  Glas- 
gow. 

12350.  What  do  you  think  you  would  have  to 
give  for  them  in  Glasgow? — Ten-pence  half- 
penny. 

12351.  Is  that  a very  exceptional  state  of 
things? — I think  it  has  been  so  since  1855 
or  1856.  I used  to  send  40  beasts  a week 
here,  but  since  1855  or  1856,  I have  only  sent 
a stray  wagon  now  and  then,  and  have  always 
lost  money  by  it.  I think  1856  was  the  last 
year  when  I sent  many. 

12352.  Has  there  been  a great  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  beef  in  Glasgow  and  otheradjacent 
places? — Yes;  the  Glasgow  market  has  trebled 
since  I went  there  in  1851  or  1852. 

12353.  There  is  a very  large  population  in 
Glasgow  now,  and  the  neighbouring  towns? — 
It  is  the  neighbouring  towns  which  take  up  so 
much. 

12354.  Do  the  neighbouring  towns  depend 
upon  Glasgow  for  the  supply  of  beef  ? — Entirely, 
during  the  spring  months. 

12355.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  a verv  con- 
siderable advantage  to  the  people  in  Glasgow  if 
the  foreign  cattle  were  allowed  to  be  taken  from 

3 b 2 Leith 
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Mr.  Smith.  Leith  across  to  Glasgow  to  "be  slaughtered  ? — 
- — Yes,  it  would  be  a great  advantage ; and  I think 

3 July  1873.  that  a deal  more  cattle  would  he  likely  to  be 
sent. 

12356.  You  think  that  a good  deal  more  cattle 
would  be  sent  alive  to  Leith  if  they  could  be 
taken  across  to  Glasgow  to  be  slaughtered  there  ? 
Yes,  I am  sure  there  would. 

12357.  What  cattle  are  you  speaking  of  just 
now  when  you  say  they  cannot  go  from  Leith  to 
Glasgow  ? — Cattle  shipped  from  any  port  upon 
the  Elbe. 

12358.  The  Elbe  district  is  scheduled  just  now 
by  the  Privy  Council,  is  it  not  ? — Yes  ; there  are 
beasts  which  we  get  from  Aarhuys  and  Denmark, 
Norway  and  Sweden  ; we  have  them  coming 
every  week  in  Glasgow,  but  none  from  Ham- 
burgh, 

12359.  Do  you  think  that  an  effort  should  be 
made  to  get  Schleswig  Holstein  and  Hanoverian 
stores  into  this  country  ? — We  are  very  much  in 
want  of  store  cattle,  as  well  as  fat  cattle,  in  Scot- 
land. 

12360.  Then  those  store  animals  from  those 
districts  would  be  a valuable  acquisition  to  the 
farmers  in  Scotland  ? — Certainly  they  would. 

12361.  You  would  not  be  at  all  anxious  to  get 
in  any  Dutch  cattle  from  the  character  you  gave 
them? — No;  they  may  be  of  advantage,  but  I 
■would  not  have  them. 

12362.  Do  you  think  the  present  regulations 
regarding  foot-and-mouth  disease  are  of  very 
great  value  in  putting  down  disease  ? — No,  I do 
not  think  they  are ; as  far  as  I know  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  in  our  neighbourhood,  we  do  not 
think  much  about  it.  The  proper  time  to  get  our 
cattle  is  of  far  more  importance  than  the  loss 
occasioned  by  foot-and-mouth  disease. 

12363.  Do  you  think  that  the  cost  of  the  regu- 
lations and  restrictions  is  greater  than  the  value 
received  from  them  ? — Yes  ; I do  think  that  as 
regards  foot-and-mouth  disease. 

12364.  What  restrictions  would  you  have  as 
regards  foot-and-mouth  disease? — I could  scarcely 

12365.  Would  you  allow  the  owners  of  diseased 
animals  to  drive  them  along  a public  road,  and  to 
exhibit  them  in  fairs  and  markets  ?— Not  to  ex- 
hibit them  in  fairs  and  markets,  and  not  to  drive 
them  alon"  public  roads,  if  you  can  possibly  avoid 
it,  biit  at  the  same  time  it  is  a very  great  hard- 
ship if  you  have  cattle  at  a distance  and  cannot 
shelter  them ; when  they  suffer  so  much,  they 
lose  so  much  that  there  is  a great  loss  to  the 
country. 

12366.  You  think  under  certain  circumstances 
it  should  not  be  impossible  for  the  owners  of 
animals  affected  with  foot-and-mouth  disease  to 
move  them  along  a public  highway? — Yes;  to 
get  them  heme  and  get  them  attended  to  ; there 
is  nothing  serious  about  it  then. 

. 12367.  Would  you  give  the  local  authority 
discretionary  power  in  the  matter?— No,  I do 
not  know  about  the  local  authority;  X am  a 
member  of  it  myself;  they  are  very  contradictory 
sometimes. 

12368.  As  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  are 
you  in  favour  of  slaughtering  animals  affected 
with  this  disease,  provided  that  system  is  carried 
out  generally  throughout  the  country  ?— Yes. 

12369.  You  think  it  is  not  desirable  to  slaughter 
out  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  un- 
less that  regulation  is  carried  out  throughout  the 


country?— If  a beast  is  badly  affected  I would 
kill  him.  u 

12370.  If 
him  to  be  ren 
on  permissioi 
the  nearest 
market;  you 
beast. 

12371.  For  the  purpose  of  immediate  slaughter? 

12372.  You  would  have  to  see  that  the  animal 
was  slaughtered  after  lie  got  there?— Yes-  I 
would  make  that  imperative. 

12373.  The  local  authority  in  grantino- a certi- 
ficate for  the  removal  of  such  fat  animats  might 
make  such  conditions  as  would  ensure  its 
slaughter  within  a very  brief  period  ?— Cer- 
tainly they  could. 

12374.  Would  it  not  be  necessary  that  they 
should  do  so? — Yes,  I think  so.  J 

12375.  Would  yon  be  willing  to  have  store 
animals  removed  from  an  infected  place  ?— No 
I would  not. 

12376..  Not  for  a considerable  period?— Not 
for  a period  longer  than  30  days. 

12377.  You  think  it  is  not  safe  to  remove 
them  for  a period  of  from  two  to  three  months  ? 
—I  only  know  of  one  instance  last  year  in  which 
it  broke  out  after  the  restricted  time,  but  there 
may  be  more  cases  that  I do  not  know  of  exactly. 

12378.  You  think  that  a period  of  30  days  is 
not  sufficient? — No.  I think  we  were  far  better 
off  under  the  old  law,  by  which  you  could  go 
back  upon  the  man  who  sold  an  animal  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  though  it  was  two 
months  or  so  after  you  had  bought  it. 

12379.  But  the  new  law  does  not  say  so? — It 
was  interpreted  so  with  us. 

12380.  But  the  courts  have  not  interpreted  it 
so  ? — It  was  interpreted  so  with  ns  after  a certi- 
ficate from  an  inspector  had  been  given  to  remove 
the  cattle  from  the  market.  If  you  had  a certi- 
ficate from  an  inspector  that  a beast  had  been 
clear  from  disease  for  30  days,  and  he  was  allowed 
to  take  it  into  the  market,  you  could  not  fine  the 
man  for  selling  that,  animal. 

P'  12381.  That  maybe  all  true  enough,  but  it 
does  not  prevent  the  buyer  of  the  animal  from 
having  recourse  upon  the  seller,  provided  be  can 
show  that  the  animal  had  the  disease  when  the 
seller  sold  the  animal? — But  it  is  hard  to 
prove  that,  if  the  beast  was  in  a healthy  state 
when  it  was  shown.  The  law  before  was,  that 
when  a man  had  a healthy  beast  which  died  from 
pleuro-pneumonia,  although  the  time  was  more 
than  six  weeks,  you  could  come  upon  the  seller. 

12382.  Have  there  been  any  decisions. hy 
courts  in  your  district  bearing  out  the  view 
which  you  express  ? — Not  that  I am  aware 
of. 

12383.  With  regard  to  the  transit  of  animals 
— of  course  you  have  had  a very  great  deal  of 
experience  in  this  matter — what  do  you  think  as 
to  its  present  condition? — It  depends  very  much 
upon  yourself.  The  railway  companies  allow 
you  to  load  seven  fat  beasts  upon  a small  waggon, 
and  they  charge  you  for  a small  waggon ; you  can 
only  put  in  six  if  you  please,  or  eight.  There  are 
tlu-ee  charges:  there  is  the  small  waggon,  and  the 
medium  waggon,  and  the  large  waggon,  ana  m 
the  17  feet  or  18  feet  waggon  you  can  put  in  ten 
beasts,  and  you  pay  so  much  for  it.  You  put 
seven  in  a medium  waggon,  and  you  pay  so  muen 


noved  to  the  nearest  slaughter-horn^ 
1 from  the  local  authority  ?— Yes  • to 
slaughter-house,  or  the  nearest  fat 
could  get  him  there  if  he  were  a fat 
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r.,  it;  and  you  can  put  in  six  in  a small  one, 
“ad  you  have  to  pay  the  same  as  if  you  put  m 

S‘  12384.  Do  you  thinlc  that  you  hare  much  to 
complain  of  in  the  transit  ?— I have  not  much  to 
^mnlaiii  of;  I think  the  worst  grievance  is  that 
S fe  not  a uniform  rate  of  speed  in  getting 
them  on  to  their  destination. 

1^385.  What  suggestion  would  you  makeloi 
improving  the  transit  of  animals?— I think  that 
n0  animal  should  be  conveyed  at  a less  speed,  if 
they  have  to  go  a distance  of  200  or  300  miles, 
than  10  miles  an  hour. 

19386.  What  experience  have  you  liaci  xn  tnat 

respect? I had  60  beasts  brought  from  near 

Boroughbridge  to  Bronghty  Ferry;  the  animals 
were  43  hours  in  the  waggons  ; it  was  rather  less 
than  five  miles  an  hour. 

12387.  Did  they  suffer  much  apparently  r 
No  I do  not  think  so.  I saw  them  after  they 
came  out,  they  seemed  quite  fresh,  and  my 
brother  saw  them.  . . . . 

12388.  Do  you  think  the  animals  had  perma- 
nently suffered  by  the  length  of  their  fast  ?— I 
could  not  say ; if  you  come  to  say  that  it  is  a 
decided  loss,  it  is  hard  to  prove.  I would  rather 
they  should  be  a shorter  time  in  the  cattle 
waggons,  but  I have  never  experienced  very 
mucl  bad  effect  from  it.  , 

12389.  The  improvement  you  would  like  to 
see  in  the  transit  of  cattle,  is  more  directed  to 
the  speed  at  which  the  trains  bring  them  than  to 
an  improved  structure  of  the  waggon?— Yes,  we 
are  able  to  pay  much  more  expense,  and  it  they 
alter  the  waggons  and  alter  the  system,  it  entails 
more  expense  than  we  are  very  well  able  to  pay. 

12390.  You  think  that  the  present  margin 
which  the  cattle  dealer  has  will  not  allow  him  to 
pay  more  for  the  transit  of  the  cattle  ?— No ; and 
I do  not  think  that  the  cattle  would  he  much 
better;  I do  not  know  that  they  would  be  any. 

12391.  If  the  cattle  were  brought  up  in  such  an 
improved  truck  as  that  of  which  you  see  a model 
on  the  table,  do  you  not  think  that  the  cattle 
would  arrive  in  so  much  better  condition  that 
they  would  bring  you  at  least  some  shillings 
move  per  head  ? — I do  not  know.  I have  never 
seen  it  tried.  . _ , 

12392.  If  you  had  the  option  of  choosing 
between  two  trucks,  one  of  the  ordinary  kind  and 
one  of  the  improved  description,  such  as  is  before 
you,  and  were  informed  that  the  improved  truck 
would  cost  you  from  3 s.  to  _4s.  a head  more  for 
•Carriage,  would  you  he  disposed  to  pay  3 s. 
more,  and  take  the  improved  truck? — I scarcely 
would,  I think.  I would  take  the  present  trucks, 
and  load  the  beasts  carefully. 

12393.  Do  you  find  the  cattle  trucks  iisually 
in  pretty  fair  condition  and  order  with  reference 
to  cleanliness  ? — In  a great  many  cases  they  are, 
so  far  as  we  can  expect  them. 

12394.  Are  there  certain  cases  m which  they 
are  not  properly  cleansed  ? — Yes,  in  a large 
market,  when  they  have  been  unloaded,  and  you 
want  to  load  them  again,  they  have  not  time 
sometimes  to  clean  them ; that  is  the  only  excep  ■ 
tion. 

12395.  What  length  of  time  would  there  be 
between  unloading  and  loading  again  ? I liave 
seen  a thousand  cattle  standing  waiting  to  be 
loaded  before  the  trucks  were  unloaded,  and 
when  the  cattle  were  taken  to  the  trucks  they 
were  just  loaded  again. 

0.58. 


12396.  The  trucks  were  wanted  to  be  rc-loaded  Smith. 

as  soon  as  the  cattle  could  be  got  out  of  them  ? 

— Yes  ; they  tried  to  give  the  trucks  a sort  of  3 july  1873-. 
clean,  hut  there  was  not  time  for  it ; but  that  is 
not  often  the  case. 

12397.  Then  as  regards  transit,  I understand 
you  to  think  that  the  great  desideratum  is  an  in- 
creased and  continuous  speed  for  the  delivery  of 
cattle  ? — Yes. 

12398.  And  you,  as  a cattle-dealer,  would  be 
satisfied  if  you  were  insured  a minimum  of  not 
less  than  10  miles  an  hour,  including  stoppages  ? 

— I should  be  perfectly  satisfied. 

12399.  Have  you  had  an  opportunity  of  know- 
ing about  the  Glasgow  lairs  for  cattle  ? — Yes,  I 
see  them  every  week. 

12400.  Are  those  lairs  for  fat  cattle  and  store 
cattle  ? — For  both. 

12401.  Are  both  the  store  and  fat  cattle  mixed 
indiscriminately  in  those  lairs? — Not  exactly 
mixed,  but  the  fat  cattle  are  taken  out  in  the 
morning  for  the  fat  market;  then  the  boats  come 
in  from  Ireland,  and  the  cattle  from  the  boats 
come  into  the  lairs  immediately  after  the  others 
have  been  taken  out. 

12402.  So  that  if  any  fat  animal  has  been 
affected  with  disease,  there  is  great  risk  of  the 
store  cattle  coming  in  immediately  after  taking 
the  disease? — Yes;  the  store  beasts  come  into 
the  same  pens. 

- 12403.  If  a farmer  has  a doubtful  animal 
which  he  is  rather  suspicious  of  being  affected 
with  disease,  is  it  likely  to  find  its  way  to  these 
market  lairs  in  Glasgow  ? — If  a farmer  has  a 
Least  he  is  doubtful  of,  he  always  sends  him  to 
the  fat  market  the  first  opportunity. 

12404.  What  provision  would  you  make  for 
remedying  that  state  of  matters  ?- — If  there  was  a 
possibility  of  getting  sufficient  lairage  nothin  the 
fat  market  at  all,  but  for  lean  beasts ; if  you 
could  get  it  somewhere  near  to  the  railway 
station  or  wharfage,  or  some  other  place  other 
than  the  lairage  in  the  fat  market,  that  would 
meet  the  case. 

12405.  Would  the  farmers  or  dealers  take 
their  store  animals  to  that  market  ? — Certainly 
they  would ; there  is  no  question  they  would  do 
that. 

12406.  Would  you  have  a store  market  m con- 
nection with  it  ? — No,  there  is  no  need  for  store 
cattle  at  Glasgow.  . 

12407.  How  do  the  store  cattle  come  to  be  in 
those  lairs  ?— They  bring  them  there  to  feed  them 
before  bringing  them  on  the  railway,  because 
they  go  into  Forfarshire,  and  sometimes  to 
Morayshire. 

12408.  I understand  you  would  want  a special 
lair  as  a depot  for  store  cattle  upon  transit 
from  Ireland  to  the  north  of  Scotland?— Yes, 


ixactly. 

12409.  Do  you  think  that  would  he  a very 
jonsiderable  advantage  to  dealers  and  farmers  in 
hese  Irish  cattle  ?— 1 think  it  ought  to  be,  con- 
iidering  that  if  cattle  have  any  disease  about 
them  tliey  are  likely  to  find  their  way  to  a fat 
narket,  and  it  is  an  advantage  not  to  have  lean 
store  cattle  following  that  bad  beast. 

12410.  Would  that  give  additional  confidence 
to  fanners  in  England  and  Scotland? — I presume 

12411.  And  I presume  it  would  not  necessarily 

invoke  any  exta  expense  ?-N°.  ^ ^ 
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Mr.  Snath.  12412.  Wliat  do  you  pay  for  resting  the  Irish 
3 July  1873  cattlc  in  these  Glasgow  lairs  at  present? — We 
' pay  for  going  in  with  fat  cattle  before  eight 
o’clock  at  night  Is.  a head ; and  if  they  go  in 
after  that,  it  is  9 d.  a head. 

12413.  What  do  they  get  for  that? — They  get 
water  and  they  get  a little  hay  ; it  cannot,  be  a 
very  great  deal  that  they  get. 

12414.  Have  you  had  foot-and-mouth  disease 
upon  your  farm?— Yes,  I have  had  it. 

12415.  What  loss  do  you  consider  is  incurred 
to  store  cattle  by  foot-and-mouth  disease,  upon 
the  average? — If  you  keep  them  from  9 to  12 
months  it  is  very  ill  to  say  what  it  is : if  you 
have  them  for  a shorter  period  you  count  a little 
upon  the  risk  in  buying  fat  beasts,  but  I do  not 
think  much  of  it. 

12416.  You  think  that  if  a man  is  goiug  to 
keep  his  store  cattlc  for  six  or  nine  months  after 
they  are  diseased,  he  will  have  very  little  loss  at 
the  end  of  nine  montlis  from  foot-and-mouth 
disease  ? — That  is  my  opinion. 

12417.  Mr.  Clare  Bead.'}  You  do  not  think  it  of 
any  consequence  losing  a month’s  keep  ? — You 
do  not  lose  it ; we  keep  about  200  beasts,  and  if 
you  are  careful  you  do  not  lose  it. 

12418.  Chairman.']  Does  not  the  beast  go  back 

during  the  time  that  he  is  ill?— Very  little; 
during  the  four  or  five  days  that  the  fever  is 
upon  him  he  does,  but  you  have  only  got  to  keep 
him  well  littered  and  dry,  and  give  him  a little 
cake,  and  so  on. 

12419.  J3ut  take  the  case  of  milch  cows? — 
There  is  sometimes  bother  with  them  by  the  loss 
of  the  udder. 

12420.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Do  you  think  that  the 
loss  upon  milch  cows  is  over-estimated  at  27..  a 
head  upon  the  average  ?— I should  not  believe 
that  it^  could  be  over-estimated  at  21.  a head 


„ — „ ar  zi.  a Head; 

when  they  are  calving  they  lose  rather  more. 

12421.  What  is  the  loss  upon  fat  cattle? — I 
had  a lot ; I do  not  think  they  lost  much ; they 
were  large  beasts,  and  the  beasts  got  rather  dear  ; 
it  was  about  the  latter  end  of  November,  and  I 
made  about  1 1.  a piece  more  on  them. 

12422.  The  markets  helped  you  in  that  case  ? 
— Yes. 

12423.  And  it  was  not  a very  severe  attack  ? 
—No,  but  it  is  not  generally  very  severe;  cattle 
winch  have  been  long  travelling  take  it  more 
severely  than  if  they  have  been  kept  quietly 
upon  a farm.  1 J 

12424  Chairman.]  How  many  days  does  a 
beast  go  back ; suppose  you  had  a beast  which 
would  be  ready  for  market  in  two  months,  and  he 
took  foot-and-mouth  disease,  how  many  days 
would  be  added  to  the  necessity  of  keeping  him  ? 

The  animal  would  have  the  fever  for  four  or 
five  days  and  he  would  be  some  days  before  he 

mVht1  H 1 agam  5 he  WCrald  be  bacli  a fort- 
night altogether. 

a ln£  H Ym  mean  t0  say 'that 

a bullock,  at  the  end  of  a fortnight,  is  aa  good  aa 
he  was  before  he  had  the  disease  ?— Some  of  them 

rt,.12426'  Bnt,  a rule  ? I would  not  aav,  if 
they  are  newly-driven  beasts,  that  they  are  as 

12427.  Mr.  Pell.']  Do  their  feet  ever  get  right 

have  bT£t  *"“*  °f  tl,era 

f cfajr']  ®ometimes  among  cattle 

upon  a farm,  if  they  are  reasonably  attended  to, 


the  disease  does  not  manifest  auy 
external  symptoms,  does  it?_W0  it  ,ro“S 
12429.  In  some  cases  it  is  so  miM  as“m  h 

somewhat  difficult  to  determine  ? T w * be 

oases  of  It  1 it  depends  upon  the  weather ; If  5 
cold,  wet  weather,  and  they  lie  upon  the  if? 
they  suffer  very  much;  bit  if  yo,°  dWde  ? 
cattle  and  keep  them  under  shelter  and  * 
them  propel-  litter  and  n little  better  attadfZ 

she^“vX“C'th  *•** 

HW1’  T°  ”y  lM'g<!  cxte,lt  ? — Some  seasons 

12432.  Were  the  oases  among  sheep  «ene- 
lally-  severe?— Amongst  what  we  calf  blas- 
ted sheep;  that  is  to  say,  horned  blaek-fS 
three  m four  year  old  wethers  or  owes,  I have 
seen  it  injure  them  very  much  when  they  have 
been  feeding  on  the  turnips,  but  with  vomit  iZ 
it  has  done  very  little  injury.  ^ S 0gS 

12433.  Has  it  attacked  pigs  in  Forfarshire  ?— 
1 es,  it.  has. 

12434.  Does  the  disease  attack  them  badly?- 

I h°,dyo  kc5’  f ‘If e;  ™*  *cy  it.  and  I think 
1 had  one  that  died  from  it. 

tJu435'  !Vh>  Arc,  y°ur  boas(s  ever  at- 

tacked only  m the  mouth,  and  not  at  all  m the 
foot? -They  are  attacked  a little  in  the  foot,  but 
if  they  arc  well  littered  in  clean,  dry  straw,  and 
kept  loose,  tho  feet  very  soon  recover,  although 
the  cattle  will  saliva  a good  deal  at  the  mouth, 
yet  generally  when  we  have  good  beasts  we  try 
to  give  them  a little  corn,  and  do  the  best  we  can 
with  them. 

12436.  You  nurse  them  ? — Yes. 

^437.  Have  you  done  anything  to  their  feet? 
— *es  1 tried  last  year  to  poultice  them,  and  I 
found  that  it  made  them  far  worse  than  if  we  had 
let  thorn  be. 

1243S.  Have  your  cattle  had  foot-and-mouth 
disease  twice  in  any  instance  ?— I am  not  aware 
ot  _ any  that  have  had  foot-and-mouth  disease 
twice. 

12439.  Is  that,  the  case  with  Forfarshire  gener- 
« y,  that  cattle  have  not  had  the  disease  twice 
within  twelve  months?— I have  heard  different 
people  say  that  they  have  had  their  cattle  at- 
tacked twice. 

12440.  Chairman.]  Did  I understand  you  to 
say  that  you  were  in  favour  of  removing  all 
restrictions  with  regard  to  foot-and-mouth 
disease.— -I  would  not  allow  cattle  to  be  shown 
in  a market  had  with  the  foot-and-mouth  disease. 

12441.  And  you  would  not  allow  them  to  be 
moved  along  the  roads  ? — I would  have  that  done 
as  little  as  possible. 

12442.  One  of  the  restrictions  which  exist  at 
present  is  that  the  owner  of  cattle  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  is  not  allowed  to  move  them 
about ; would  you  be  in  favour  of  removing  that 
restriction  ? — -I  would  rather  be  iu  favour  of  re- 
moving it  than  of  keeping  on  the  restriction  that 
we  have. 

12443.  What  is  the  restriction  which  you 
have  ? The  restriction  which  we  have  is  that  if 
you  have  cattle  lying  in  a field,  you  cannot  re- 
move them  to  give  them  shelter. 

12444.  That  is  not  a statutory  order,  but  a 
regulation  made  by  the  local  authority ; do  you 
desire  that  the  statutory  restriction  of  moving 
beasts  along  public  roads  should  be  removed  ? — 

I would 
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T would  rather  it  was  removed  ; the  restrictions 
in  Forfarshire,  I am  safe  in  saying,  did  not  in 
the  least  check  the  disease  least  year.  _ 

12445.  Was  that  because  the  restrictions  were 
not  properly  carried  out  ?— I believe  the  restric- 
tions were  perfectly  well  carried  out,  but  the  dis- 
ease was  over  the  whole  county. 

12446.  Do  the  fanners  in  Forfarshire  give  no- 
tice to  the  authorities  when  the  disease  breaks 
out  upon  their  farms  ?— I think,  as  a rule,  they 

*12447.  If  they  give  notice,  and  therefore  the 
animals  are  prevented  from  moving  along  a 
public  road,  does  that  not  tend  to  check  the 
spread  of  disease  ? — It  made  no  difference  last 
year,  and  it  was  a most  extraordinary  case  that 
amongst  cattle  which  were  at  a distance  of  a mile 
from  any  disease,  the  disease  broke  out,  and  there 


Mr.  Smiths 
3 July  1873. 


12449.  That  is  to  say,  that  the  infection 
spreads  more  rapidly  in  some  seasons  than  in 
others,  but  you  do  not  imagine,  if  you  had  a 
beast  in  Forfarshire  which  was  never  in  contact 
with  disease,  that  disease  would  break  out  spon- 
taneously in  him  ? — I do  not  know  that,  there 
have  been  some  very  strange  cases  in  Forfar- 
shire. 

12450.  It  is  upon  that  understanding  that  you 
are  in  favour  of  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  ? 
■•-Quite  so. 


could  not  have  been  any  contact  with  diseased 
animals. 

12448.  Do  you  think  the  disease  is  indigenous, 
and  that  it  is  not  propagated  by  infection  ? — I 
do  not  know  about  that,  but  there  are  some  sea- 
sons which  are  much  worse  for  it  than  others. 
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Monday,  Jth  July  18/3. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT; 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Jacob  Brig-lit. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mx\  Dodson. 

Mr.  William  Edward  Forster. 


Mr.  Ivavanagh. 
Mr.  Monsell. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Clare  Bead. 
Mr.  llidley. 

Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Eight  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  Herbert  Murray,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


Mr.  12451.  Chairman .]  You  hold  an  office  in  Ire- 
H. Murray,  land,  I believe? — I do. 

- TuCTa,,,  12^2-  What  office  do  you  hold  ?— I am  Trea- 
7 J y io73  sury  Remembrancer. 

12453.  Will  you  tell  the  Committee  what  that 
means  j'— I represent  the  Treasury  there. 

12454.  How  long  have  you  been  there?  — 
About  two  years  and  a half. 

12455.  Being  Treasury  Remembrancer,  I 
suppose  means  that  you  constantly  remind  the 
Treasury,  and  call  their  attention  to  the  expenses 
m Ireland  ? — Yes,  if  they  refer  to  me,  I make 
inquiries  for  them. 

12456.  You  have  read  Professor  Ferguson’s 
evidence,  have  you  not  ? — I have. 

12457.  Have  you  any  remark  that  you  wish 
to  make  upon  that  evidence  ?— Yes ; there  are 
some  points  I wish  to  refer  to. 

12458.  At  -Question  5273,  Professor  Fero-u- 
son  was  asked,  “ Have  you  a secretary  in  that 
department?”  and  he  replied,  “It  is  not  al- 
Trliave  70U  a’>y  remark  to  make  upon 
that?— -Yes j when  the  staff  of  the  department 
was  paid  out  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Fund,  Pro- 
lessor Ferguson’s  staff  consisted  of  himself  at 
three  guineas  a day,  a secretary  at  7 s.  6 d.  a 
day,  a clerk  at  3 a.  6 d.,  the  constable  at  5 s., 
two  messengers,  and  a butcher.  When  I in- 
quned  into  the  matter,  he  proposed  as  the 
stali,  one  veterinary  surgeon,  one  secretary, 
two  clerks,  one  accounting  clerk,  one  caretaker, 
two  messengers,  and  one  office  cleaner.  The 
-treasury  appointed  him  as  head  of  the  de- 
partment; in  place  of  the  secretary  a second 
veterinary  surgeon  at  12  s.  6 d.  a day,  two  police 
cieiks,  and  one  boy,  waiter  and  messenger.  The 
secretary  was  cut  out,  and  a second  veterinary 
surgeon  put  in  at  12  s.  6 d.  a day. 

12469.  Mr . Momell.-]  He  says,  “There  are 
five  cieiks  in  the  office,  and  a veterinary  sxu-geon, 
whose  time  is  partially  devoted  to  it”?_Yes 
that  was  changed.  Professor  Ferguson  stated 
that  he  could  not  get  a competent  surgeon  at 
12  s.  6 d.,  and  he  was  authorised  to  employ  one 
a guinea  a day ; at  a later  date  he  came  to  me 
and  asked  if  he  might  employ  two  veterinary 
surgeons  in  two  different  directions  at  half  a 
guinea  a day,  and  the  Treasury  acceded  to  that 
request. 

12460.  Professor  Ferguson  said,  “ There  are 


five  clerks  at  present  engaged,  but  the  Treasury 
wanted  to  reduce  the  number  to  two,  and  now 
after  a great  deal  of  difficulty  they  have  allowed 
me  one  extra;  ” does  that  mean  that  the  Trea- 
sury  allowed  six  clerks  ?— There  are  three  esta- 
blished  clerks ; the  third  was  given  without  any 
difficulty  at  all ; the  whole  thing  did  not  occupy 
a month.  lJ 

12461.  Professor  Ferguson  says,  “I  how- 
ever keep  the  five  on  at  my  own  risk  and  ex- 
Vote  ‘,J’~T  lCy  arc  paid  out  of  tlie  Veterinary 

12462.  W hat  docs  Professor  Ferguson  mean 
by  saying  that,  " I however  keep  the  five  on  at 
my  own  risk  and  expense  ” ?— Professor  Fergu- 
son has  sometimes  advanced  money  for  the  pay  of 
his  clerks,  instead  of  paying  them  in  the  regular 
way. 

12463.  Does  it  mean  that  Professor  Ferguson 
docs  not  get  the  money  back  ?— No,  lie  gets  the 
money  back. 

12464.  How  many  clerks,  as  a matter  of  fact,” 
are  there  now  employed  in  the  office? — Five: 
three  permanent  and  two  temporary  clerks. 

12465.  And  those  five  are  paid  by  the  Trea- 
sury, are  they  not  V — Yes,  but  the  salary  of  the 
two  last  still  requires  Treasury  sanction. 

■ 12466.  Chairman.  1 Professor  Ferguson  says, 
that  after  a good  deal  of  difficulty  he  was  allowed 
one  extra  clerk  ? — I have  the  correspondence 
here. 

.12467 . Was  it  a long  correspondence  ? — No;  I 
will  give  you  the  dates.  Professor  Ferguson 
wrote  to  the  Irish  Government  upon  the  19th  of 
February ; the  Irish  Government  wrote  to  the 
Treasury  upon  the  7th  of  March,  and  the  Trea- 
sury referred  it  to  me  upon  the  17th  of  March. 

I reported,  upon  the  1st  of  April,  and  the  Trea- 
sury sanctioned  it  upon  the  4th  of  April. 

12468.  I see  in  answer  to  Question  5282,  Pro- 
fessor I erguson  says  that  the  permanent  staff 
was  only  three  clerks ; I thought  you  stated  that 
it  was  five  ? — It  consists  of  three  permanent  and 
two  temporary  clerks. 

12469.  What  is  the  reason  it  is  not  five  per- 
manent clerks  ? — Because  the  work  differs  so 
much  in  the  summer  months  from  what  it  does 
in  the  winter.  In  the  winter  months  there  are 
as  many  as  4,500  restricted  farms,  and  at  the 
present  moment  there  are  only  141. 

12470.  With 
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^2470.  With  regard  to  the  55,785  papers  regis- 
tered, is  it  your  opinion  that  the  “ registered  ” 
should  be  merely  “ stamped  ” ?— I think  that 
professor  Ferguson  makes  a confusion  between 
registration  and  stamping. 

*2471.  Mr.  Monsell.]  You  do  not  apply  that 
to  the  whole  of  that  number  ? — No,  many  of 
those  papers  are  registered,  but  a very  large 
number  are  only  stamped. 

12472.  In  answer  to  Question  5293,  Professor 
Ferguson  states  that  his  salary  has  been  reduced 
“from  very  nearly  1,400  l.  a year  to  750  7.,  al- 
though the  work  is  nearly  15  times  as  much,  and 
my  time  is  fully  occupied  by  it  ” ? — When  Pro- 
fessor Ferguson  was  paid  from  the  county  rates 
his  salary  was  three  guineas  a day. 

12473.  Was  he  employed  the  whole  year?  — 
He  was  employed,  1 think,  from  the  1st  of 
January  1866,  or  sometime  in  1866,  to  the  end  of 
1867  ; that  was  two  years. 

12474.  It  was  1,400  7.  a year  at  that  time  ? — It 
was  1,150Z.;  then  in  January  1868  the  department 
was  abolished  by  the  Irish  Government.  Professor 
Ferguson  previously  to  that  wrote  to  the  Irish 
Government  to  be  “ permitted  to  retain,  as  an 
honorary  appointment,  my  professional  position 
under  the  Privy  Council  Office,  receiving  re- 
muneration only  for  such  professional  services  as 
the  Government  may  hereafter  officially  direct 
me  to  undertake.”  Professor  Ferguson  wrote 
that  letter  in  1867.  From  the  time  the  old  de- 
partment was  abolished  up  to  October  1869,  Pro- 
fessor Ferguson  appears  to  have  been  occasionally 
consulted  by  the  Irish  Government  when  Orders 
in  Council  were  issued,  and  during  that  time  I 
think  there  were  14  of  those,  but  when  I came 
to  inquire  I found  that  there  had  been  no  official 
directions  given  upon  the  subject  to  him. 

12475.  Chairman.']  What  is  his  present  salary  ? 
— £.  750,  with  private  practice. 

12476.  Was  Professor  Ferguson  in  private 
practice  when  he  got  his  three  guineas  a day  ? — 
There  was  no  restriction  upon  him. 

12477.  Then  the  statement  is  true,  is  it  not, 
that  his  salary  is  reduced  from  1,400  7.  a year  to 
750  1.  ? — Not  from  1,400  7.  but  from  1,150  7. 

12478.  Do  you  wish  to  make  any  remark  with 
reference  to  Professor  Ferguson’s  answer  to  Ques- 
tion 5302  ? — The  office  is  in  a very  small  house  ; 
it  is  not  a very  large  house.  Then  as  regards 
the  last  part  of  his  answer,  he  says  he  had  only 
7 s.  a week  given  him  for  a person  to  reside  in 
the  house  to  keep  the  fires,  clean  up,  &c.;  the 
proposal  was  to  remove  him  from  that  office, 
which  was  his  own  house,  to  a house  near  the 
Castle;  one  of  the  police  constables  was  to  live  in 
the  upper  part  of  the  house,  and  to  have  an 
allowance  of  7 s.  a week  for  a charwoman. 

12479.  I see  that  I asked  Professor  Fergu- 
son at  the  end  of  that  day’s  evidence  the 
following  question:  “ I think  you  stated  that  you 
got  no  salary  for  two  years;  is  that  so?’’  to  which 
he  replied,  “I  do  not  think  I was  paid  from  1867 
to  1869  j”  what  is  the  explanation  of  that? — When 
I came  to  inquire  I found  there  was  no  basis 
^pon  which  to  pay  him,  because  there  were  no 
directions  given  by  the  Irish  Government  to  him 
according  to  his  application  that  lie  should  re- 
Ceive  directions,  and  I accordingly  said  that  we 
Would  pay  him  upon  the  income  tax  return  he  had 
laade  for  the  two  previous  years ; but  he  said  that 
tnat  was  unfair,  because  he  had  made  no  return, 
and  had  only  been  assessed  upon  300  7.  a year. 

e proposed  that  he  should  receive  three  guineas 
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a day  from  October  1869  to  the  time  when  I was 
inquiring,  including  Sundays.  I objected  to  the 
.Sundays,  but  proposed  that  lie  should  receive  the 
three  guineas  a day  for  six  days  in  the  week ; 
that,  was  to  cover  any  remuneration  which  was 
due  to  him  between  1867  and  October  1869. 

12480.  How  long  did  lie  receive  those  three 
guineas?— From  October  1869  to  June  1871. 

12481.  You  overpaid  him  from  1869  to  1871, 
in  order  to  make  up  for  his  not  being  paid  from 
1867  to  1869  ? — Quite  so,  there  being  no  basis 
upon  which  to  pay  him  for  the  period  from  1st 
January  1868  to  30th  September  1869- 

12482.  Are  there  any  demands  which  he  made 
in  the  interests  of  the  Veterinary  Department 

which  you  have  been,  and  are  now  refusing  ? 

No. 

12483.  Mr.  Monsell.']  His  present  staff,  you 
say,  is  five  clerks  ? — His  present  staff  consists  of 
three  permanent  and  two  temporary  clerks. 

12484.  The  two  temporary  clerks  are  police- 
men, I suppose  ?— They  are. 

12485.  Are  the  other  three  clerks  policemen 
also? — Yes,  they  are  all  policemen. 

12486.  How  much  does  the  whole  annual  ex- 
pense of  his  department  amount  to  ? — 1 see  ho 
puts  it  at  1,500  7.  I think  it  is  1,800  7.  in  the 
Estimate. 

12487.  That  is  the  whole  cost? — The  whole 
cost  of  the  head-quarter’s  staff. 

12488.  Including  everything?  — Including 
everything. 

12489.  I see  that  in  England  it  is 
12,962  7.  10  s.  7 d.,  including  rent  of  office  and 
everything;  there  seems  to  be  a good  deal  of 
difference  in  the  two  sums? — There  is  a great 
difference  between  the  working  of  the  two 
systems.  In  Ireland  the  brunt  of  the  work  of 
the  department  is  done  by  the  constabulary  in 
the  country. 

12490.  You  get  police  clerks  more  cheaply 
than  clerks? — Yes,  we  get  them  more  cheaply. 

12491.  Yon  have  satisfied  yourself,  I presume, 
by  inquiry  that  the  present  staff  is  sufficient  to 
dischai-ge  the  duties  which  are  imposed  upon  the 
department  ? — I have. 

12492.  I believe  you  are  of  opinion  there 
should  be  one  alteration  ? — Yes,  as  regards  the 
holydays  ; the  only  permanent  addition  I should 
propose  would  be  as  regards  the  holydays ; that 
was  an  oversight  of  mine ; hut  with  the  staff 
they  have  now  it  is  ample,  the  sergeant  said,  for 
any  holydays  they  want. 

] 2493.  Therefore  all  you  think  it  necessary  to 
do  is  to  give  one  more  clerk,  and  give  more  holy- 
days  ? — One  or  two  more  is  ample. 

12494.  It  has  been  the  case  for  two  months, 
has  it  not,  that  vessels  embarking  animals  from 
Ireland  for  England  are  inspected? — Yes,  by  the 
constabulary. 

1249 5.  Out  of  wbat  fund  is  that  inspection 
paid  for  ? — That  at  present  is  liable  to  be  paid 
for  from  the  Irish  local  rate. 

12496.  Do  you  consider  that  to  be  just? — No. 

12497.  Chairman.]  Is  that  so? — Yes. 

12498.  Mr.  Monsell.]  Out  of  what  fund  do 
you  think  that  inspection  should  be  paid  ? — I 
think  that  inspection  ought  to  be  paid  from  the 
public  moneys ; the  inspection  is  in  view  of  the 
English  interest. 

12499.  You  think  that  that  certainly  ought  not 
to  be  paid  by  Ireland  ? — Yes,  but  in  saying  that 
I speak  as  an  individual,  not  as  a Treasury 
officer. 

3 S 12500.  Mr. 


Mr. 

H.  Murray. 
7 July  1873. 
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Mr.  12500.  Mr.  Monsell.]  Will  you  explain  to  the  12517.  He  had  1,800  l.  for  four  years’  s 1 

3.  Murray.  Committee  what  the  Irish  local  rate  is? — The  — No,  we  did  not  recognise  any  salary  ' 

t7  ~o  original  Act  said  that  the  rate  should  not  exceed,  except  from  October  1869,  from  which  dat  i?1 

7 July  1S73.  1 think,  a farthing  in  the  pound,  and  that  was  said  he  had  given  almost  his  entire  services*  ^ 
levied,  and  14,000  /.  was  collected.  12518..  Was  that  at  the  commencement  of  ri> 

12501.  It  might  be  a penny,  might  it  not  ? — Cattle  Diseases  Act  which  applied  to.  Ireland  v 8 

No,  I think  not,  because  if  levied  again,  they  I think  it  was  the  following  year  that  the  n ~Z 

must  levy  the  same  amount,  and  14,000  /.  is  too  Act  was  passed.  The  disease  came  into  tif 

much.  Half  that  amount  was  repaid  to  the  country  again.  and  the  department  became  acti 

counties  when  the  Veterinary  Department  was  once  more.  1 

broken  up.  It  was  refunded  to  them,  and  there  12519.  What  disease  are  you  referring  to 
is  a balance  of  about  1,700 1.  in  the  hands  of  the  having  come  into  the  country? — The  foot  a! 
department  now.  mouth  disease  became  more  prevalent  then  ** 

12502.  It  is  not  that  any  rate  is  levied  now  ; 12520.  You  say  that  the  department 

it  is  only  the  balance  of  the  old  rate  ? — That  is  so  ; 1 >800  /.  a year,  and  that  Professor  Ferguson’ 


department  now.  mouth  disease  became  more  prevalent  then  * 

12502.  It  is  not  that  any  rate  is  levied  now  ; 12520.  You  say  that  the  department 

it  is  only  the  balance  of  the  old  rate  ? — That  is  so  ; 1 >800  /.  a year,  and  that  Professor  Ferguson’ 

there  has  been  no  rate  levied  since  1867  or  1866.  salary  was  750  l.  ? — Yes. 

12503.  In  order  to  meet  this  charge,  if  it  were  12521.  What  was  the  other  1,050  l.  expended 
necessary  to  continue  the  expense,^  would  be  upon? — The  other  clerks,  and  travelling  expenses 
necessary  to  impose  a rate  ? — -Yes,  in  a year  or  and  the  rent  of  his  premises ; he  received  100Z  a 
two  it  would.  _ year  for  the  rent  of  his  premises  and  a small  yard 

12504.  Chairman.']  You  say  you  think  inspec-  12522.  Is  that  a quarantine  yard?— That  is 
tion  at  the  Irish  ports  should  -be  paid  for  out  of  what  it  is  nominally  used  for. 
the  Imperial  funds?— Yes,  I think  so.  12523.  Those  clerks  are  all  police-officers  as 

12505.  But  the  object  of  it  is  to  avoid  the  well  ? — They  are. 

Irish  animals  coming  over  diseased  to  English  12524.  Do  they  get  salaries  as  police-officers 
ports,  is  it  not  ?— Yes.  as  well  as  for  being  clerks  ?— They  get  their  pay 

12506.  I suppose  you  are  aware  that  if  those  as  police  clerks,  and  also  extra ‘pay  for  extra 
diseased  animals  were  to  continue  to  come  over,  hours. 

there  would  be  very  strong  pressure  to  have  the  __  12525.  How  much  do  they  receive  under  this 
same  very  severe  restrictions,  or  something  very  Veterinary  Vote  ? — They  get  their  whole  pay  out 
like  them  upon  the  Irish  import,  as  there  are  of  that.  ‘ 1 1 

upon  the  foreign  import  ? — Yes,  there  would  be.  12526.  Then  the  whole  cost  of  the  office  is 
12507.  I suppose  you  would  not  be  surprised  under  1,800  and  not  1,500 1,  as  Professor  Fer- 
* to  hear  that  that  would  he  considered  a very  guson  says? — No,  the  whole  cost  of  the  head- 
great  disadvantage  by  Irish  exporters  ? — No  quarters  staff  is  1,800  /.  a year;  he  was  speaking 
doubt  it  would  be.  from  memory.  0 

12508.  Is  there  not  ground  for  saying  that  it  is  12527.  If*  you  say  he  was  speaking  from 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Irish  exporter  himself,  memory,  will  you  give  the  Committee  some 
that  he  should  only  export  healthy  animals  ?—  figures  with  reference  to  this  1,0504  ?— The  actual 

les,  that  seems  to  be  true.  figures  are  1,893  /. 

. 1250p-  Mr.  Monsell]  Do  you  think  that  this  12528.  What  is  that  made  up  of?— Salaries 
inspection  is  of  any  use? — I cannot  give  an  and  wages,  1,407  7.;  wages  and  taxes,  136/  • 

tl^,t  F°iut-  ' travelling.  100 1. ; and  other  items. 

. 125 ;?•  Mr.  Clare  Bead.]  Do  you  say  that  this  12529.  Then  Professor  Ferguson,  I suppose, 
inspection  is  now  paid  for  by  the  local  rate  of  the  referred  to  salaries  and  wages,  and  rates  and 
town  or  port  in  which  the  animals  are  embarked  ? taxes,  and  did  not  give  the  travelling  and  inci- 
Vo°*’ i' ? w, t ,e  g€Uei£l  1?cal  »*£■  dental  expenses  ?-l  think  lie  must  have  forgotten 

1-0 it.  When  was  Professor  Ferguson  first  the  two  or  three  lower  items, 
employed  by  the  Irish  Government  ?-ln  1866.  12530.  There  is  recent  increase  apparently, 

12512.  And  from  186/  to  1869  Professor  Fer-  because  in  the  year  1872  the  estimate  was  only 
gusou  did  not  get  any  salary  at  all  ?— He  was  1,200 1.  ? — I do  not  think  the  whole  of  it  was  ex- 
employed  at  Ins  own  request  as  a kind  of  honorary  pressed  in  the  estimate  of  the  preceding  year, 
consuitmg  physician,  and  the  Treasury  knew  12531.  There  is  an  increase  of  693 1.  in  this 


nothing  at  all  about  it. 


12531.  There  is  an  increase  of  693  l.  in  this 
last  year  ? — Yea,  hut  that  was  not  the  increase  of 


,, I.251.3' y,h7  wf  tif  oM  department,  whatever  the  year. ' There  has  been  a very  slight  increase 
that  might  be,  abolished  ? — The  Irish  Govern-  this  year. 


ment  abolished  it ; I cannot  say  why. 

TO  *1/1  m.*  ia.  . ,>  Jr,- 


yo*i/i  mi  4.  ' ..  "v-  12532.  What  other  expenses  are  there  to  carry 

pi„mio  f.  hat  was^  it  called;  “The  Cattle  out  the  orders  of  the  Veterinary  Department  in 

T>  paftme?t  Tb®7“lledittheVete-  other  parts  of  Ireland;  are  they  all  charged  to 

toe? ; w“  a department  of  the  the  police  force?— Tire  reports  are  all  made  by 
,,  (r ...  , meut,  paid  altogether  at  first  from  the  constabulary ; there  is  no  separate  charge 
tn  „ t? “t™  *bli  Treasury  agreed  made  in  the  Constabulary  Vote  on  account  of 
“st  “e  head-quarter  staff  the  the  services  they  contribute  to  the  Veterinary 

same  as  ihey  pay  the  head-quarter  staff  in  Lon-  Department. 

*!s*  oe?sed  st  tbe  ™<1  of: 1867.  12533.  Is  there  an  increase  of  the  Vote  in  con- 


19*1*  iti • * ...  ‘wu.1.  xs  mere  an  increase  01  uie  vuiumwin- 

no  sJnrv  for  t ““sequence  of  his  havmg  had  sequence  ?— No,  there  is  not. 
to  niv  Hm  rtfr'  yi 2al,a'7°“  “Steed  for  18  months  12534.  So  that  really  the  whole  cost  to  the 
in  thlt  m-T  r * v V we  Bettled  Imperial  Exchequer  of  carrying  out  the  Con- 

oftenSj?',  1 Pro.fes!or  ^ol'SUS0u  very  tagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  for  Ireland  is 

0tta  oompromised  at  that  rate.  about  1,8001.  a year?— That  hardly  represents 

900  7 n \roni1?  Pv  Hm  ati  -t  ie  ^ ubout  _ the  facta  of  the  case,  because  the  imperial  officers 

BOrtietlimg  like  that,  and  all  over  Ireland  are  also  working  for  the  depart- 

we  paid  the  rent  of  Ins  house,  and  lie  gained  ment. 

sundry  other  advantages  by  the  arrangement.  12535.  Are  you  not  aware  that  almost  all  the 
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expenses  under  the  Act  throughout  the  coun- 
try are  paid  by  the  local  authorities  in  England 
and  Scotland,  and  not  any  of  them  by  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  ? — I believe  so,  hut  I have  not 
Inquired  into  the  English  Acts  at  all. 

12536.  So  that  whatever  extra  work  may  be 
put  upon  the  Irish  Constabulary,  there  is  a very 
jarge  expense  in  working  the  Act  in  the  _ pro- 
vinces, which  is  borne  by  the  local  authorities  in 
England  ?— I have  not  seen  the  figures  given  by 
the°English  Department. 

12537.  What  are  the  duties  of  the  Veterinary 
Department  in  Ireland ; do  they  advise  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  the  Irish  Government  as  to  what 
steps  should  be  taken  to  eradicate  and  stop  dis- 
ease ? — Yes.  _ 

12538.  They  have  the  whole  responsibility 
thrown  upon  them  ? — Yes. 

12539.  In  the  same  way,  I suppose,  as  the  Eng- 
lish Department  advise  the  Privy  Council  here  ? 
—I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  English 
Veterinary  Department. 

1 2540.  Do  you  think  that  there  is  a gteat  dif- 
ference between  12,000 1.  a year  and  1,800  l.  for 
working  an  Act  of  Parliament? — Yes,  no  doubt, 
there  is. 

12541.  I suppose  the  Irish  officials  would  look 
upon  that  as  an  Irish  grievance  ? — They  might 
do  so. 

12542.  Where  does  stationery  come  in  in  the 
Irish  Vote  ? — There  is  no  charge  for  stationery 
made  in  the  Irish  Vote. 

12543.  Mr.  Monsell .]  Is  not  that  charged 
under  “ Incidental  Expenses  ”? — No. 

12544.  Then  that  is  to  be  added,  whatever  it 
is?— Yes. 

12545.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  You  do  not  know 
why  the  great  increase  of  nearly  700 1.  has 
been  made  in  the  last  year? — That  is  not  an 
increase ; it  must  have  been  paid  out  of  some 
other  Vote  before  that.  I think  it  was  because 
the  pay  of  the  police,  up  to  last  year,  was  paid 
out  of  the  Police  Vote,  and  this  year  it  has  been 
settled  to  pay  the  whole  out  of  the  Veterinary 
Vote. . 

12546.  Is  Professor  Ferguson  considered  to  be 
the  head  of  the  Veterinary  Department? — He  is 
considered  the  head  of  it;  the  exact  title  he 
asked  for,  and  by  which  he  was  appointed  by 
Lord  Wodehouse,  was  “Inspector.” 

12547.  He  had.  a secretary  sis  well,  had  he 
not?— He  had  a secretary  at  Is.  6 d.  a day. 

12548.  We  have,  in  the  English  Department, 
two  inspectors,  whose  whole  time  is  devoted  to 
the  work  of  the  office,  and  a chief  clerk,  with  a 
salary  of  600  l.,  and  a secretary  at  1 ,000  Z.  a 
year  ?— The  staff  which  was  considered  sufficient 
m Ireland,  at  the  tune  when  it  was  paid  out  of 
the  local  rates,  consisted  of  Professor  Ferguson, 
a secretary  at  7 s.  6cZ.,  a clerk  at  3 s.,  a constable 
at5s.,two  constables  .at  2 s.  6 d.,  and  a butcher 
at  os. 

. 12549-  But  as  you  had  no  Act  of  Parliament 
m force  in  Ireland,  except  as  regards  cattle 
plague,  there  was  not  very  much  to  do,  I sup- 
pose?— I cannot  say  that. 

12550.  Chairman.]  The  honourable  Member 
lor  Norfolk  asked  you  with  reference  to  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Irish  Department,  as  compared  with 
the  English;  I suppose  I am  right  in  saying  that 
there  is  very  little  import  of  cattle  into  Ireland  ? 
--There  is  scarcely  any,  except  from  Spain. 
-There  are  also  a considerable  number  of  calves 
brought  from  England. 


12551.  Therefore,  there  is  no  large  population  j^r 
in  Ireland  who  would  he  immediately  affected  Murray. 

by  orders  with  regard  to  the  import  of  cattle  ?—  ’ 

No,  there  is  not.  7 July  1873. 

12552.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  I suppose  the  chief 
wealth  of  Ireland  is  its  cattle,  is  it  not  ? — Ye3. 

12553.  Mx*.  Tipping.]  If  you  go  into  a shop, 
as  a general  rule,  the  seller  has  the  greater 
interest  in  endeavouring  to  please  the  buyer, 
than  the  buyer  to  please  the  seller ; as  a general 
rule,  the  seller  is  the  more  polite  party  of  the 
two  ? — Yes,  in  some  cases,  but  not  always. 

12554.  Is  not  that  the  position  of  Ireland  with 
regard  to  the  cattle  trade  ; that  is  to  say,  they 
are  sellers,  and  we  are  buyers ; I was  referring 
to  that  upon  the  question  of  rates,  that  it  is  to 
the  interest  of  the  party  who  sells,  to  sell  healthy 
merchandise,  and  that  logically  the  expense 
should  fall  upon  him ; you  seem  to  think  that  it 
should  fall  the  other  way  ? — I think  that  any- 
thing which  checks  the  import  of  cattle  from 
Ireland  is  a great  inconvenience  to  the  cattle 
owner. 

12555.  Of  course  it  is,  because  it  spoils  his 
market  ? — It  is  so. 

12556.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  In  saying  that  1,800 1. 
a year  does  not  cover  the  expenses  of  the  Vete- 
rinary Department,  do  you  mean  that  there  is 
extra  money  paid  to  the  police  in  the  country?— 

No ; I mean  to  say  that  if  you  had  not  a con- 
stabulary employed  as  a veterinary  force,  you 
would  have  to  establish  officers  all  through  Ire- 
land to  collect  information. 

12557.  Do  they  get  extra  pay  for  what  they 
do  ? — No. 

12558.  Therefore,  if  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment were  done  away  with,  you  would  have  no 
saving  ? — No. 

12559.  You  stated  that  a good  deal  of  money 
which  was  levied  for  the  cattle  plague  rate  was 
returned  to  the  counties  ; do  you  know  whether  it 
was  upon  the  poor  law  unions  that  that  levy  was 
made  ? — I could  not  say.  I was  not  in  Ireland 
at  the  time. 

12560.  Did  not  Professor  Ferguson  of  his  own 
accord  ask  to  be  employed  as  an  honorary  official, 
that  is  to  say,  without  pay? — Yes,  his  wording 
was  this : “ Understanding  that  in  consequence 
of  the  winding  up  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Depart- 
ment Account,  payment  of  my  salary  from  Go- 
vernment will  cease  on  the  16th  proximo,”  that 
is  to  say,  the  16th  January  1868,  “I  trust  that 
in  consideration  of  the  successful  services  I have 
rendered  to  the  Government,  I shall  be  permitted 
to  retain,  as  an  honorary  appointment,  my  present 
official  position  under  the  Privy  Council  Office, 
receiving  remuneration  only  for  such  professional 
services  as  the  Government  may  hereafter  officially 
direct  me  to  render. 

12561.  His  reason  for  making  that  application 
was,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  draw  more  money 
out  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Fund  ?— I think  Pro- 
fessor Ferguson  had  it  in  his  mind  at  that  time 
that  he  was  paid  from  the  Cattle  Plague  Fund, 
and  he  did  not  know  that  he  was  paid  from  voted 
services. 

12562.  Did  you  not  say  that  he  was  paid  from 
the  Cattle  Plague  Fund? — He  was  at  first,  and 
then  the  Treasury  recouped  the  fund  the  expense 
of  the  head  quarter  staff. 

12563.  Have  you  not  officially  looked  into  the 
matter  of  his  pay  and  the  work  he  has  done  ? 

Yes,  I reported  upon  that. 

12564.  Do  you  consider  that,  so  far  as  you 
3 8 2 have 
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Mr.  Lave  been  able  to  judge.  Professor  Ferguson  Las 
R.  Murray,  carried  ontLe  business  of  Lis  office  satisfactorily? 
7Jul7T873.  -Very  well  Meed. 

12565.  Do  you  tLink  that  his  pay  of  750 l.  a 
year,  which  is  what  it  is  now,  is  sufficient  ? — 
Yes,  witL  Lis  private  practice. 

12566-7.  Is  it  true  tLat  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
or  the  Chief  Secretary  ever  recommended  an  in- 
crease of  salary  ? — Yes. 

12568.  When  was  that?  — That  was  in  the 
autumn  of  1871 ; they  propoped  that  he  should 
Lave  1,000?.  a year  as  a personal  allowance. 

12569.  TLat  was  refused  by  the  Treasury,  was 
it  not? — It  was. 

12570.  Mr.  Clare  Read."]  What  do  those  extra 
veterinary  surgeous  do ; are  they  inspectors  who 
are  sent  about  the  country? — Professor  Fergu- 
son can  send  them  anywhere  he  likes. 

12571.  He  remains  himself  generally  at  the 
office,  does  he  not  ? — Yes,  at  head  quarters ; it 
is  quite  at  his  discretion.  If  he  thinks  that  there 
is  something  going  on  in  the  country  in  which 
his  officer  should  be  employed  instead  of  the 
local  inspector,  he  can  send  him  down. 

12572.  Does  _ he  ever  go  himself  into  the 
country  ? — I think  I recollect  him  doing  so,  but 
very  rarely. 

12573.  In  his  absence  one  of  his  clerks  would 
take  his  place,  would  he  not?— I should  think 
the  veterinary  surgeon  he  employs  should  take 


his  place  (hen;  the  extra  allowance 
with  that  intention.  38  Slyen 

12574.  If  Professor  Ferguson  were  caller! 
to  some  important  place  in  the  country  1? 

t"-Yer1,e°ta'  'V°"U  taIleh«  Set 
H“"eWofta  — « 

ports  of  cattle  into  irclaltUi-e  £5 tfe 
-I  refer  to  the  foreign  import ; I think  * i 
imports  from  abroad  are  from  Spain  y 

. 1 tliought  you  stated  that  there  were 

importations  from  England  as  well  ?— There  l 
some  calves  which  come  from  Enriand. 

12578.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  Do  you  know  the 
extent  to  which  you  import  cattle  from  England 
to  Ireland J— I cannot  say ; I have  seen  the  Re- 
turn,  but  I cannot  call  it  to  mind. 

12579.  Docs  it  principally  consist  of  calves  ? 

— 1 es. 

12580.  Mr.  O’ Conor.]  They  are  principally 
lor  breeding  purposes,  are  they  not?— K0  they 
are  principally  for  feeding  purposes ; they ’come 
into  Ireland,  and  they  are  there  fed,  and  then  ff0 
back  again.  ° 

12581 . . Chairman.']  Do  you  happen  to  know 
how  the  information  as  regards  the  existence  of 
disease  abroad  reaches  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment in  Ireland  ?— That  I fancy  would  come 
from  the  English  Veterinary  Department. 


Mr.  Abraham  Hodgetts,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


Mr.  12582.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  What  is  your 

A.  Hodgetts.  occupation  ? — I am  a butcher  and  cattle  dealer. 

' 12583.  Living  at  West  Bromwich? — Yes. 

12584.  Are  you  a large  butcher  ?— Yes. 

12585.  How  long  have  you  been  there?— 
Twenty-five  years. 

12586.  In  the  same  place? — Yes. 

12587.  In  that  case  you  have  had  great  ex- 
perience?— I have. 

12588.  There  have  been  great  fluctuations  in 
the  price  of  meat  at  West  Bromwich  during 
those  years,  have  there  not  ? — Yes,  there  have.  ° 
. 12589.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  meat  is  dearer 
m West  Bromwich  when  the  foreign  cattle  are 
compulsorily  slaughtered  at  the  ports  than 
otherwise  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

12590.  Is  that  clearly  so?— It  is  dearer  at 
West  Bromwich  than  it  is  here.  I come  to  the 
London  market  to  supply  our  district  every 
week  ; I get  supplied  from  London  now. 

12591.  But  you  have  long  noticed  that  the 
compulsory  slaughter  of  German  cattle,  instead 
of  their  being  admitted  free,  makes  it  more  diffi- 
cult for  you  to  obtain  your  supplies  ?— Yes  cer- 
tainly. ’ 

12592.  Have  you  ever  had  any  business  in  the 
port  of  entry,  where  the  cattle  are  compulsorily 
slaughtered? — Yes.  J 

12593.  What  have  you  done  there?— I have 
heasfs tCre<^  perhapS  500  sheeP  a week,  and  50 


12594.  Have  you  had  a slaughterhouse  your- 
self at  the  port  of  entry  ? — Yes.  J 

12595.  What  port  was  that?— At  Mr.  OtW 
wliarf  m London. 


12596.  Have  you  killed  many  cattle  there ?— 
1 toed  it  for  a month,  or  five  weeks  perhaps,  but 
I could  not  continue  it. 

1 2597.  Have  you  only  tried  that  once?— I 


tried  it  twice;  I tried  it  once  some  three  years 
ago,  and  I could  not  make  anything  of  it  then. 

12598.  How  long  a trial  did  you  give  to  it?— 
About  three  weeks,  about  three  years  ago. 

12599.  What  time  of  the  year  was  that? — In 
February. 

12600.  When  was  the  next  time?— That 
would  be  February,  about  a year  ago  ; I haye 
not  the  dates. 

12601.  Did  you  kill  the  cattle  there  and  the 
sheep  too? — Yes. 

12602.  Did  yon  kill  them  in  order  to  send  the 
meat  to  West.  Bromwich  ? — Yes,  and  to  Bir- 
mingham and  Wolverhampton. 

12003.  Did  you  send  all  the  meat  that  you 
killed  into  the  interior  of  the  country? — Yes. 

12604.  On  both  occasions  when  you  tried  it,  it 
was  all  done  in  the  winter  ? — It  was. 

12605.  You  did  not  try  it  in  the  summer?— I 
dared  not. 

12606.  Why  not? — Because  the  meat  would 
perish  before  it  got  to  its  destination  ; it  would 
depreciate  in  value  3 d.  per  pound ; if  there  were 
thunder  and  lightning  during  the  night  it  would 
go  through  the  trucks  and  taint  the  meat  very 
likely. 

12607.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  if  you  killed 
meat  at  Deptford  in  the  summer  time  you  could 
not  convey  that  meat  to  West  Bromwich  in  good 
condition  ? — I should  not  like  to  try. 

12608.  You  did  try  it  in  winter? — Yes,  I did. 

12609.  With  what  result  ? — I lost  money ; I 
was  obliged  to  do  away  with  it. 

12610.  What  was  the  reason  of  your  losing 
money  ? — I could  not  make  the  best  of  the  offals, 
and  in  the  conveyance  of  it  it  got  damaged  and 
knocked  about  too  much  ; in  fact  I could  not  con- 
tinue it. 

12611.  You  mean  that  when  the  meat  got  to 
West 
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■flTest  Bromwich  it  was  not  so  good  as  it  ought  to 

? Xt  was  not.  I do  not  buy  the  best  quality 

0f  meat.  I come  out  of  the  Black  Country, 
where  the  people  want  something  cheap.  ■ 
12612.  At  the  time  when  you  were  sending 
dead  meat  from  Deptford  to  West  Bromwich, 
were  you  also  taking  in  any  foreign  cattle  to 
West  Bromwich  alive? — No. 

12613.  Then  supposing  you  had  taken  that 
cattle  to  West  Bromwich  and  killed  it  there, 
what  would  have  been  the  difference  in  the 
price,  do  you  suppose,  of  the  meat  which  you 
sold? — It  would  have  been  worth  a 1 d.  to  1|  dm 
a pound  more  to  me  alive  than  dead  at  any  time, 
even  in  the  winter.  I could  give  1 d.  a pound 
more  in  Islington  than  I could  at  Deptford ; we 
have  not  got  to  kill  them  at  Islington. 

12614.  "Do  I understand  that  the  foreigners 
who  sold  the  cattle  would  get  a less  price  for 
them  in  consequence  of  their  having  to  be  killed 
at  Deptford  ? — Just  so. 

12615.  Is  that  so? — That  would  be  so  if  the 
man  was  to  deal  with  me.  I could  afford  to  give 
a 1 d.  a pound  more  at  the  Islington  market  than 
I could  at  Deptford,  on  account  of  having  to  kill 
the  animals  at  Deptford  and  convey  the  meat  dead. 

123 1C.  That  is  to  say,  that  if  you  bought 
cattle  at  Deptford,  with  the  power  of  taking 
them  alive  into  the  interior  of  the  country,  you 
could  give  from  a 1 d.  to  1 J d.  a pound  more  than 
if  you  had  to  take  them  down  dead  ? — That  is  so. 

12G17.  That  being  so,  a person  sending  cattle 
to  this  country  must  have  a great  interest  in 
being  able  to  send  them  alive  to  the  interior  of 
the  country  ? — Yes,  that  is  my  opinion. 

12618.  You  think  that  the  importation  of 
cattle  would  be  checked  by  compulsory  slaughter? 
— That  is  my  opinion. 

12619.  Have  you  any  figures  which  you  can 
produce  upon  that  subject? — I have  not. 

12620.  Your  cattle  which  are  slaughtered  at 
Deptford  are  in  a worse  condition  for  slaughter, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  they  have  just  had  a voyage 
and  a long  journey,  are  they  not? — They  are 
better  for  having  a few  days'  rest,  say,  from  two 
to  three  days,  but  that  is  neither  here  nor  there. 

12621.  Do  you  know  from  your  conversation 
with  others  engaged  in  your  business  whether 
they  have  had  a similar  experience  to  your  own  ? 
—I  do  not  know  anyone  who  ever  tried  it  besides 
myself,  except  one  man,  and  he  is  dead ; he  died 
just  after  the  market  was  opened  again. 

12622.  You  stated  that  you  had  difficulty  with 
reference  to  the  offal? — Yes,  you  cannot  make 
the  best  of  it ; you  must  take  what  they  choose 
to  give  you  for  it.  I refer  to  the  heart,  the  head, 
and  the  liver,  which  make  a lot  of  money,  and 
which  the  poor  people  can  do  very  well  with ; a 
heart  for  instance  will  make  a very  good  dinner 
for  a family. 

12623.  Have  you  no  means  of  disposing  of 
the  offal  at  Deptford? — I should  only  get  about 
half ; not  more  than  half  what  I could  get  for  it 
at  Birmingham ; that  is  a serious  item. 

12624.  You  are  not  likely  to  try  the  same  ex- 
periment again  ? — No. 

12625.  Have  you  anything  more  to  say  upon 
the  subject  ? — No,  I do  not  know  that  I have. 

12626.  You  are  aware  that  some  witnesses 
have  recommended  to  this  Committee  that  all 
foreign  cattle  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port 
of  entry ; would  you  think  that  that  would  be  a 
disadvantage  ? — I think  that  would  be  a very 
great  mistake. 

0.58. 


12627.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  felt  very  much  Mr. 

in  the  interior  of  the  country  ? — Yes,  it  would  A Hodgetts: , 
increase  the  price  of  meat  very  much ; it  is  clear  T “ ’ 

enough  now.  7 July  1873,1 

12628.  You  have  a strong  opinion  upon  that 
subject  ? — Yes ; in  bad  weather  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  move  it. 

12629.  Has  nobody  killed  meat  in  summer 
weather  at  Deptford,  and  taken  it  to  the  interior 
of  the  country? — No. 

12630.  You  believe  not? — I believe  not;  I 
am  sure  not. 

12631.  Would  you  say  the  same  thing  with 
regard  to  Odams’  wharf? — Not  even  from  Odams’ ; 

I never  sent  any. 

12632.  They  have  not  killed  meat  there  and 
taken  it  into  the  interior? — Not  to  my  know- 
ledge. 

12633.  But  you  are  aware  that  they  kill  meat 
in  the  north  of  Scotland  and  bring  it  to  this 
market? — That  is  certain  portions  of  meat,  they 
do  not  send  the  whole  beast;  they  would  send 
the  hind  quarters,  and  it  is  packed  in  straw  with 
ice  under  it ; it  is  the  best  beef,  such  beef  as  the 
London  people  like,  I suppose. 

12634.  Have  you  seen  that  beef  coming  into 
the  market  ? — I have. 

12635.  Do  they  keep  it  in  a satisfactory  state  ? 

— I should  not  think  so  ; they  would  not  like  it 
in  our  country.  No  matter  how  you  pack  meat, 
after  it  has  been  tossed  about  in  a cart,  and  then 
into  the  trucks,  and  then  taken  out  again,  it  is 
not  so  agreeable  or  so  nice. 

12636.  I think  I have  heard  it  alleged  by  some 
that  meat  is  cheaper  at  Dejitford  than  it  would 
be  anywhere  else  away  from  the  port  of  slaugh- 
ter, and  others  say  that  it  is  not ; what  is  your 
experience  at  the  present  time  ? — I really  cannot 
answer  that  question. 

12637.  What  has  been  your  experience  at  any 
time  when  you  have  had  means  of  knowing  ?— -I 
cannot  really  answer  that.  If  you  mean  the  price 
in  the  butchers’  shops,  I could  not  answer  the 
question ; it  would  not  come  under  my  notice. 

12638.  Chairman.']  You  stated  that  you  had 
tried  buying  foreign  cattle  at  Odams’  wharf ; had 
you  ever  bought  foreign  cattle  before  ? — Yes. 

12639.  Where  ? — In  London,  at  the  Smith- 
field  Market. 

12640.  Before  the  cordon  was  put  round  Lon- 
don ? — Yes. 

12641.  Did  you  buy  foreign  cattle  largely  at 
that  time  ? — Yes,  I did. 

12642.  Wlmt  portion  of  your  purchase  would 
he  foreign  cattle  ? — Sometimes  I would  buy  1,000 
sheep  a week  on  the  Monday ; sometimes  500  or 
600,  or  700. 

12643.  Were  they  chiefly  sheep  that  you 
bought? — Yes,  and  beasts  in  proportion. 

12644.  How  many  beasts  would  you  buy? — 

Fifty  or  60  ; it  just  depends  upon  the  price. 

12645.  What  number  of  sheep  do  you  kill  in 
the  week  ? — I have  a retail  shop,  and  I supply 
country  shops  as  well.  I am  in  the  wholesale 
trade.  t . 

12646.  How  many  do  you  dispose  of  m a 
week? — Seven  hundred  or  800  sheep  a week. 

12647.  What  I want  to  get  at  is  this:  when 
you  bought  your  foreign  Bheep  in  the  London 
market  at  Islington,  what  proportion  would  that 
bear  to  your  whole  consumption  ?— I have 
bought  500  or  600,  or  sometimes  1,000.  I have 
bought  as  many  as  2,100  on  a Monday. 

12648.  What,  proportion  would  that  hear  to 
n a •>  what 
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. „M,r‘  „ wliat  you  disposed  of  in  the  week  ; were  you  12673.  You  find  it  cheaper  to  buv  in  T j 
A Hoagetts.  buying  any  English  sheep  at  that  time? — No.  — Yes;  the  foreign  stock  is  cheaper.  0udott- 

m*  " ' 12674.  Do  you  find  the  stock  you  h»v  A- 

Stundn0t?~N°;  1 “ *h™ 


h juiy  12649.  Then,  in  fact,  at  that  time  your  trade 

4 ' was  chiefly  in  foreign  animals  ? — Yes,  and  it  is 


12650.  Where  do  you  buy  them  now? — At  12675.  In  the  Dutch  cattle  when  1 

Islington.  _ been  slaughtered,  do  you  find  the  lunm^tri? 

12651.  You  buy  the  foreign  animals  which  show  symptoms  of  pleuro-pncumonia  ?— I neyaU 


come  in  from  the  unscheduled  countries  ? — Yes. 

12652.  What  are  they  generally  ? — Merino 
sheep. 

12653.  Where  do  they  come  from? — From 
Germany. 

12654.  Do  you  buy  any  cattle  ? — Yes. 

12655.  Where  do  they  come  from  ? — From 
Tonning. 

12656.  Have  you  bought  any  recently? — Yes, 
I bought  some  to-day  from  Tonning. 


saw  one  in  my  life,  to  my  knowledge. 


t never 

Yes2678'  T0U  8,17  7°m"  Sheep 

12677.  Have  you  found  any  traces  of  sheen, 
pox  m those  sheep  ? — No.  v 

12678.  As  X understand,  you  did  at  one  time 
try  the  sending  of  carcasses  from  Odams’  Wharf 
to  the  country  ? — I did. 

IS  n‘,did  T Twor?— '*  dia  not  answer. 

12680.  I here  has  been  a steady  rise  in  the 


12657.  Do  you  buy  Dutch  cattle  at  all  ?— Yes,  price  of  meat  for  some  years  now,  lias  the™  rm?t 
and  Spanish.  — Yes ; there  has  been. 

12658.  You  say  it  does  not  answer  your  pur-  12681.  Do  you  attribute  that  rise  in  price  to 
pose  to  buy  a slaughtered  animal  at  Deptford?—  the  increase  in  the  consumption  or  do  you  at 
M ?ibute  dt  at  alf  to  the  restrictions  which  have 

12659.  How  much  more  would  you  he  willing  been  put  upon  the  trade  ?— 1 suppose  it  is  a little 
to  give  for  an  animal  at  the  Islington  market  owing  to  the  increase  of  consumption 
than  you  would  be  willing  to  give  for  that  animal  12682.  Chairman.]  Only  a little  owino-  to 

sJaiighterecl  at  Deptford ?— £.  2.  that,  do  you  think?— I say,  that  I have  not  a 

12660.  Mr.  Dent. j For  a 25  l.  beast?— Yes,  I doubt  that  it  is  a little  owino-  to  that 

, . 12683.  "h/Lx.  Dent.]  Wages  have  increased  very 

«t  n } 7 ?°  $mkT  t mt  the  larg.ely’  have  the7  not- in  your  part  of  tlie  world? 
pi  ice  at  Deptford  is  2 l.  lower  ? — Yes,  I do.  —Yes,  they  have. 

12662.  Then  if  it  sells  at  that  2 /.  lower,  why  12684.  In  consequence  of  that  increase,  do  you 
does  it  not  answer  you.-  purpose  to  buyit?-It  find  a much  greater  consumption  of  meat?- 
may  not  always  be  21.  lower;  it  may  range  ac-  Yes. 
cording  to  the  trade ; sometimes  they  may  make 
us  pay  a long  price  at  Deptford ; sometimes  they 

o for  5 £ ; I have  known  beasts  at.  OtW  . „o  you  not  tnrnn  mat  it  is 

19Rf!o~  w „ ,c  , largely  owing  to  the  increased  consumption  ?— 

ti„ l!T  i LS/i3 J“d  that.  y°u  can  buy  cat-  I must  own  that  it  is  a goodish  bit  owing  to  the 
vou  fnr  inf  'L?  ? dePrec'atl°u3  which  pays  increased  consumption,  but  there  is  a goodish  bit 
g fll, be”e*.  ¥ *h°  f”1.  and  °"””S  t0  tllc  testriotions  which  have  been  put 
tot  the  depreciation  of  the  meat  during  the  jour-  upon  cattle  during  the  last  few  years. 

32  rldM0nrhbU7  **  ■"  ^“7  “S*  r 12687'  Mr-  *”“■]  <Jm1  entirely  k 

eouuiv  T /?/;,' foreign  cattle  f-I  deal  also  in  cattle  front  Soot- 

12688.  Do  you  get  that  /dive  or  dead?  — 
Alive. 

12689.  Do  you  get  any  dead  meat  from  Scot- 
land?—No. 


country.  I might  do  it  in  winter  or  in  March. 

12664.  This  time  of  the  year  you  are  obliged 
to  rely  upon  live  animals  entirely,  are  you  not  ? 

— Yes. 

12665.  Then  when  you  are  told  that  it  has 

aufmillmnLbf  /ei  CCml?  repIfe  th®]ive  12690.  Mr  Clare  Read.-]  Do  you  think  that 
tEhat  df  meat,  you  do  not  believe  the  rise  in  the  price  of  meat  in  any  way  results 

at  alh  d 1 1 7°ur  8 ““  N°‘  froin  fte  °ntbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  that 

1 iVTr  n«nf  i r we  had  last,  year? — I could  not  say  that, 

verv  larp’fl  cnnanmoil  f y°Uf  ^ieY  are  12691.  Diseases,  generally,  I suiipose  have  very 

yS.  s C0nsumeis  of  meat>  are  the7  not  ?-  little  to  do  with  the  rise  in  the  prices  of  meat?- 

12667  ww;*  , i mi  c I C0UW  not  answer  that  question.  They  mast 

consumntion^iwJr?  'r  ! &r  7?”  OWn  ?et£ul  !nterfcre  a Htde,  no  doubt;  if  you  lose  a lot  of 
way  in  the  retail  Hr,  a not  in  a very  large  beasts  they  are  lost ; there  was  a loss  of  beasts  in 
districts  such  as  WaWll  supply  the  country  the  time  of  the  rinderpest  some  years  ago,  which 
hSmton  2 lo  ll  and  Wolver-  made  the  supply  shorter,  no  doubt. 

Oldbury5  and  the  m,™,  8,r°^  ®?r“fnglia,n  and  _ 12692.  But  you  do  not  tliink  that  a non-fatal 
ply  the  butchers  n(  13tricts-  d 8UP“  disease  is  of  much  consequence  to  the  consumers 

12668  With  mvmumu?  at  -4.1  i i.  of  meat? — Yes,  it  is;  all  the  beasts  that  we  lose 

animals  carcasses  ?-No,  with  the  live  are  of  course  a national  loss. 

12669  am  mnw  » ^ i . 12693.  I am  not  talking  of  beasts  that  die,  but 

then?— Tes°I  Z 3 “ bttto,lcr  ‘l1086  !hat  from  cifsoase  and  are  depre- 

12670  Yon  rlAa  l r • , , - ciated  in  value  and  are  kept  back  from  the  market; 

foieisn Btook ° n “ rf‘ “ Zt s? up 4e 

12671.  You  get  tgem  from  I,lin»ton  market  ’-There  m no  doubt  of  tfc 

now,  do  you  not  ? — Yes. 

12672.  " 


price  of  meat  ?-  

12694.  I tliink  the  market  at  Odams’ Wharf 


»72  Dn  In  pto,! S‘  + +r  A T . lasted  11  months;  did  you  go  there  the  ohief 

-No  f ha?e  not  from  Liverpool?  part  of  those  11  months  ?-I  only  went  there  five 

, 8 iave  not  do”e  with  Liverpool  or  six  weeks ; I would  not  be  certain  as  to  the 


for  years. 


dates. 


12695.  What 
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12695.  What  did  you  do  with  the  meat  that 
you  sent  into  your  district ; did  you  use  it  for 
your  own  shop,  or  did  you  sell  it  to  other 
people  ? — I distributed  it  about  to  my  customers ; 
a truck  load  to  one  and  a truck  load  to  another ; 
some  to  Birmingham,  some  to  "Wolverhampton, 
and  some  to  Dudley ; but  it  came  in  very  bad 
condition,  and  they  would  not  have  it. 

12696.  You  had  been  in  the  habit  of  sending 
live  animals,  and  they  did  not  like  dead  meat  ? — 
That  is  so. 

12697.  I suppose  that  butchers  do  not  like 
dead  meat  in  your  disteict? — They  do  not  like 
dead  meat. 

12698.  Have  you  ever  noticed  that  where 
there  is  a good  dead-meat  market  the  price  of 
meat  is  always  lower? — We  have  a good  meat 
market  in  Birmingham. 

12699.  Where  is  the  price  of  meat  cheaper, 
in  London  or  in  Birmingham  ? — In  London. 

12700.  That  would  be  in  consequence  of  the 
large  dead  meat  supply  which  London  has  ; you 
are  aware  that  more  meat  comes  to  London  than 
to  all  other  towns  in  England  put  together? — 
That  I cannot  say ; I am  not  aware  of  that. 

12701.  Although  those  bullocks  iu  Deptford 
market  are  not  worth  so  much  by  2 7.  a bead  to 
you,  I suppose  the  same  depreciation  would  not 
apply  to  a butcher  in  the  east  end  of  London  ? — 
It  will  make  a severe  difference  to  him ; I do  not 
care  what  part,  of  London  he  lives  in. 

12702.  Why  is  that? — He  would  lose  some- 
thing ; he  could  not  make  the  best  of  the  offal ; 
and  then  there  would  be  the  carriage,  and  you 
have  to  pay  a man  extra  for  dressing  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing;  there  are  all  sorts  of  expenses. 

12703.  There  is  no  rail  into  the  market,  so 
that  it  would  he  a very  considerable  inconvenience 
for  anyone  at  a distance,  such  as  yourself,  to  go 
there ; it  would  be  worse  for  you  than  when  you 
went  to  Odanjs’  wharf  where  there  was  a rail- 
way ? — If  they  could  not  do  it  at  Odams’  wharf 
they  could  not  do  it  at  Deptford ; we  had  a rail 
right  into  the  slaughter-houses  and  we  could 
hang  the  sheep  up  hot  in  the  trucks. 

12704.  How  long  do  you  rest  your  cattle 
before  you  kill  them  ? — Two  days. 

12705.  You  are  aware  that  you  can  rest  them 
10  days  at  Deptford,  if  you  think  proper? — I am 
aware  of  that. 

12706.  Bo  you  generally  come  up  to  London 
in  the  spring  to  buy  your  cattle,  or  do  you  come 
up  every  Monday  ? — I mostly  attend  the  London 
market  every  Monday. 

12707.  You  buy  more  in  the  spring  and  early 
summer  in  London  than  you  do  at  other  times, 
do  you  not  ?— Yes. 

12708.  How  many  miles  is  West  Bromwich 
from  London  ? — One  hundred  and  eighteen 
miles. 

12709.  You  know,  do  you  not,  that  they  send 
a good  deal  of  dead  meat  from  Aberdeen,  which 
m 560  miles  from  London? — Yes,  that  would  be 
the  best  Scotch  bullocks,  that  class  of  meat 


carries  better  than  the  class  of  meat  I buy  ; I do 
not  deal  in  the  first-class  quality,  I buy  the 
foreign  meat ; foreign  meat  does  not  look  so  well 
when  it  has  been  tossed  about.  Moreover,  they 
kill  the  Scotch  beasts  at  their  homes  ; they  have 
not  been  driven  about ; they  are  killed  where  they 
have  been  fed  ; they  keep  better,  and  the  meat 
holds  itself  together  better  than  the  middle  class 
of  meat. 

12710.  But  I suppose  the  journey  to  West 
Bromwich,  and  then  being  sent  by  you  to  some 
other  slaughter-house,  does  not  improve  the 
beast  ? — Certainly  not. 

12711.  So  that  if  it  happened  to  be  killed  in 
London  the  beast  would  undergo  a less  amount 
of  suffering  and  fatigue  than  if  you  took  him  to 
West  Bromwich? — No  doubt  he  would,  but  I 
cannot  see  any  advantage  in  it. 

12712.  Mr.  Tipping.']  Why  do  the  butchers 
about  you  object  to  the  dead  meat  trade;  is  it  on 
account  of  the  loss  from  their  not  having  the 
offal  ? — It  is  a great  inconvenience  to  them  not 
having  the  offal,  because  they  could  do  well  with 
the  offal. 

127 13.  By  inconvenience  you  mean  loss,  be- 
cause they  could  sell  it  at  a profit  ? — Yes,  no 
doubt. 

12714.  The  great  objection  to  dead  meat  upon 
the  part  of  the  butcher,  is  that  it  deprives  him 
of  part  of  the  profit  of  his  trade  ? — Yes,  that  is 
so. 

12715.  Being  more  than  the  difference  of 
quality  between  the  two  meats  '! — Yes,  'it  is  in 
this  way,  they  do  not  have  the  offal  or  they  can- 
not make  the  best  of  the  offal;  if  I had  the  offal 
I could  make  twice  :is  much  of  it  in  the  country 
as  I could  at  Deptford  ; then  somebody  must  lose. 

12716.  I suppose  that  in  the  case  of  the  rise 
of  wages  in  your  district,  the  two  things  which 
the  rise  of  wages  goes  to  are  butcher’s  meat  nml 
drink  ? — Those  are  the  two  leading  articles  with 
us. 

12717.  What  is  the  price  of  the  meat  that  you 
sell  in  your  retail  shop;  what  are  you  selling 
your  beef  at  per  pound  ? — Sevenpence,  8 d.,  and 
9 d.  for  the  best  brisket. 

12718.  What  do  you  give  at  Islington  market? 
— We  buy  the  best  to-day  at  5 s.,  that  is  74//. 
per  pound. 

12719.  What  does  it  cost  you  to  get  that 
animal  home  ? — Six  shillings. 

12720.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  a com- 
parison of  what  would  be  the  cost  as  between 
live  and  dead  meat? — Carried  dead  it  would 
come  to  15.s‘. 

12721.  Then  there  is  the  difference  between 
6 s.  and  15s.  upon  an  average  beast? — Yes,  that 
would  be  9 s.  lost. 

12722.  Producing  how  many  pounds  of  sale- 
able meat  ? — It  would  depend  upon  the  weight 
of  the  animal;  we  would  say  that  a bullock 
worth  25 I.  would  be  7 cwt. 

12723.  There  would  be  about  9s.  difference 
upon  7 cwt.?— Yes. 


Mr.  Hermann  G-ebhardt,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


12724.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  What  is  your  busi- 
ness?— I am  a cattie  salesman. 

12725.  Have  you  been  a long  time  in  that 
hmd^^i011  ** — ^ ^ave  ^eeu  f°r  24  years  in  Eug- 
0.58. 


12726.  Selling  cattle,  both  foreign  and  home? 
— No,  only  foreign  cattle. 

12727.  Where  do  you  sell  the  cattle?  — In  . 
London. 

12728.  Have  you  imported  cattle  from  almost 
3 s 4 every 


Mr. 

.4.  Hodgetts. 
7 July  1873. 


Mr.  IL 
Gebhardt. 
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Mr.  H.  every  country  ? — I have  imported  principally 
[ Gebhardt.  from  Germany,  that  is  to  say  the  cattle  are  con- 
- — signed  to  me  from  Germany,  Spain;  and  Den- 

,.7  July  1873.  mark.  1 

12729.  Have  you  imported  them  every  year 
in  large  numbers? — Yes,  in  very  large  numbers. 

12730.  What  is  the  largest  number  in  any 
year  which  you  have  imported  ? — The  largest 
number  is  15,441  ; that  was  in  I860. 

12731.  What  were  those,  cattle  and  sheep? — 
No,  beasts  alone. 

12732.  What  was  the  number  of  sheep? — 
One  hundred  and  twenty  five  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  eighty  seven ; that  was  in  the  same 
year,  1866. 

12733.  You  are  of  opinion,  are  you  not,  that 
our  supplies  are  lessened  by  compulsory  slaughter 
at  the  ports? — Yes,  I am  sorry  to  say  that  I 
have  proof  of  it  in  my  own  case. 

12734.  What  is  the  proof  which  you  wish  to 
give  the  Committee  ? — I am  reduced  now  from 
the  number  I have  just  given  from  15,400,  in 
the  year  1866,  to  last  year,  when  the  number 
was  6,311  oxen. 

12735.  What  was  it  the  year  before? — Ten 
thousand  eight  hundred. 

12736.  What  was  it  the  year  before  that? — 
Eleven  thousand  six  hundred  and  ten. 

12737.  What  was  it  the  year  before  that? — 
Fourteen  thousand  four  hundred  and  twenty 
five;  the  best  years  were  1866  and  1865,  they 
all  ran  about  14,000  or  15,000,  and  then  all  at 
once,  from  1871,  we  go  down  to  less  than  half. 

12738.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  that 
diminution  in  your  case  is  owing  to  the  fact  of 
compulsory  slaughter? — Yes,  entirely. 

12739.  I suppose  if  you  took  the  general 
figures  of  import  which  you  would  got  from  the 
department,  you  would  not  find  a difference  like 
that?—. Yes,  I do  ; I see  by  the  statement  of  the 
Veterinary  Department  to  Parliament,  that  there 
is  a diminution  from  1871  to  1872,  of  about 
75,000  animals,  that  is  to  say  that  there  wero 
about  75,000  less  animals  imported  from  abroad 
m 1872,  than  in  1871. 

. 12740.  What  was  the  total  number  imported 
m 1871  ? — The  total  number  imported  in  1871 
was  247,426,  against  171,996,  in  1872. 

12741.  How  do  you  connect  that  with  com- 
pulsory slaughter  at  the  ports;  what  were  the 
changes  with  regard  to  countries  scheduled  and 

unscheduled  during  those  two  years  ? The 

countries  whose  cattle  had  to  be  compulsorily 
slaughtered  at  Deptford,  did  not  send  cattle ; 
there  are  whole  countries  which  have  left  off 
sending. 

12742.  In  the  beginning  of  1872  Germany 
wee  echednled  itas  it  not  ?- From  the  1st 
January  1872.  all  cattle  coming  from  scheduled 
countries  had  to  be  slaughtered  at  Deptford. 

12743.  Mr.  Clare  Read.}  We  had  them  slaugh- 
tered at  the  ports  before  that,  did  »e  net’_ 

marhet  'lat  °0llld  S“d  *hsm  to  the  Isl™gton 

m127i4- . ¥r;  J “2s  Bright.}  In  1872  Germany 
was  scheduled,  while  it  was  unscheduled  in  1871 
was  it  not? — Yes.  ’ 

. lilt6'  )Y*|S  there  any  other  country  scheduled 
m 18,2  which  was  free  in  1871  ? — I do  not  know 
about  that,  but  we  got  the  beasts  into  the  Isling- 
ton market  in  1871.  ° 


12747.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.']  I donots?  i, 
you  can  connect  that  diminution  of  import 5 
any  change  which  has  been  made  with  reo-,,^  4 
foreign  countries  ?— The  result  is  here  thit  ti  *° 
have  not  come.  1 mey 

12748  It  may  arise  from  oilier  causes,  may  it 
not /-No,  because  our  price  of  meat  has  ,L  ‘ 
more  than  a penny  a pound  m the  last  12  montli 
the  importation  of  sheep  has  increased 
abroad,  and  that  of  beasts  has  diminished  h7 
cause  the  sheep  are  free.  ’ oe" 

. I2M8-  A“1>  what  been  the  increase  in  tl. 
imports  of  sheep  1— Speaking  of  Germany  „ 
increased  from  265,243  in  1869,  to  491  991  ; 
1871,  which  is  200,000  more.  ’ 

. I275.0-  Tlievo  has  1'ccn  a continuous  increase 
m the  importation  ot  sheep  along  with  a diminu- 
tion of  the  import  of  cattle  for  several  years  ?— 
Yes  ; cattle  used  to  increase  ; the  numbers  up  to 
1871,  if  you  follow  this  Table  are  these:  in  1869 

we  imported  216,415;  in  1870,  on  account  of  the 

German  war,  we  did  uot  import  quite  so  many 
201,790,  and  in  1871  we  came  to  247,476,  so  that 
we  increased  about  40,000  in  one  year. 

12751.  You  have  given  us  the  figures  of  your 
own  trade,  have  you  any  other  figures?— -In 
order  that  my  figures  might  not  stancf  isolated,  I 
took  the  figures  of  three  large  salesmen  in  the 
market.  I expected  to  be  examined  before,  so 
that  I have  only  taken  it  for  the  first  five  months. 
I can  show  here  that  those  three  salesmen  sold 
in  1869,  in  the  fii'st  five  months  of  that  year 
25,000  beasts,  which  could  go  to  the  Islington 
market.  _ They  sold  last  year  in  the  Deptford 
market,  in  the  corresponding  five  months,  only 
1,062  ; from  25,000  wo  go  down  to  1,000;  in 
fact,  the  importation  into  Deptford  is  very  small 
indeed. 

12752.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  it  is  more  dif- 
ficult to  carry  dead  than  live  meat  from  the  port 
of  entry  into  the  country  owing  to  the  condition 
in  which  the  cattle  are  slaughtered,  having  just 
arrived  from  abroad ?— Yes,  it  is  very  bad;  par- 
ticularly in  the  summer,  in  respect  to  grass-fed 
cattle.  At  Deptford  the  diminution  in  value  has 
been  something  frightful,  because  the  grass-fed 
beasts  arc  obliged  to  be  put  into  close  sheds  tied 
up,  and  they  will  actually  waste  from  day  to  day ; 
they  never  get  out  of  the  feverish  state  they 
arrive  in.  1 have  sold  beasts  myself  upon  a 
Monday,  and  in  some  eases  where  the  trade  has 
boon  contrary,  and  the  butchers  have  been  un- 
able to  kill  them  until  the  Friday  or  Saturday, 
those  beasts  were  not  worth  so  much  by  2 /.  a 
piece  as  they  were  upon  the  Monday.  It  is 
against  nature  to  have  those  grass-fed  beasts  put 
there,  because  they  must  be  killed  in  10  days, 
but  very  often  they  are  kept  alive  for  six  or 
eight  days  if  the  trade  is  bad,  and  they  waste 
away,  whereas  if  they  had  not  been  grass-fed 
they  would  not  waste  so  much. 

12753.  If  those  cattle  were  taken  into  the 


12740.  Chairman.']  But  you  could  not  get 
icm  out  of  the  metropolis  ?_No,  but  we  got 
them  into  the  market.  fa 


j.j.  Loose  catue  were  laxen  mio  lug 
interior  of  the  country  and  killed  there,  I sup- 
pose what  you  now  say  would  apply  to  the 
slaughter  there,  would  it  not? — No;  if  they  were 
taken  into  the  country  a man  could  put  them  in 
his  field  for  a while,  and  kill  them  properly ; any 
animal  after  it  has  had  a journey  should  have 
fair  rest,  and  then  he  killed ; that  is  what  we 
should  do  to  get  it  out  of  the  feverish  state. 

12754.  In  fact,  you  mean  that  the  meat  is  bad 
because  the  cattle  are  killed  in  an  improper 
state  ? — Yes,  1 think  so. 

12755.  What  special  knowledge  have  you  ugon 
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that  point?- — I have  known  cattle  arrive  all  sound 
and  well;  but  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  a disease 
which  you  cannot  legislate  for  the  prevention  of, 
and  as  these  lairs  are  never  free,  in  a few  days 
these  cattle  have  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  they 
cannot  eat  any  more,  so  they  waste  away ; I have 
seen  lots  of  animals  wasting  away.  We  have 
only  one  place  to  take  them  to,  and  if  the  meat 
market  is  bad,  and  the  butcher  cannot  kill  the 
animal,  he  would  rather  see  it  waste  by  disease 
than  slaughter  it  at  once  to  have  the  meat 
spoiled. 

12756.  Would  you  have  the  whole  cargo 
slaughtered  if  any  animals  were  found  to  be 
suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I would 
not.  . 

12757.  But  if  an  animal  was  suffering  from 
other  diseases  ? — If  an  animal  was  suffering  from 
cattle  plague,  or  from  small-pox,  I would  have 
the  whole  cargo  slaughtered. 

12758.  Or  from  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I am  not 
quite  certain  in  my  own  mind  if  I would  recom- 
mend it  in  that  case  ; but  I would  not  see  great 
danger  ifit  were  recommended,  because  if  a man 
sends  over  an  animal  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, he  generally  knows  it  before  it  starts,  as  the 
disease  does  notarise  so  quickly  but  that  he  knows 
it,  and  I would  have  such  a punishment  for  it  as  to 
prevent  it  being  done  again.  I should  rather 
not  have  it  done,  but  I think  it  would  not  do 
half  the  harm  with  pleuro-pneumonia  as  with 
cargoes  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease 
occurred. 

12759.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  store  cattle 
should  be  imported  along  with  fat  cattle  ? — No, 
we  import  very  few  store  cattle  from  Germany ; 
it  is  only  at  certain  seasons  that  we  import  them, 
and  when  tlifey  come  in  large  lots  it  would  pay 
to  send  special  steamers  for  them,  and  the  same 
with  milch  cows;  they  might  go  in  special 


12760.  Could  you  practically  work  the  trade 
in  that  way? — Yes,  there  have  been  times  in 
which  a great  many  stores  have  been  imported 
when  they  have  been  short  of  keep  abroad. 

12761.  Why  would  you  separate  the  fat  cattle 
from  the  others  ? — Because  if  they  are  short  of 
keep  abroad  they  send  us  the  store  animals,  and 
I think  there  is  much  more  likelihood  of  disease 
arising  amongst  them  as  amongst  fat  cattle,  and  a 
few  stores  might  be  the  cause  of  a whole  cargo 
being  killed,  which  otherwise  would  have  been 
free.  If  the  trade  in  stores  is  at  all  worth  doing 
let  it  be  done  in  a wholesale  way,  because  it  is 
not  after  all  such  a great  thing  to  find  a steamer 
for  300  cattle. 


12762.  What  is  your  opinion  with  regard  to  foot 
and  mouth  disease  ; do  you  think  it  is  an  English 
disease  as  well  as  a foreign  disease  ? — Decidedly. 

12763.  You  would  not  expect  to  get  rid  of  that 
disease  by  shutting  out  foreign  animals? — No,  I 
do  not  think  so;  it  is  a disease  which  is  certainly 
contagious,  but  it  is  a disease  which  breaks  out 
where  there  is  no  contagion  at  all,  of  which  I 
have  had  my  own  experience. 

127  64.  What  is  your'  own  experience  in  that 
respect? — I had  a farm  with  some  valuable 
pedigree  stock,  which  were  intended  for  sale.  I 
never  allowed  anyone  to  go  upon  the  farm,  and 
m spite  of  that,  a few  days  before  the  sale,  the 
cattle  got  foot  and  mouth  disease. 

12765.  Have  you  studied  the  history  of  foot 
2nd  mouth  disease  in  this  country? — I have 
seen  it  as  Ions;  as  I have  been  in  this  country, 
0.58. 


and  I believe  there  has  been  plenty  of  proof 
brought  forward  that  it  had  been  in  this  country 
long  before  any  cattle  were  introduced. 

12766.  You  are  of  opinion,  are  you  not,  that 
compulsory  slaughter  at  the  ports  interferes  with 
a good  many  traders,  and  throws  business  into 
different  hands? — First  of  all  it  prevents  us  from 
selling  any  live  stock  to  go  into  the  country. 
The  country  manufacturing  towns  are  our  best 
customers. 

12767.  Are  the  merchants  and  salesmen  gene- 
rally of  opinion  that  it  is  injurious  to  them  to 
have  compulsory  slaughter  ? — Yes,  they  are  ; 
everyone  thinks  so  who  has  his  own  interest  at 
heart. 

12768.  Is  meat  cheaper  at  the  port  of  slaughter 
than  in  the  country  ? — -Yes. 

12769.  What  knowledge  have  you  of  that? — 
Because  I sell  some  every  week  in  both  places. 

12770.  Is  meat  upon  the  average  cheaper  at 
Deptford  than  it  is  in  the  interior  of  the  country  ? 
— It  is  cheaper  at  Deptford. 

12771.  How  much  cheaper  is  it? — That  is  a 
very  difficult  question  to  answer.  At  Deptford 
at  certain  times  of  the  year,  when  the  supply  has 
been  very  short,  we  might  say  we  should  have 
the  price  as  high  as  in  the  Islington  market,  but 
the  moment  we  get  a glut,  which  we  had  last 
autumn,  then  the  price  reduces  so  quickly  as  to 
be  uncontrollable,  and  the  loss  sustained  by  the 
senders  is  so  enormous  as  to  prevent  them  from 
sending  again,  as  I can  show  by  figures. 

12772.  Will  you  show  that  to  the  Committee? 
— I said  that  we  were  reduced  from  25,000  in 
five  months  of  one  year  to  1,000  in  the  corre- 
sponding five  months  of  last  year. 

12773.  Fluctuation  in  price  is  greater  at 
Deptford,  is  it  not,  than  anywhere  else? — Yes. 

12774.  Of  course,  there  are  rapid  changes  ? — 
Yes,  because  we  rely  upon  a few  buyers  ; if  they 
are  overdone  in  the  London  market  upon  the 
Saturday,  it  is  known  everywhere ; it  affects  the 
supply  for  Monday,  and  the  telegraph  informs 
the  people  in  Wales,  and  Manchester,  and  Bir- 
mingham, and  those  buyers  come  up,  so  we 
have  never  a very  strong  drop,  because  the  ad- 
ditional buyers  release  us  from  the  surplus  that 
we  have. 

12775.  Do  you  know  of  auy  experiments  which 
have  been  tried  in  the  carriage  of  dead  meat 
from  the  port  of  landing  into  the  interior  of  the 
country? — Yes,  I know  it  well. 

12776.  Have  you  had  anything  to  do  with  any 
such  experiments  ? — No ; only  that  I sold  live 
stock  to  those  buyers. 

12777.  Have  they  carried  meat,  for  example, 
by  special  trucks,  fitted  up  with  proper  appli- 
ances, the  meat  being  hung  up  upon  hooks,  so  as 
to  ensure  good  ventilation  ?— Yes,  that  has  been 
tried. 

12778.  Has  it  been  tried  both  winter  and  sum- 
mer?— I think  it  never  was  tried  in  summer;  but 
there  was  a sudden  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in 
1868,  and  then  again  in  1870,  when  the  Her- 
man and  French  War  was;  it  was  tried  iu  the 
autumn. 

12779.  Was  it  tided  in  the  careful  way  which 
I have  described? — Yes,  it  was. 

12780.  What  was  the  result  of  the  experi- 
ment?— We  thought  that  if  animals  were  sold  at 
such  a sacrifice  at  (Mams’  Wharf,  it  might  be 
worth  while  to  try  it ; sometimes  we  could  not 
sell  them,  and  we  sent  for  those  country  people, 
aud  we  told  them  that  the  prices  were  very  low, 

3 and 
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Gehhardt , 
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Mr.  if.  and  that  they  should  come  and  slaughter  them 
Qebhmdt ■ there,  but  only  two  men  tried  it,  one  of  them 

died;  I think  be  lost  a lot  of  money  by  it;  he 

7 July  3873,  never  left  a shilling,  and  the  other  man  gave  it 
up ; he  kept  it  up  for  some  time,  but  he  said  if 
he  kept  on,  it  would  ruin  him. 

12781.  Is  Germany  a scheduled  country  now  ? 
— Yes. 

12782.  Is  that,  in  your  opinion,  an  unneces- 
sary precaution  upon  our  part  ? — I think  so, 
altogether. 

12783.  Why  ? — Because  there  is  only  danger 
to  this  country  from  cattle  plague ; and  as  Ger- 
many has  excluded  all  Russian  cattle,  and  great 
precautions  are  taken  in  Germany,  I think  there 
is  no  risk  of  taking  any  disease  from  Germany. 

12784.  Does  Germany  take  precautions  in  that 
respect? — Yes,  they  had  cattle  plague  there  last 
year ; since  then,  a law  has  been  made  to  prevent 
the  risk  in  future. 

12785.  Have  you  any  special  knowledge  of 
what  precautions  Germany  takes  with  regard  to 
Russia  ? — I had  it  from  the  lips  of  the  minister 
in  London  ; I know  that  every  precaution  is  taken 
which  can  be  taken;  they  are  very  strict,  and 
very  severe  about  it ; and  I believe  since  that  law 
has  been  in  force,  there  has  been  no  outbreak  of 
cattle  plague  in  Germany. 

12786.  Do  yon  know  when  they  had  the  last 
cases  of  cattle  plague  in  Germany? — I do  not 
know  how  late  it  extended.  1 know  that  there 
was  an  outbreak  in  1870,  but  I could  not  say 
when  it  was  extinguished. 

12787.  It  is  your  opinion,  that  the  restrictions 
with  regard  to  Germany  are  unnecessary  now  ? 

I believe  that  Germany  ought  to  be  an  un- 
scheduled country  after  the  guarantees  which  the 
Prussian  Government  have  given,  and  which  I 
understand  from  the  minister  in  London,  are  quite 
sufficient,  and  the  Germans  are  surprised  why 
they  are  not  considered  sufficient.  1 cannot 
understand  why  Gei-many  should  be  so  treated, 
which  being  so  large  a sheep-producing  country, 
we  do  not  derive  from  her  to  so  great  an  extent 
the  good  meat  which  might  come  here,  because 
we  have  had  a great  falling  here  in  one  year ; 
my  own  case  is  very  strong.  I fell  off  in  five 
months  of  one  year  from  7,321  to  561  in  another 
five  months  in  1872. 

12788.  What  year  is  that?— The  one  is  1869, 
the  other  is  1872. 

12789.  Those  were  German  beasts?  — They 
were  all  from  those  parts  of  Germany  where  wc 
do  not  get  a bullock  from  now. 

12790.  Would  you  admit  that  there  might  be 
some  other  cause  producing  that  great  change  ? 

JNo,  I think  not;  because  you  might  say,  if 
the  meat  got  dearer  in  Germany,  it  has  got  dearer 
here  as  well,  and  then  people  were  obliged  to 
have  their  beasts  sacrificed  in  1868,  being  com- 
pelled to  be  slaughtered  at  the  wharves,  and  they 
got  alarmed  ; iornarlj,  many  thousand  beasts 
22353?  fM  *“  *■**•»“*  h-  been 

12791.  We  are  not  importing  cattle  from 
if  ranee  now,  are  we  ? — No. 

12792.  Where  did  you  import  cattle  from  in 
h ranee  ?— I never  imported  any,  but  I am  told 
that  we  should  get  now,  if  we  imported  them, 
the  Norman  beasts,  which  are  too  good  for  the 
-rrench  market. 

12793.  Have  you  not  heard  that  there  have 
been  cases,  m which  the  Drench  have  recently 
imported  cattle  from  this  country  ?— I have  not 


heard  so,  except  upon  hearsay  the  other  dav  v , 
in  some  parts  of  H ranee  they  may  be  deari  t£l 
m others.  In  many  countries  that  is  the 
although  it  is  not  to  my  knowledge  I l?  ’ 
that  from  Normandy  we  could,  at  the  nr 
prices,  bring  a great,  many  beasts  over;  the?!!!1 
ready  to  come  to  the  market.  ■ are 

12734.  Why  do  they  not  come  ?— Beam, 
they  cannot  come  to  the  market;  those 
which  are  worth  about  40  l.  a niece  thev  „ , 
not  send  to  Deptford,  because  L cLs  if  peS 
to  buy  them  would  not  go  there  1 ™e 

12795.  Are  those  fed,  cattle  superior  to 
any  class  of  cattle  which  are  imported  into  tZ 
country  .'—I  think  the  Normandy  cattle  are  quit? 
as  good,  and  some  of  them  better,  than  the  W 
German  beasts,  because  they  are  English  bred 
they  have  English  bulls  over  there,  and  are  verv 
nne  beasts. 

.1  127o98'mF,ey  succeeded  in  introducing 

them?  Ihcy  tried  it  last  year.  I did  „ot  • 
into  the  statistics,  but  they  were  very  few.  ° 
12797.  What  time  of  the  year  was  that?— In 
the  summer. 


*?°  y°.tt  know  whether  there  is  any 
difference  in  price  between  last  year  and  this 
year  ? — We  are  much  dearer  this  year ; we  are 
at  least  a penny  a pound  dearer  all  through. 

12799.  They  tried  it  last  year,  and  now  when 
they  arc  a penny  a pound  dearer,  they  are  so 
discouraged  that  they  will  never  try  it  again  ?- 
They  will  not  try  it.  again,  if  they  are  compelled 
to  go  to  Deptford ; and  I was  told  this  very 
morning  by  Mr.  Giblett,  who  sold  9,000  French 
beasts  in  the  year,  which  averaged  27  l.  a beast, 
that,  this  year  he  has  not  sold  one,  and  he  is  in 
a position  to  say  that  if  they  could  go  to  the 
Islington  Market  they  would  come  at  once. 

12800.  Who  are  you  quoting  ? — He  is  a very 
large  salesman  and  very  much  respected  in  our 
market;  Mr.  John  Giblett. 


12801.  lou  do  not  regret  the  exclusion  of 
Russian  cattle  from  the  market,  do  you? — I do 
not.  I would  never  let  them  come  again ; they 
have  done  mischief  enough. 

12802.  Is  there  any  marked  difference  between 
the  Russian  cattle  and  any  others  which  we 
import  ? — -Yes,  they  are  quite  a different  breed. 
I think  from  my  experience  of  Russian  cattle 
that  it  is  not  worth  while  to  import  them,  for  we 
should  only  get  so  very  few  of  them.  This 
year  I had  an  application  from  a man  who  asked 
if  we  could  sell  cattle  from  Russia,  and  I asked 
him  how  many  there  would  be ; he  replied  he 
thought  ho  could  get.  together  1,500,  and  I 
thought  that  it  would  not.  be  worth  while  to  ask 
permission  to  bring  them  even  to  Deptford. 

12803.  1 underst  and  from  your  evidence  gene- 
rally, that  you  would  be  very  strict  at  the  ports 
with  regard,  of  course,  to  rinderpest,  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  and  small-pox  ? — Yes. 

12804.  You  would  slaughter  every  cargo  which 
had  anything  of  that  kind  in  it? — I would  not 
he  so  positive  with  reference  to  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  because  it  is  not  so  dangerous. 

12805.  You  would  not  slaughter  in  the  case 
of  an  animal  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ?— No,  1 think  that  it  would  be  cruelty. 
I have  had  beasts  which  fetched  34  l.  and  35 
and  they  must  have  been  first-rate  beasts  when 
they  left  home,  and  when  they  got  here  they 
have  shown  signs  of  foot  and  mouth  disease; 
the  examination  is  very  severe  and  minute  ox 
their  mouths  on  entry,  and  if  there  is  any  sign 
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of  disease  the  whole  cargo  is  slaughtered.  If 
they  are  intended  for  slaughter,  I cannot  see  the 
harm  that  they  can  do. 

12806.  It  is  the  general  cry  oi  this  country 
that  every  continental  country  should  be  un- 
scheduled if  it  is  free  from  rinderpest,  and  if  it 
.rives  security  as  regards  its  import  from  foreign 
countries  ?— I think  so.  . 

12807.  You  think  it  would  be  desirable  to 
throw  the  trade  much  more  open  than  it  is  at 
present  in  such  cases  ? — I think  that  every  ani- 
mal should  go  to  a free  market,  so  as  to  extend 
the  competition  for  trade. 

12808.-  So  far  as  your  own  trade  is  concerned 
yon  have  lost  that  very  much  by  the  restrictions 
which  have  been  in  force? — Yes,  I have  lost 
more  than  half  my  trade. 

12809.  Do  you  think  that  you  get  less  business 
and  the  consumers  in  this  country  get  less  food? 
—Yes ; I believe  that  if  these  things  continue, 
we  shall  get  a higher  price  very  soon ; my  opinion 
is,  that  if  trade  were  steady,  it  would  pay  to 
breed  sheep  and  cattle,  but  as  it  is,  if  a country 
is  left  alone  for  a year,  then  you  have  an  Order 
in  Council  coming  down,  and  you  have  the  whole 
trade  disturbed  ; we  had  countries  sending  cattle 
which  do  not  send  any  now ; we  had  Oldenburg, 
which  used  to  export  a great  many  beasts  to 
this  country,  but  they  cannot  send  them  now, 
and  all  those  good  beasts  have  disappeared  from 
coming  here.  The  number  sold  by  salesmen 
here  in  five  months  was  reduced  from  25,000 
cattle  to  1,000,  and  thqy  were  very  good  beasts. 

128 10.  With  regard  to  the  difficulties  of  taking 
dead  meat  from  the  ports  to  the  interior  of  the 
country,  are  those  difficulties  increased  by  the 
irregularity  of  the  railway  trains? — I believe 
that  has  a great  deal  to  do  with  it ; if  the  meat 
does  not  come  at  the  proper  time  and  a man 
loses  his  market,  he  cannot  sell  his  meat. 

12811.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  great 
irregularity  in  the  delivery  of  meat? — I believe 
that  in  one  case  a man  lost  a lot  of  money,  the  train 
broke  down  and  the  meat  was  almost  valueless,  it 
being  that  sort  of  muggy  weather  which  is  so 
detrimental  to  meat ; it  is  just  the  same  in  the 
Metropolitan  Meat  Market ; if  they  send  up  meat 
from  the  country,  and  it  does  not  arrive  in  the 
morning,  but  comes  the  next  day,  it  either  gets 
spoiled  or  it  looks  worse,  and  loses  in  value.  It 
is  quite  a different  thing  to  send  meat  from  Aber- 
deen ; you  must  understand  that  from  Aberdeen 
they  send  very  little  in  the  summer,  and  every- 
body knows  that  the  atmosphere  is  much  colder 
there ; the  beasts  are  not  in  a feverish  state,  and 
they  6end  as  small  a quantity  of  meat  as  they  like; 
in  the  winter  they  send  a lot,  they  are  very  care- 
fully packed;  they  can  go  to  some  expense  about 
it  and  still  make  it  answer,  but  at  Deptford  you 
have  a number  of  beasts  all  huddled  up-  together; 
the  result  is  that  it  cannot  be  done,  it  bas  been 
tried. 

12812.  You  mean  to  say  that  in  Aberdeen 
they  kill  their  cattle  under  the  most  favourable 
condition  possible? — Yes. 

12813.  Whereas  at  Deptford,  they  are  killed 
under  very  unfavourable  conditions?  — Yes; 
quite  so. 

12814.  Chairman.']  You  think  that  Germany 
is  quite  free  from  any  cattle  plague  ? — I believe 
so,  as  far  as  Prussia  is  concerned.  North  Ger- 
many is  free. 

12815.  I think  you  stated  that  cattle  plague 
broke  out  in  1870  ?— Yes. 

0.58. 


12816.  Are  you  not  aware  that  there  was  an 
outbreak  of  cattle  plague  last  year  ? — Yes  ; that  ' 
was  the  reason  why  we  had  to  go  to  Deptford. 

12817.  You  lost  sight  of  the  fact,  that  last  i 
yenr  was  the  first  year  that  we  had  cattle  plague 
since  we  imported  cattle  from  Germany  ? — I for- 
got it  for  the  moment. ; I said  particularly  that  I 
did  not  know  when  it  ceased ; but  I meutioned 
it  before,  in  my  answer  to  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  that  there  was  cattle  plague 
last  year  in  Germany. 

12818.  You  stated  that  you  were  confident 
that  there  would  be  no  danger  in  importing  those 
animals  ? — Yes. 

12819.  Are  you  not  aware  now  that  there  was 
danger? — Yes;  but  the  law  has  been  altered. 

12820.  Are  you  not  aware  that  we  were  in- 
formed by  the  German  Government  that  we 
might  import  safely  from  Schleswig-Holstein  and 
from  Hamburg,  because  they  take  great  precau- 
tions with  regard  to  Russian  cattle  ? — I believe 
the  Prussian  Government  had  taken  every  pre- 
caution upon  the  frontier,  but  some  beasts  came 
from  Russia  to  Lubeck,  which  is  not  Prussian 
proper,  and  they  were  got  through  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  Prussian  Government. 

12821.  The  real  fact  was,  that  notwithstanding 
all  their  precautions,  they  were  first  informed  of 
the  danger  of  cattle  plague  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Hamburg  from  England? — I am  not  aware  of 
that ; this  is  the  first  time  I heard  of  it. 

12822.  You  stated  that  you  believe  the  import 
from  Russia  into  Germany  is  prohibited  now  ? — 
Yes ; I state  that  upon  good  authority. 

12823.  The  import  from  Austria  is  not  pro- 
hibited ? — I hardly  know  how  far  that  goes ; I 
believe  they  admit  beasts  from  Bohemia  into 
Prussia,  but  where  the  line  is  drawn  I could  not 
say. 

12824.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a good 
deal  of  cattle  plague  in  the  Austrian  dominions  ? 
— Sometimes  there  is  in  the  eastern  parts  of  the 
Austrian  dominions. 

12825.  With  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  I 
understood  you  to  say  that  you  thought  that 
animals  should  be  slaughtered  for  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, because  the  exporter  ought  to  guard 
against  sending  an  animal  affected,  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— Yes. 

12826.  Are  you  then  of  opinion  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia soon  shows  itself  ? — Yes. 

12827.  You  think  that  those  veterinary  sur- 
geons, who  think  it  is  sometimes  many  days  or  a 
week  before  pleuro-pneumonia  shows  itself,  are 
mistaken  ? — I do  not  say  so ; but  I think  that 
the  graziers  of  cattle  will  find  it  out  sooner  than 
anybody  else,  because  when  the  cattle  show  signs 
of  pleuro-pneumonia  they  will  not  feed.  It  nmy 
be  a long  time  before  the  heavy  breathing  com- 
mences ; I could  not  say  how  long,  but  it  is  some 
time. 

12828.  How  long  does  the  exporter  generally 
buy  cattle  before  he  sends  them  off? — He  sends 
them  off  as  soon  he  can,  as  a rule. 

12829.  But  you  are  quite  clear  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  slaughter  of  animals  in  the  case 
of  animals  herded  with  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
except  those  animals  that  have  it?' — That  is  my 
opinion.  • , n 

12830.  Have  you  in  many  cases  had  a cargo, 
in  which  you  were  interested,  slaughtered . 
Yes ; very  often. 

12831.  When  was  the  last? — I could  not  re- 
collect  the  tat,  because  we  have  now  for  18 
q q.  •)  months 


Mr.  H. 
Gebkardt. 

’ July  1873. 
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Mr.  H.  months  had  all  our  beast  killed : they  come  from 
Gebhardt.  the  scheduled  countries  to  Deptford. 

„ fT— r 12832.  I thought  you  stated  that  you  im- 
7 jujy  1073.  p0rted  considerably  from  Denmark? — Yes;  I 
have  had  none  slaughtered  from  there. 


12852.  What  are  you  paying  now  it  tv..  • 
—The  expenses  are  2 Z.;  we  could  easilv 


. 12853.  I want  to  know  what  the  price  Ti '7 * 
nmg  is  ; you  do  not  know  the  actual  price  • T 
are  only  making  a guess  at.  it.  rlori,,,.*:*  . 7°u 


have  had  none  slaughtered  from  there.  are  only  making  a guess  at  it  deduct/*  1 yoa 

12833.  Do  you  not  consider  that  since  there  penses  ?— That  is  all.  ’ g tlle  ex- 

has  been  that  order,  there  have  been  fewer  cases  12854.  That  is  not  allowing  for  nvnfit?  m 
of  cargoes  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  them  profit  is  very  uncertain,  because  the  -Tl 
than  there  were  before  ? — I do  not  think  so,  be-  we  get  from  Tonning  are  not  iob  beast?  u that 
cause  the  countries  through  which  they  are  now  beasts  grazed  by  farmers.  “ ’ tUey  are 

allowed  to  bring  them  into  the  market,  were  12855.  What  would  it  be  about?—' 1? 
particularly  free  countries  up  to  1868.  to  5s.  id.  per  stone.  ‘trom  5*. 

12834.  Do  you  not  think  that  there  are  fewer  12856.  Was  not  that  very  much  mow  tk  • 
cargoes  coming  with  it  ?— Amongst  those  coming  was  in  1866  ?— Yes,  a great  (leal  an  ll 

from  Schleswig-Holstein  we  have  not  had  one  12857.  Has  not  the  price  of  meat  «««, 
single  case.  considerably  upon  the  continent 

12835.  But  Schleswig-Holstein,  until  this  last  Germany  of  late  ? Yes  5 penally  m 

week  or  two,  has  been  scheduled,  and  the  cattle  12858.  Do  not  you  "think  that  the  imt  ,1. 
have  been  slaughtered  when  they  arrived  ?-  mand  for  meat  at  home  may,  to  some 
Yes ; hut  when  they  arrived  at  Deptford  they  have  diminished  the  export  here?— Yes  tW  • 
were  declared  sound,  except  one  or  two  steamers  do  doubt  about  that,  to  some  extent  IS 

which  had  a bad  passage,  and  in  consequence  the  12859.  But  I understood  you  not’to  make  an. 
animals  on  board  showing  signs  of  foot  and  mouth  allowance  for  that,  in  answer  to  the  hZSLw7 
, Member  for  Manchester  ?-I  answered 

V ft  Al'e  y°U  GUgaged  m the  St0re  trade  ?~  Pe°Ple  over  there  have  not  increased  the  bmed? 
loose  mi  , ..  . , . , mg  of  cattle  as  they  hare  done  for  sheep,  Win,, 

12837.  Therefore,  as  a matter  of  trade,  it  does  that  thev  labour  undo,-  ...  owing 


V Al'e  7°U  e°g“ged  “ the  B‘0re  tl'a<ie  pe°l>le  °ver  tI,cra  h“ve  1104  increased  the  bra  d 

V Tease  ' mi  r ,,  c a • . mg  of  cattle  as  they  have  done  for  sheep,  knowing 

12837  Therefore,  as  a matter  of  trade,  it  does  that  they  labour  under  disadvantageous  eircunf 

not  matter  to  you  what  restrictions  there  are  stances.  circum- 

upon  store  cattle?— I think  that  is  as  much  matter  12860.  Does  not  a vervmmd,  


ion  stor  e cattle  r-i  think  that  is  as  much  matter  12860.  Does  not  a very  much  lamer  nnmbsr 
to  me  as  to  anybody  else  because  if  there  were  of  cattle  reared  in  GermLy  go  to  the  Ge™ 
, 1 sll0llM  Set  my  sllare-  market  than  comes  hero »_ t es 

one  f-Yet*  “ T°ry  Sm“!1  I286.1'  ¥ ha‘  “ very  great  rise  in 

19MQ  rl  t»  * i . . wages  m Germany,  has  not  that  been  a great 

1-839.  Is  m»t  the  Dutch  cattle  trade  a very  temptation  to  them  to  feed  and  breed?— Yes: 


thcv6£S  ?~~It  7Sed  t0  b°  S°me  yeara  ag°5  when  Lut  as  they  havo  not  ^ofc  flie'  benefit  of  the  rise 
i72840  dTo^ZT61'-  t,  , » hero,  as  tlioy  go  to  an  unfavourable  inarkebthey 

i ooTi  m you  unPort.  then  ? — No.  do  not  come  hci*c.  7 

fat  JmtlwSbTlT-8  er  , 12862.  But  I understand  you  to  say,  that  (he, 

& yofnot°-YS  VelT  dmumshed,  have  not  sot  to  work  rearing  and  breeding  cattle 

oyonnotr  res.  because  ot  the  restrictions  here;  I ask  yon  to 


•, 90/<o  tp,  v - ,.  uccause  ot  tlie  restrictions  here:  I ask  vou  to 

1284r;,  Th.e  duninutmn  from  18/1  to  1872  of  tell  me  why  they  have  not  done  that  when  there 
, and  Is  very  huge  an  increase  of  price  in  Germany 


76,000? — 75,000  according  to  this  statement. 


is  so  very  large  an  increase  of  price  in  Germany 
xtsolx  ? — ■The  more  demand  there  is  for  a thing, 


rSf.  ?-T  f’?,?  diminution  in  Dutch  will  increase.  If  they  have  not  bred  so  much  as 

think  it  is  in  the  mainritv  of  a ° ^ d°  not  to  tj1Glu  as  ilny  >r°u  could  give  them  at  present 

12846  . • t0  increa8c  trade  ?-^es,  but  as  bullocks 

over  1870? Yes  there  were  a/nm*®6  mcreasc  cannot  be  grown  upon  demand,  it  requires  three 

i87o,  rs-  and  wl,on  tho  tade  13  ^ 

for  part  of  the  .128G4-  But  cl° not  you  tliink  that  tke  ™e  in 

12847  What  rlo  von  /'e+i  • i • c o Pnce  in  Germany  itself  is  a greater  stimulus  to 

Thev  ' could  he  ^tnl'en  + ®;ee  • them  to  increase  their  production  than  the  mere 

market  ““  MetroPohto>  »Knce  between  4he  Deptford  and  Islington 

12848  „n*i,  , , . . „ Market? — No,  I do  not  think  so,  because  Dept- 

-Thev  coufd  no?  he  token  be  +take»  out  of  it?  ford  Market  is  an  unfair  market  to  take  as  a 
politan  district.  U*  0p  t ie  metro-  criterion ; it  is  an  uncertain  market ; you  may 


politan  district. 


12849  , ,,  . find  the  difference  there  between  one  market  and 

of  the  c a ^at  ?,0  existen?e  anoth“-  of  3 l ■ a bullock,  whereas  there  would 

interfering  with  the  S°‘  “ ”0Ver  bo  tI,at  ™Mon  at  the  Islington  Market. 

couTdStirWta ^ to  tw  , 7 . ! be“l,Be  12865-  W1‘“‘  would  he  the  diifetence  between 

ST refold  be  bsTto l f llte  r;S.rd  Sir,*0'?  f-I  w«ua  « Art  a beast  is  sold 


they  could  be  sold  to  all  the  London  butchers  at  2 7 1 7'  7 Bfy  T‘  ‘.““S  1B  B°‘a 

12850  Bnf  tl,Av  An_ij , i uuxcneis.  at  2 l.  less  m the  one  market  than  the  other. 

sinners  out  of  London?— No.  “ soM  t0  »ou-  ^12806.  Upon  a beast  of  what  value  ?— About 

werem^Yr  catrie’inTe™.”  yonr  . 12867-  That  is  8 1.  per  cent.;  would  not  the 

Tonning  for  example  in  y a*  the  p°rt  °f  rise  in  Germany  be  very  much  more  than  that; 

ported  so  manv  ? PT  fin  rri+  ’ Tou  17n"  my  sole  reason  for  asking  this  question  is,  because 

P stone.  CCt  the  F1Ce  ^ stated  that  tkey  were  not  rearing  cattle  on 

account  of  these  restrictions ; then  I ask  you  how 


0 iv iicu  vou  im- 

ported so  many  ? — I do  not  recollect  the  price 
per  stone.  l 
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do  you  account  for  their  not  rearing  cattle  in 
order  to  meet  the  very  considerable  increase  of 
price  in  Germany  itself  ?— To  which  I answered, 
that  they  could  not  grow  beasts  in  so  short  a 
time. 

12868.  Could  they  grow  beasts  m so  short  a 
itime  on  account  of  our  taking  off  our  restrictions  ? 
—They  knew  that  two  years  ago;  they  knew 
that  that  Act  was  passed. 

12869.  You  were  speaking  with  reference  to 
the  French  import ; a French  animal  is  about  of 
the  same  value  as  a good  Schleswig-Holstein 
animal,  is  it  not  ? — They  are  larger. 

12870.  How  much  larger? — The  Schleswig- 
Holstein  beasts  are  an  entirely  different  sort; 
the  one  is  reared  in  Jutland,  and  the  other  in 
Schleswig-Holstein,  and  is  what  is  called  a half 
English  beast. 

12871.  Which  are  best? — Those  worth  most 
•are  those  reared  in  Schleswig-Holstein. 

12872.  What  are  they  worth  ? — I sold  some 
to-day  at  about  35  but  you  might  put  them 
down  upon  an  average  at  25 1. ; a Jutland  bullock 
you  might  put  down  at  about  20 1. 

12873.  Norman  animals  are  a better  quality, 
are  they  not? — I have  seen  Norman  animals  sold 
here,  even  when  the  price  was  not  so  high,  at  40?. 

12874.  You  have  no  Russian  trade,  have  you  ? 
— I had  some  Russian  trade,  and  I could  have 
had  1,500  if  I could  have  got  them  here  this  year, 
and  have  sold  the  beast  which  had  cattle  plague, 
or  at  least  my  partner  did.  . 

12875.  You  would  not  import  Russian  cattle 
under  any  circumstances,  I believe? — I would 
not  import  them  until  you  could  show  that  it  was 
worth  while,  and  until  you  could  get  large 

S'ies ; but  unless  you  got  large  quantities  I 
there  would  be  more  danger  of  importing 
the  plague  than  the  import  was  worth. 

12876.  Mr.  Dent.']  The  diminution  of  the  im- 
portation of  Portuguese  cattle  between  1872  and 
1871  was  quite  as  striking  as  the  import  of  Ger- 
man cattle ; it  fell  from  20,300  to  15,600  ? — 
Yes. 

12877.  And  there  was  no  restriction  placed  in 
the  way  of  slaughter  upon  those  cattle  ? — But 
you  will  find  this  year  that  they  have  wonderfully 
increased. 

12878.  You  are  comparing  1872  with  1871 ; 
the  import  of  Portuguese  cattle  had  increased 
from  8,568  to  20,700  in  1871,  and  then  they  fell 
suddenly  to  15,600  in  1872  ; how  would  you  ac- 
count for  that,  seeing  there  were  no  restrictions 
upon  them  ? — I cannot  account  for  it. 

12879.  Do  you  know  what  the  price  of  meat  is 
in  Berlin  ? — I really  do  not  know. 

12880.  Do  you  ever  go  to  Germany  to  buy  ? 
— I do  not  buy.  I sell  for  other  people ; but  I 
have  got  some  beasts  here,  which  my  partner  is 
selling  now  to-day  from  Berlin;  they  are  at 
Deptford. 

12881.  Your  partner  sells  upon  commission  as 
well  as  yourself? — Yes. 

12882.  Is  it  not  really  the  case,  that  at  this 
present  time  there  is  competition  in  price  be- 
tween Berlin  and  Paris  and  England  ? — Yes, 
very  much  so,  I think. 

12883.  Have  not  the  prices  in  foreign  countries 
increased  quite  in  proportion  to  the  prices  in 
England? — I believe  they  have. 

12884.  Does  not  that  go  rather  against  the 
prospect  of  any  increased  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  ^into  England? — No;  because  from  the 
•countries  which  are  not  scheduled,  the  importa- 
0.58. 


tion  has  not  been  diminished,  except  in  one  or 
two  cases,  and  I believe  in  this  report  you  will 
find  it  very  much  increased. 

12885.  This  year  there  has  been  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  price  of  stock  ? — There  has. 

12886.  The  increase  in  the  price  of  English 
cattle  is  something  extraordinary,  is  it  not? — 
Yes,  I believe  in  a great  many  instances  it  lias 
been  Is.  a stone,  11  cl.  a pound. 

12887.  That  was  quite  sufficient  to  draw  cattle 
from  abroad,  I suppose  ? — Yes,  so  it  has  been ; 
there  have  been  an  immense  number  of  cattle 
imported  this  year  from  non-scheduled  countries. 

12888.  That  shows  that  when  the  price  in 
England  is  sufficiently  over  the  price  abroad,  it 
will  bring  cattle  here  ? — It  will  bring  cattle  here. 

12889.  But  when  there  is  not  a sufficient  mar- 
gin, whether  they  are  scheduled  or  unscheduled 
countries,  they  must  stop  at  home? — Except  the 
very  large  supply  from  Schleswig-Holstein  which 
would  naturally  come  here,  and  last  year  they 
went  to  Deptford ; they  have  no  other  market 
to  go  to,  they  are  like  an  isolated  corner  in  Ger- 
many, and  they  could  not  find  for  their  large 
bulk  of  cattle  any  other  outlet  for  the  moment. 
They  actually  brought  to  this  market  about  2,000 
beasts  weekly  because  they  were  compelled  to 
come  here ; but  last  Michaelmas,  when  the  bad 
trade  began,  those  people  found  other  channels 
for  their  trade;  and  I can  show  that  all  the 
principal  salesmen  got  less  from  that  country 
than  they  used  to  do  in  former  years. 

12890.  But  I understand  that  this  year, 
•whether  there  he  restrictions  or  not,  the  import  has 
increased  considerably  ? — I believe  that  from 
Denmark,  Portugal,  and  Sweden  there  has  been 
a great  increase,  but  I have  not  got  the  return  to 
speak  from. 

12891.  All  of  which  decreased  last  year  ? — 
Yes,  that  was  so. 

12892.  I have  a return  placed  in  my  hands, 
showing  that  the  German  increase  appears  to  have 
been  a large  one  also  ; in  fact,  generally,  the  in- 
crease in  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  this 
year  has  been  very  considerable  ? — Except  from 
Germany.  I am  speaking  now  not  upon  sta- 
tistics, but  I know  that  the  importation  from 
Portugal,  Denmark,  and  Sweden  has  increased. 

12893.  There  has  been  a very  great  increase 
in  the  value  of  foreign  stock  which  is  imported, 
although  there  has  been  a diminution  in  the 
quantity,  has  there  not?— Yes,  there  has. 

12894.  You  would  attribute  that,  I presume, 
to  the  improvement  of  the  breeds,  and  the  greater 
care  which  has  been  taken  to  fit  the  animals  for 
the  English  market?— The  price  is  generally 
higher;  and  if  one  stock  is  higher,  the  other  stock 
goes  higher. 

12895.  Has  the  quality  of  the  stock  improved 
in  proportion  to  the  price  ?— They  go  on  improv- 
ing every  year,  and  they  are  improving  now  ; I 
have  orders  now  to  send  some  very  superior  bulls 
and  Southdown  sheep  and  Oxford  rams  abroad. 

12896.  You  are  a considerable  exporter  of  well- 
bred  stock,  are  you  not? — I am  a considerable 
exporter  of  well-bred  stock,  and  I have  given 
very  large  prices  to  the  breeders  of  Southdown 
sheep,  such  as  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  Mr.  Jonas 
Webb,  and  such  people. 

12897.  Do  you  think  there  is  any  prospect 
of  considerable  increase  in  the  foreign  importa- 
tion of  cattle  into  this  country?— I believe  the 
present  price  of  meat  is  so  high  that  it  would 
encourage  largely  the  increase  of  breeding. 

3 T 3°  ° J 12897*.  Where 


Mr.  H. 
Gebkardt. 

7 July  1873. 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Mr.  H.  12897*.  Where  do  you  think  that  any  increased 
Gebhardt.  production  of  foreign  stock  could  take  place  for 

the  English  market  ? — I think  the  largest  scope  is 

7 July  1873.  Germany ; because  you  have  got  South  Germany 
for  Btall-fed  animals,  because  you  have  got  most 
arable  land  there ; and  you  have  the  north, 
such  as  Schleswig-Holstein  and  Oldenburg,  for 
grass  cattle;  they  have  the  finest  land  in  the 
world  there. 

12898.  Has  there  not  been  a considerable  in- 
crease of  stock  in  Schleswig-Holstein? — Yes, 
because  it  pays  them  very  much  better  to  grow 
cattle  than  to  grow  corn,  being  heavy  land ; and 
every  year,  I believe,  it  is  more  and  more  laid 
down  for  grass. 

12899.  In  South  Germany  it  is  arable  land  ? — 
Yes,  it  is  a great  deal  arable  land;  it  is  done  in 
a different  form.  In  Wurtemburg,  Bavaria,  and 
Baden-Baden  they  rear  the  cattle,  and  then,  when 
they  come  to  a certain  age,  they  go  to  what  we 
may  call  the  midland  counties  of  Germany  (such 
as  Prussia  and  Magdeburg) ; and  these  cattle  are 
used  for  labour  and  then  fattened,  particularly  at 
the  large  factories  of  beetroot  sugar,  and  then  we 
get  them  here.  They  come  here  as  very  fine  big 
cattle. 

12900.  Where  are  you  to  derive  your  supplies 
of  store  cattle  from  for  England? — From  the 
south  of  Germany. 

12901.  But  I thought  you  stated  it  was  arable 
land  in  the  south  of  Germany  ? — But  that  does 
not  prevent  your  growing  cattle  just  as  you  do 
in  England ; you  rear  cattle  in  one  part  of  Eng- 
land and  fatten  them  in  another. 

12902.  I took  it  from  your  own  evidence,  that 
the  south  of  Germany  was  principally  arable,  and 
that  you  could  not  feed  bullocks  there ; according 
to  our  experience  you  cannot  either  rear  or  feed 
on  arable  land  ? — They  have  grass  land  to  rear 
cattle  on,  but  not  to  fatten  them.  If  you  have 
ever  travelled  in  Germany  you  do  not  find  herds 
of  cattle  grazing ; they  bring  the  young  things 
up  and  cut  the  grass  for  them ; and  the  small 
farmers  rear  the  bullocks  and  break  them  in  to 
the  plough,  and  when  they  arc  two  or  three 
years  old  they  sell  them. 

12903.  I want  to  know  whether,  when  the 
restrictions  are  removed,  you  look  forward  to 
any  considerable  increase  of  the  import  of  cattle 
into  this  country  ? — I do. 

12904.  Where  from? — Erom  Germany,  and 
not  only  from  Germany  but  I look  to  other 
countries,  particularly  Denmark  and  Sweden, 
which  in  former  times  (especially  Sweden)  did 
not  export  a bullock,  and  now  they  come  from 
there  very  largely. 

12905.  They  have  no  disease  in  Sweden,  have 
they  ?— We  never  had  any  cattle  arrive  from 
Sweden  with  disease,  I believe. 

12906.  It  is  not  scheduled  ?— It  is  not  sche- 
duled. 

12907.  There  is  nothing  to  check  the  increase 
there  ? Iso ; I believe  Sweden  from  1869  to  this 
last  year  has  doubled,  namely,  from  3,300  to  7,000. 

12908.  Do  you  anticipate  that  there  is  any 
prospect  of  an  increase  in  the  import  of  Spanish 
and  I ortuguese  cattle  ?-I  believe  the  Spanish 
cattle  have  decreased  this  last  year,  but  I am 
told  that  the  great  cause  of  that  is  that  a good 
many  beasts  have  gone  to  France  on  accunt  of 
n W?r  wkich  drained  that  country  of  beasts,  so 
that  there  have  been  exceptional  circumstances 
which  apply  to  Germany,  France  and  Spain,  all 
owing  to  the  war. 


i was  going  to  ask  you  whether  a 
same  remark  did  not  apply  last  year  *n 
Germ™,  French,  and  Dutch  imports  o„ing  to  £ 
war,  which  naturally  diminished  the  imuorta 
this  country?— Of  course  it  did.  : lnto 

. Mr;  Cla™  Rsa‘l-  J Does  not  Germany 

import  a considerable  quantity  of  store  cattle  (ml 
Austria  and  other  countries  ?— No,  they  do  not 
they  may  in  some  provinces  have  a oonsiderahu 
quantity  of  store  cattle,  but  I do  not  think  they 

trict?  mimy  fr°m  thCra’  °,e“  for  attioi">eg  dis- 
12911.  Then  the  statement  that  was  made  to 
the  Veterinary  Congress  at  Vienna,  that  Ger 
many  imported  as  many  cattle  as  she  escorted' 
was  not  correct? — I believe  not.  ’ 

12912.  Arc  you  aware  that  that  statement  was 
made  upon  what  was  considered  to  be  good 
authority  ?— I.  know  nothing  about  the  authority 
but  from  my  experience  of  the  cattle  trade  I do 
not  believe  it. 

12913.  Is  your  authority  your  own  opinion,  or 
whose  ? — My  opinion  and  my  experience. 

12914.  The  decrease  in  the  import  of  Spanish 
cattle  was  just  5,000  last  year,  and  there  was  no 
alteration  in  the  restrictions  ? — No. 

12915.  There  are  no  country  buyers  come  ti 
Deptford,  there  being  no  rail  there  ?— None. 

12916.  They  did  when  the  market  was  at 
Odams’  Wharf  ?— They  tried  it  for  a short  time, 
but  they  gave  it  up  soon. 

12917.  Wo  have. had  it  stated  here  that  avery 
considerable  quantity  of  dead  meat  was  sent  into 
the  provinces? — That  was  a wrong  statement 
whoever  made  it. 

12918.  It  was  made  by  Mr.  Odams? — There 
were  only  two  men  tried  it ; one  has  been  exa- 
mined here  to-day  and  the  other  is  dead.  If  my 
statement  and  Mr.  Odams’  are  at  loggerheads,  we 
could  apply  to  the  railway  companies  to  see  how 
long,  they  carried  meat  from  the  market  to  the 
provincial  towns. 

12919.  But  there  is  no  chance  of  country 
people  coining  to  Deptford,  as  there  is  no  rail 
there  ? — They  would  not  go  if  there  was  a rail ; 
they  would  not  go  to  Odams’  Wharf  when  there 
was  a rail.  I invited  men  from  Birmingham  and 
from  M ancliestcr  to  come  there.  1 said  we  are 
selling  things  so  low,  but  they  said  that  they 
would  be  under  such  disadvantages  that  it  would 
not  be  worth  trying. 

12920.  The  greatest  import  you  had  was  in 
1866,  was  it  not  ? — The  greatest  number  of  head 
of  cattle  I had  was  in  1866. 

12921.  When  the  cattle  plague  restrictions 
were  in  force,  and  when  all  the  cattle  were  killed 
at  the  ports  at  which  they  were  landed,  were 
they  not  ?-— No ; they  were  not  killed  at  the 
ports  at  which  they  were  landed. 

12922.  Do  not  you  know  that  the  cattle  plague 
restrictions  commenced  in  February  1866  ? — 1 do 
not  know  that  they  commenced  then,  but  we 
were  not  obliged  to  kill  them  on  landing.  There 
was  a cordon  drawn  round  London ; I could  not 
speak  positively  as  to  where  it  commenced  and 
where  it  ended,  bnt  we  did  not  kill  them  at 
the  landing  place. 

12923.  But  you  killed  them  at  the  port?— If 
you  call  London  the  port,  but  we  had  all  London 
for  it ; the  foreign  cattle  could  go  to  the  market. 

12924.  That  is  to  say,  they  went  into  the 
Islington  Market ; they  could  not  go  out  of 
London? — No;  wo  had  a 20  mile  radius,  and 
that  is  quite  enough  to  sell  them  in.  We  had 

the 
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-the  country  buyers*  and  we  had  competition  for  in  a measure  compensate  for  the  loss  of  the  live  Mr.  H. 

all  the  supply  for  4,000,000  people.  animals  of  which  you  have  so  loudly  com-  Gebhardt. 

12925.  There  was  an  Order  issued  on  the  20th  plained? — If  that  amounted  to  the  same  amount  

February  1866,  in  which  it  said  that  no  cattle  of  weight,  of  course  it  would  compensate,  but  it  7 July  1873. 
should  be  removed  alive  from  such  town  or  place,  does  not. 

except  by  sea,  during  its  continuance,  and  that  12942.  I see  that  in  1870  there  were  334,000 
year  you  had  the  greatest  import  of  stock  ? — cwt. ; in  1872  there  were  636,900  cwt.  of  fresh 
Yes  because  in  England  there  was  the  cattle  meat  imported,  so  that,  the  quantity  was  nearly 

Se,  which  killed  a great  many  beasts.  "We  doubled  in  the  two  years? — That  is  very  likely ; 

brino-  them  into  the  port,  and  take  them  but  then  you  see  when  the  hot  weather  comes, 
into  the  market,  hut  could  not  take  them  out  ot  you  get  none. 

the  Metropolitan  district.  _ 12943.  But  it  was  just  as  hot  in  1870  as  it 

12926.  What  do  you  say  is  the  average  price  was  in  1872  ? — Supposing  it  could  be  done  on  a 
of  a foreign  bullock  now,  such  as  you  sell ; about  large  scale,  you  would  get  a supply  in  cold 
from  22  /.  to  23 1.,  do  you  suppose  ? — I should  weather,  and  in  hot  weather  you  could  not 
gay  about  that.  get  it. 

12927.  What  are  the  expenses  in  the  market  12944.  I see  of  pork,  bacon,  and  hams  the 
altogether? — I think  there  are  5s.  9d.  expenses,  supply  in  1871  was  1,389,000  cwt.,  and  in  1872 
and  then  there  is  the  driving,  which  is  6 d.  2,215,000  cwt.,  being  nearly  doubled  in  one 

12928.  What  is  the  5 s.  9 d.  for? — The  5 s.  9 d.  year? — That  of  course  is  quite  out  of  my  know- 
is  the  commission  and  market  expenses  and  ledge. 

banking,  including  all  charges  except  driving  12945.  Still  it  is  animal  food? — That  would 
and  keep.  Of  course  the  keep  depends  upon  have  nothing  to  do  with  this  question,  because 
how  long  the  animals  have  been  in.  it  lias  nothing  to  do  with  restriction. 

12929.  The  5 s.  9 d.  includes  commission,  12946.  I see  that  the  live  pigs  have  fallen  off 
bankers’ charges,  and  market  dues  ? — Yes.  considerably,  and  that  the  dead  pigs  have  in- 

12930.  What  is  about  the  average  freight? — creased  ? — That  is  so. 

I should  say  the  freight  (except  from  Spain,  12947.  Are  there  not.  a greater  number  of 
which  is  higher)  you  might  put  down  at  1 1.  salesmen  of  live  cattle  now  than  there  used  to 

12931.  Does  that  include  the  wharfage  and  be  ? — Yes,  there  are  a few  more, 
dues? — No,  there  is  wharfage  and  rail  to  the  12948.  That  may  in  a measure  accouut.  for 
market,  because  they  are  railed  up  to  Maiden-  the  falling  away  of  your  trade,  may  it  not  ? — 1 

lane.  I believe  tlie  charge  for  that  is put  my  trade  in  merely  incidentally,  but  I go  by 

12932.  What  is  the  difference  between  tlie  the  whole ; I show  that  the  whole  import  is 
expenses  at  Deptford  and  at  the  Metropolitan  75,000  less,  and  that  from  Germany  alone  we 
Market:  are  they  more  or  less? — I think  they  were  27,000  less  last  year  than  we  were  in 
are  the  same.  I believe  at  Deptford  we  charge  1869. 

6s.  commission,  and  at  the  other  market  5s.  9 d.  12949.  I see  that  the  total  increase  of  the  im- 

12933.  The  5 s.  9 d.  is  commission?  — Yes  portations  from  abroad  for  the  12  weeks  of  the 
including  all  expenses,  commission  and  market  spring  quarter  was  19,628,  as  against  the  13 
dues.  weeks  of  last  year ; I find  that  out  of  this  num- 

12934.  Is  there  not  some  railway  carriage  her  there  is  a great  increase  of  1 J ,622  from  Den- 
from  the  wharf,  either  Thames  Haven  or  Brown’s  mark  and  Germany,  where  the  restrictions  pre- 
Wharf,  or  wherever  they  are  landed,  up  to  the  vail  ? — In  Denmark  the  restrictions  do  not 
Metropolitan  Market? — Yes,  there  is  4s.  Qd.  for  prevail. 

landing  and  railway.  12950.  In  Schleswig-Holstein  then  ? — We  do 

12935.  Do  they  save  that  now  at  the  Deptford  not  get  any  in  the  spring  time;  we  only  com - 
Market? — No,  the  market  charge  is  a similar  nienced  importing  from  Schleswig-Holstein  on 
charge  to  what  there  is  in  the  Islington  Market  the  1st  of  July,  and  this  is  only  the  second  week 
for  market  dues.  The  charges  at  Deptford  are  they  have  come ; that  trade  commences  on  the 
6d.  more  for  landing,  wharfage,  and  lairage.  1st  of  July,  and  lasts  until  November. 

12936.  Mr.  Barclay .]  Do  you  in  that  take  12951.  Is  not  it  very  early  for  the  Tonning 
into  account  the  railway  carriage  from  Thames  trade  to  begin  in  the  first  week  of  July? — No, 

Haven  to  the  Metropolitan  Market? — Yes,  both  they  always  begin  this  week,  but  this  year  they 
charges  are  compared  one  to  tlie  other.  were  short  of  grass,  so  they  began  last  Monday, 

12937.  Does  that,  include  the  slaughter  of  which  is  a week  sooner  than  they  generally 
animals  at  Deptford  ? — No,  it  does  not  include  do. 

the  slaughter  ; we  only  say  now  that  we  will  12952.  The  scarcity  of  grass  may  account  for 
bring  the  cattle  to  the  Deptford  Market  to  be  the  large  importation  which  we  have  had  during 
sold,  or  to  the  Islington  Market  to  be  sold;  the  the  last  two  weeks  ? — Yes,  but  to-day  the  supply 
other  expenses  about  the  slaughter  is  a matter  was  a great  deal  less,  and  the  price  was  1 1.  to 
for  the  butchers.  . 2 l.  dearer  than  it  was  last  Monday,  because 

12938.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  Would  you  give  the  they  have  had  rain,  and  they  can  keep  the 
Committee  the  exact  charges  of  the  two  mar-  beasts. 

kets  ? 12953.  I suppose  that  is  the  case  frequently 

12939.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a very  in  England  ? — Yes,  our  prices  are  ruled  by  sup- 
considerable  increase  in  the  importation  of  dead  ply,  just  the  same  as  in  any  other  market  in  the 
meat  from  abroad  ? — Only  at  a certain  time  of  world. 

the  year.  12954.  Are  you  aware  that  the  price  ot  beef 

12940.  Are  you  aware  that  there  was  double  in  France  is  just  as  high  as  it  is  here  ?— That 
the  quantity  imported  in  1872  that  there  was  in  depends  upon  whether  you  are  talking  of  JJ  ranee 
1871  ?— I am  not  aware  of  it.  I did  not  keep  or  of  Paris.  . 

any  record  of  it.  12955.  Take  Paris  for  instance  ?— In  laris 

12941.  But,  if  that  was  the  case,  would  it  not  there  is  a duty  upon  it,  but  from  certain  parts  or 
0.58.  3 T 4 ■* rance 
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Mr.  H.  France  you  get  sheep  every  week,  and  you  could 
Gebhardt.  get  beasts  from  Normandy  if  you  would  let  them 
come  to  the  Metropolitan  Market. 

7 July  1873.  12956.  How  many  cattle  go  to  the  Deptford 

Market  now? — I have  got  that  from  the  Cus- 
toms; that  is  the  largest  inportation  we  have 
had  this  year.  Last  month  I believe  the  num- 
ber was  1,405.  This  is  a Return  of  all  the  sheep 
and  cattle  landed  at  Deptford  from  the  3rd  of 
June  to  the  30th  of  June.  Oxen  and  bulls, 
1,405;  cows,  nil;  sheep  and  lambs,  nil;  swine  and 
hogs,  56.  That  is  the  Customs  Return,  and  pre- 
vious to  that,  according  to  my  books  which  I 
kept,  in  the  first  five  months  of  this  year  there 
were  4,316  into  Deptford. 

12957.  Does  that  last  number  include  Schles- 
wig-Holstein cattle  ? — They  do  not  go  there ; 
we  have  not  had  any  Schleswig-Holstein  cattle 
at  Deptford ; they  are  coming  by  an  Order  in 
Council  to  the  Islington  Market.  We  have  had 
none  at  Deptford  but  German  beasts  proper. 
Last  month  the  number  increased  to  1,405,  but 
you  will  always  see  that  May  and  June  are  the 
principal  times  when  stall-fed  cattle  come  from 
Germany,  because  that  is  the  time  when  they 
must  get  rid  of  them  ; they  generally  get  rid  of 
their  stall-fed  cattle  when  the  grass-fed  cattle 
begin,  just  as  any  other  country  would  do. 

12958.  What  you  complain  of  is  the  uncer- 
tainty of  the  market,  and  that  the  Orders  in 
Council  change  very  much ; that  sometimes  when 
you  are  in  the  swing  of  your  trade,  the  animals 
might  be  confined  to  the  Deptford  Market  ? — 
They  might. 

12959.  What  would  be  the  result  if  an  Act  of 
Parliament  was  passed  that  foreign  cattle  must 
be  confined  to  the  Deptford  Market  ? — Then 
they  would  not  come.  When  you  have  bought 
your  cattle,  if  you  have  speculated  for  a market 
where  you  could  get  your  competition,  and  then 
you  are  confined  to  a place  where  you  must 
slaughter  on  the  spot,  and  where  the  competi- 
tion is  more  limited,  you  cannot  prevent  it  then, 
but  you  can  prevent  it  for  the  future,  and  that 
is  the  reason  why  the  South  Germans  have  not 
come.  A man  may  go  into  a trap  once,  but  he 
does  not  go  there  a second  time  if  he  can  pre- 
vent it. 

12960.  But  notwithstanding  the  uncertainty  of 
these  cattle  going  to  Deptford,  they  have  como 
here  in  larger  quantities  than  they  did? — But 
what  is  that ; it.  is  only  about  400  beasts  a week ; 
what  is  that  for  a large  country,  it  is  only  1,400 
beasts  in  four  weeks. 

12961.  Mr.  Dent.']  Is  that  the  whole  German 
import  at  this  time  ?— That  is  the  whole  German 
import  at  this  time,  except  from  Schleswig-Hol- 
stein ; it  is  350  beasts  per  week  which  we  have 
received  during  this  last  month  from  Germany 
scheduled,  and  France  does  not  send  any. 

12962.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  I see  that  out  of  the 
38,000  cattle  which  were  imported  last  year, 
almost  all  of  them  went  to  the  Metropolitan 
Cattle  Market,  and  that  37,000  of  them  were 
Schleswig-Holstein?— Yes,  they  have  no  other 
mai’ket;  the  Order  came  upon  them  all  of  a 
sudden,  and  for  three  months  they  continued 
sending  their  supply  as  usual,  and  then  they 
found  other  markets. 

12963.  Mr.  Barclay.]  They  continued  to  send 
for  three  months  under  the  restrictions  ?— Yes, 
they  have  continued  all  the  season  to  send  under 
the  restrictions,  because  they  had  no  other 
markets  to  go  to. 


12964.  Mr.  Riilei/.\  What  other  market, 
they  go  to  ?-Some  went  to  Berlin,  where  thw 
never  went  before,  and  some  went  to  the  Rhi.7 
12965.  M11.  Barday.l  You  say  those 
now  finding  their  way  to  Berlin,  where  the, 
never  wont  before?— Last  year  when  theyfl 
to  go  to  Deptford,  and  the  trade  was  vervWf 
they  had  to  find  different  outlets.  y ad’ 

12966.  They  sent  them  here  for  three  months 
alter  the  restrictions  were  put  on,  and  then  thev 
stopped  ?— No,  they  did  not  stop,  but  they  sent 

12967.  Then  the  supplies  to  Deptford  beo-an 
to  decrease?— The  supply  to  Deptford  increased 
so  much  that  wc  could  not  sell  them,  except  at  a 
disadvantage,  and  then  the  supply  decreased- 
they  went  to  other  places. 

12968.  Such  a state  of  things  occasionally 
takes  place  with  regard  to  home  cattle,  does  not 
it.?— I do  not  think  you  could  call  it  the  same 
state,  because  tlic  home  cattle  are  free  to  go 
where  they  like. 

12969.  Sometimes  an  over  supply  of  home 
cattle  is  sent  to  the  London  market,  and  then 
for  a week  or  two  the  farmers  keep  them  back 
and  feed  them  up,  and  do  not  send  them  to 
market  ? — Of  course. 

12970.  Such  motives  influence  the  foreign 
trade  as  well,  I daresay  ?— Ours  was  an  excep- 
tional case  ; the  English  farmer  has  an  option, 
he  can  send  where  he  likes. 

12971.  But  I am  asking  for  the  facts  just 
‘now,  not  about  the  explanation  of  them;  the 
amount  of  supply  will  depend  upon  other  cir- 
cumstances besides  simply  price,  will  it  not? — 
Yes. 

12972.  It  will  depend  upon  the  supply  of  food 
which  the  farmer  has  for  his  cattle  to  a certain 
extent,  will  it  not  ? — When  a farmer  has  grass 
beasts  he  is  bound  to  get  rid  of  them  before  a 
certain  time.  lie  knows  very  well  that  if  he 
keeps  them  longer  than  the  middle  or  the  end  of 
November  they  will  begin  to  waste,  because  a 
grass  farmer  has  no  convenience  for  them. 

12973.  Then  the  quantity  which  any  country 
will  send  here  would  depend  to  a very  consider- 
able extent  upon  the  amount  of  food  which  they 
have  for  their  cattle  at  home,  would  it  not,  vary- 
ing from  month  to  mouth?— Yes. 

12974.  If  the  stock  of  cattle  lias  been  decreased 
in  any  country  in  one  year,  that  would  affect  the 
supply  from  that  country  during  the  following 
year,  would  it  not  ? — Yes,  of  course. 

12975.  And  the  supply  of  cattle  to  this  country 
would  also  be  influenced  by  the  demand  which 
there  is  from  other  countries  upon  the  Continent; 
from  France  and  from  Germany,  for  example  ? 
— Yes. 

12976.  Did  you  formerly  get  cattle  from 
Hanover  ? — Yes,  we  did. 

12977.  Is  the  prico  such  as  will  allow  you  to 
import  from  Hanover  now? — The  animals  did 
come  every  year  as  regularly  as  the  other  beasts 
came  from  Schleswig-Holstein ; but  when  they 
had  to  be  slaughtered  at  Deptford  they  would 
not  como  here  because  it  would  not  pay,  and  they 
tried  other  sources  where  they  could  sell 
them ; it  is  just  the  same  with  cattle  as  with 
goods.  The  people  will  go  where  they  can  get 
the  best  market. 

12978.  Then  it  is  just  coming  to  this  point, 
that  taking  the  price  which  can  be  fetched  for 
these  Hanoverian  cattle,  just  now  or  recently, 
and  the  price  whicli  those  cattle  will  fetch  in  the 
Deptford 
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Deptford  Market,  that  is  not  a price  sufficient  to  after  them ; whereas  when  there  are  a lot  of  Mr.  if. 
c0ver  the  expense  of  import  and  leave  a profit?  beasts  crowded  together,  as  they  are  at  Deptford,  Gebliardt. 

_That  is  so ; they  do  not  like  a market  where  it  is  impossible  to  do  so.  ' 

they  do  not  get  a fair  value.  12987.  Do  you  complain  of  the  Deptford  7 du'y 

12979.  Will  they  send  their  cattle  to  a market  sheds  ?— Yes,  very  much  indeed, 
where  they  are  sure  of  getting  10  s.  a headless  12988.  What  is  the  matter  with  them? — I 
than  at  Deptford,  on  account  of  that  sentimental  complain  of  them  because  they  are  not  like  cattle 
idea  about  fair  value  ? — But  they  are  not  sure  of  sheds ; they  are  more  like  hothouses.  When  we 
that  because  they  know  if  they  go  to  Deptford  had  last  year  2,000  or  3,000  beasts,  and  I do  not 
they  go  to  the  worst  market.  know  how  many  sheep  at  once,  it  was  frightful. 

12980.  I do  not  know  exactly  what  causes  the  12989.  They  are  not  sufficiently  ventilated? — 
difference  of  1/.,  or,  as  you  say,  21.  per  head.  No,  I do  not  think  they  are. 
between  the  Deptford  and  the  Metropolitan  12990.  That  might  be  amended,  might  it  not? 

Market? — Because  when  you  send  them  to  the  — No,  not  when  you  keep  a lot  of  animals  in  a 
Metropolitan  Market  you  have  not  got  only  all  small  space.  The  animals  are  obliged  to  be  tied 
the  London  butchers  to  compete,  but  you  have  up,  and  perhaps  they  are  beasts  which  never  had 
the  country  people  to  compete ; but  when  you  a rope  round  their  necks. 

co  to  Deptford  you  only  have  a few  large  whole-  12991.  They  are  lofty  sheds,  are  they  not  ? — 
sale  butchers  to  sell  them  to.  Yes,  they  are  lofty,  but  if  you  should  ever  go 

12981.  Am  I to  understand  that  those  whole-  down  there  when  there  are  2,000  or  3,000  beasts 
sale  butchers  have  from  1 1.  to  2 1.  per  head  more  there,  you  would  not  find  it  very  pleasant  to  be 
profit  than  those  butchers  who  frequent  the  there  half  an  hour ; and  I know  that  I have 
Metropolitan  Market  ? — No,  I do  not  say  that,  suffered  so  much  when  I have  been  there  half  a 
because  I stated  at  the  beginning  of  my  evidence  day  that  I have  often  declared  that  I would 
that  a beast,  particularly  a grass-fed  beast,  being  never  go  there  any  more, 
placed  in  a close  shed,  and  kept  in  an  unnatural  12992.  Is  there  any  difference  in  the  value  of 
state,  will  diminish  in  value,  and  in  reality  an  animal  kept  at  a butcher’s  own  place  until 
nobody  gets  the  profit ; it  is  a waste.  A bullock  Thursday  or  Friday,  and  the  same  animal  kept 
which  is  sold  upon  the  Monday  for,  say,  25  l.,  at  the  market  until  Thursday  or  Friday  ? — Yes, 
would  not,  I believe,  be  worth  more  than  23 7.  it  would  be  in  better  condition  if  taken  charge  of 
upon  the  Friday  or  Saturday,  if  the  butcher  in  the  butcher’s  private  place ; we  were  obliged 
could  not  dispose  of  him  till  then,  so  that  in  to  submit  to  that  on  account  of  the  cattle  plague, 
reality  it  is  a waste  to  send  cattle  there.  "What  we  say  is  that  we  do  not  want  any  restric- 

12982.  What  is  the  necessity  which  prevents  tions  now. 
the  bullock  sold  in  Deptford  Market  on  the  12993.  Are  you  assuming  just  now  that  all  the 
Monday  from  being  killed  on  the  Tuesday  or  butchers  who  buy  at  the  Metropolitan  Market 
Wednesday? — Because  most  of  the  meat  is  sold  have  places  of  their  own?— I should  say  that  the 
at  the  end  of  the  week.  Many  people  in  London  majority  of  them  have. 

do  not  get  meat  every  day,  but  mostly  every-  12994.  Are  you  aware  that  the  question  of 
body  likes  to  have  some  meat  on  Sunday.  In  private  slaughterhouses  is  under  discussion  with 
such  weather  as  this,  the  butcher  could  not  kill  regard  to  being  brought  to  a close  ? — That  is  a 
his  beast  before  Friday,  as  the  meat  would  not  question  for  Parliament  to  decide.  I say  that 
keep  sound  until  Sunday,  so  that  he  is  neces-  it  would  be  very  injurious  to  the  trade  if  private 
sarily  compelled  to  keep  them  alive  in  an  atmo-  slaughterhouses  were  done  away  with ; the  loss 
sphere  in  which  we  are  never  free  from  foot  and  would  entirely  fall  upon  the  public,  and  I believe 
mouth  disease,  and  where  the  animals  are  con-  that  that  would  be  very  injurious, 
stantly  sinking.  I can  get  plenty  of  buyers  to  12995.  Do  you  think  that  foot  and  mouth 
prove  that  they  would  sooner  go  and  buy  them  disease  is  injurious  to  cattle? — It  is  certainly 
in  the  Islington  Market  for  1 /.  a piece  more  than  objectionable. 

buy  them  here  for  1 l.  a piece  less.  12996.  You  are  not  in  favour,  I believe,  of 

12983.  Supposing  this  foreign  animal  was  sold  slaughtering  animals  which  have  been  in  the 
in  the  Metropolitan  Market,  and  had  to  be  held  same  cargo  with  animals  affected  with  foot . and 
over  till  Thursday  or  Friday,  where  would  it  be  mouth  disease? — Certainly  not;  I think  it  is 
kept  in  the  meantime  '! — Upon  grass  in  the  open  cruelty  to  kill  the  other  beasts,  because  a few 
air,  where  he  would  not  sink  but  would  recover  which  are  unsound  have  been  in  the  same  cargo, 
from  his  journey.  12997.  Is  it  cruelty  to  the  animals?— It  is 

12984.  Are  all  the  foreign  cattle  sent  from  the  cruelty  to  the  owner  in  the  destruction  ol  his 
Monday  to  the  Friday  to  the  fields? — Yes  ; any  • property. 

butcher  who  can  in  any  way  find  a field  does  not  12998.  Was  there  a large  market  of  foreign 
object  to  drive  a beast  mile3  to  keep  him  in  the  animals  last  week? — Yes,  very  large,  I believe ; 
open  air.  Many  cattle  go  from  the  Metropolitan  I have  not  got  the  number. 

Market  to  Plaistow  Marshes,  and  others  go  to  12999.  Did  the  prices  fall  considerably  ? — No; 
Tottenham  and  Highgate.  they  did  not  fall  considerably ; we  had  a decline 

12985.  What  took  place  at  the  time  the  cordon  from  a farthing  to  a halfpenny  a pound  from  the 
was  in  existence  round  London? — Then  they  week  before,  which  was  very  dear, 
took  them  off  and  did  the  best  they  could ; they  13000.  Is  that  2 d.  per  stone  ? — From  2 a.  to 
could  not  take  them  into  the  fields,  except  those  4 d.  per  8 lbs. 

fields  which  might  lie  within  the  cordon.  13001.  What  was  the  weight  of  those  cattle 

12986.  Do  the  cattle  suffer  less  in  the  butchers’  which  you  sold  this  morning  for  35  l.  ? d should 
owu  places  than  they  do  in  the  Deptford  Market  ? say  that  they  weighed  very  nearly  120  stone. 

— Now,  if  a butcher  cannot  get  a field,  he  takes  13002.  That  is  2 1.  a head  at  a difference  ox  a 
them  to  a place  which  is  under  his  own  care,  and  halfpenny? — Yes,  but  we  have  recoveredagain. 
is  not  supposed  to  be  so  hot  as  when  you  put  a Last  week  the  weather  was  against  U9 ; it  is  very 
great  many  beasts  in  one  place,  and  he  can  look  . rarely  that  we  fluctuate  in  our  market  more  than 
0.58.  3 U froia 
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Mr.  H.  from  2 d.  to  4 d.  a cwt.,  because  we  have  got  the 
Uehhardt.  country  buyers  who  take  them  away. 

_ T : ' 13003.  Was  there  a fall  in  the  Metropolitan 

M„ket?_Yes. 

13004.  There  was  difference  of  2 l.  a head 
in  all  cattle  sold  there? — Yes,  from  1 /.  to  21. 
per  head. 

13005.  So  that,  in  point  of  fact,  you  have  as 
great  fluctuations  in  the  Metropolitan  Market 


13017.  Is  not  there  just  now  ?-i  A:nlr  vn 
little  just  now,  and  I doubt  if  there  will 
if  the  weather  continues  like  this.  6 an? 

13018.  You  stated  that  your  rernavl™ 
gari  to  Deptford  applied  to^t  all 

13019  Would  uot  the  same  disadvantage  as 
applies  to  Deptford  market  m sluagliteriul^ 
. sellmg  the  carcasses  apply  to  Aber<feell  .Jj  2 

..'om  week  to  week  as  there  are  occasionally  m sending  of  the  carcasses  up  here  ? Nn 

Deptford  Market? — No,  nothing  like  it.  a man  in  AhorrWn  ran  «.linnoa  u:.  — ause 

13006.  You  told  the  Committee  that  there 
was  a difference  of  2 l.  per  head  from  week  to 
week  in  the  Deptford  Market,  and  according  to 
this  case  you  say  there  are  differences  of  2 d.  to 
4 d.  in  the  Metropolitan  Market? — That  is  an 
exceptional  case.  I stated  that  it  would  be  from 
2d.  to  4 d.,  so  that  in  many  cases  it  would  be 
only  10s.,  but  that  is  not  so;  I understand  that 
in  the  Deptford  Market  they  would  always  sell 
2 l.  less  than  in  the  Metropolitan  Market. 

13007.  I understand  you  to  say  that  every 
week  in  the  Deptford  Market  they  sell  at  2 l.  a 
head  less  than  they  do  in  the  Metropolitan  Mar 


man  in  Aberdeen  can  choose  his  own  time 
the  weather  is  hot,  he  does  not  send,  whereas 
now  we  have  commenced  the  Schleswig-Holstein 
beast,  we  shall  go  on  with  about  1,500  to  2 000 
beasts  a week  there,  and  it  could  not  be  done 
13020.  I have  taken  your  own  statement  that 
the  same  causes  apply  to  Deptford  all  the  year 
round  ? — I stated,  that  with  regard  to  the  buyers 
it  affects  us  all  the  year  round.  ' 1 

13021.  The  point  I wanted  to  bring  out  was 
this : that  if  there  are  Aberdeen  butchers  who 
kill  their  animals  and  send  the  carcasses  up  here 
and  that  that  trade  is  increasing  as  compared 
with  sending  up  live  animals  to  London,  am  I to 


ket ; assuming  that  an  animal  was  going  to  be  infer  from  your  statement  that  they  lose  from  1 / 
slaughtered  on  the  Wednesday,  and  the  butcher  to  2 ! /.  as  compared  with  sending  them  up  alive? 


who  buys  that  animal  gets  2 l.  more  margin  if 
he  buys  it  in  the  Deptford  Market  than  if  he 
buys  it  in  the  Metropolitan  Market? — Yes. 

13008.  Is  that  profit  to  him? — If  he  is  lucky 
and  kills  the  beast  at  once,  and  he  is  not  over- 
done, I should  say  that  the  butcher  makes  the 
profit. 

13009.  If  he  can  only  kill  the  animal  on  the 
Wednesday? — Yes,  if  he  can  only  kill  it  on 
the  Wednesday.  That  is  what  I stated  in  the 
beginning  of  my  examination;  that  butchers 
sometimes  realise  large  profits,  but  at  other  times 
they  cannot  get  a profit. 

13010.  Is  not  the  dead  meat  trade  an  uncertain 
trade  at  this  season  of  the  year,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances ? — Yes.  no  doubt.  « 

13011.  How  long  do  the  butchers  keep  the 
animals  without  anything  before  slaughtering 
them  ? — I must  say  that  it  would  be  a very  silly 
butcher  who  did  not  feed  the  animals  at  once 
when  he  got  them,  and  keep  feeding  them,  as 
they  would  waste  more  than  the  food  would 
cost.. 

13012.  Do  not  the  butchers  keep  the  animals 


•You  must,  not  compare  the  two  things, because 
it  is  colder  at  Aberdeen  than  it  is  liere,  and  a 
man  can  choose  his  time  ; if  it  is  hot  weather  he 
does  not  send  the  meat  up  at  all. 

13022.  Where  does  he  keep  it  ? — He  does  not. 
keep  it ; he  sends  it  up  alive. 

13023.  You  told  me  that  the  same  causes  and 
effects  applied  all  the  year  round  ? — I said  that 
wi  tli  regard  to  buyers ; we  have  no  country 
buyers,  so  that  applies  all  the  year  round,  and  in 
summer  we  have  an  additional  disadvantage ; the 
meat  will  not  keep,  and  it  could  not  be  sent  away, 
so  that  we  are  ill  the  hands  of  a certain  class  of 
men. 

13024.  I suppose  those  buyers  would  consider 
10  s.  a good  profit  all  round? — I think  they  would 
be  glad  if  they  could  get  it. 

13025.  The  disadvantage  at  Deptford  is  the 
killing  of  animals  in  hot  weather,  and  that  they 
will  not  keep  over  the  Saturday  night?- Yes, 
they  must  kill  them  at  .Deptford,  whereas  in  a 
butcher’s  shop,  the  butcher  kills  his  meat  as  late 
as  ho  can  for  consumption  ; if  he  wants  his  meat 
for  consumption  on  the  Friday  lie  kills  it  on  the 


. . -i  -- consumption  on  the  Friday  he  iu  ^ 

without  food  tor  a certain  period  before  slaugli-  Thursday,  and  a great  majority  of  the  beasts  are 
termg  them  ?— I am  not  aware  that  they  do;  I now  killed  on  Friday  for  the  Sunday’s  con- 
tlunk  they  would  he  very  silly  if  they  did ; I sumption, 
should  not  do  so.  ....... 

13013.  Do  you  say  that  you  would  feed  them 


up  to  the  hour  before  they  were  slaughtered  ? 

No ; but  if  I were  a butcher,  and  wanted  to  kill 
a beast  to-morrow,  I should  certainly  feed  it 
to-night.,  and  I believe  you  will  find  the  ma- 
jority of  the  butchers  do  so  too. 

13014.  Your  remarks  about  the  difficulty  with 
regard  to  Deptford  Market  apply  especially  to 
the  hot  weather,  do  they  not  ?— -No,  they  apply 
all  the  year  round,  because  we  have  a confined 
trade ; we  can  only  sell  our  goods  to  go  to  a 
certain  class  of  buyers. 

13015.  What  buyers  are  they? — Only  the 
carcass  butchers  in  London;  we  miss  the  country 
buyers.  Last  Monday  we  sold  14,000  sheep  in 
the  market,  and  I guarantee  that  of  that  number 
7,000  have  been  sold  to  go  into  the  country. 

13016.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a quan- 
tity of  dead  meat  coming  from  Aberdeen  ? — Yes, 
in  cold  weather. 


13026.  That  applies  to  the  summer,  but  take 
the  case  of  earlier  in  the  season  or  later  in  the 
season,  do  you  say  that  a difference  of  from  1 1 
to  2 l.  per  head  exists  between  the  Metropolitan 
and  the  Deptford  Markets  ?— Yes. 

13027.  What  is  that  due  to? — That  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  wc  are  in  the  hands  of  a certain  class 
of  buyers,  and  that  therefore,  not  having  compe- 
tition, we  cannot  sell  our  beasts  to  the  same  ad- 
vantage as  we  could  sell  the  meat  in  a free  market 
13028.  You  told  me  that  from  10*.  toll* 
head  was  a handsome  profit  for  a carcass  butcher? 
—Yes. 

. 13029.  And  that  there  was  a profit  of  11  to 
21.  a head  in  the  Deptford  Market ; so  that  ex- 
cept in  the  hot  weather,  a butcher  killing  his 
cattle  in  the  Deptford  Market  would  make  a 
profit  of  2 l.  per  head,  as  compared  with  buying 
them  at  the  Metropolitan  Market?— Yes,  because 
they  would  not  have  wasted  so  much  if  he  killed 
them  soor 

13030.  If 
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13030.  If  I bought  animals  on  the  Monday,  and 
killed  them  on  the  following  W ednesday,  would 
they  have  wasted  much? — No;  the  first  two  days 
they  would  not  waste  so  much,  but  being  con- 
lined  in  the  market,  and  being  kept  in  that  place, 
thev  are  subject  to  foot  and  mouth  disease ; I 
have  found  that  when  once  an  animal  has  been 
kept  there  for  a long  period,  say  from  Monday 
to  Friday,  it  gets  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and 
wastes  away  to  nothing. 

13031.  I am  speaking  of  cattle  killed  upon  the 
IVednesday : if  they  are  killed  before  the  summer 
season,  or  after  it,  on  Wednesday,  will  they 
keep  over  till  Saturday  night? — In  cold  weather 
they  would. 

13032.  Except  in  July  and  August  there  is  a 
disadvantage  in  a man’s  buying  his  cattle  in  the 
Deptford  Market ; what  is  the  disadvantage  in  the 
colder  seasons  of  the  year? — The  disadvantage  is 
that  there  is  not  the  same  competition  in  the 
trade ; there  may  be  a class  of  animals  which,  if 
they  were 'brought  in  a free  market,  another 
buyer  would  come  and  give  more  money  for, 
whereas  at  this  market  a certain  class  of  buyer 
comes,  and  the  salesman  must  submit  to  his  price. 

13033.  I was  asking  what  was  tire  disadvantage 
to  the  buyer  in  the  Deptford  Market  in  the  colder 
seasons  of  the  year  ; if  there  is  no  disadvantage 
to  the  buyer  at  other  seasons  of  the  year,  it  fol- 
lows that  if  he  can  make  a profit  of  1 Z.  to  2 Z.  a 
head  at  other  seasons  of  the  year,  that  profit  must 
go  into  his  pocket  ? — I believe  I answered  that 
question  fully  before,  that  if  the  market  at  Dept- 
ford is  not  overstocked,  a man  can  dispose  of  his 
beasts,  so  that  the  buyer  lias  the  advantage ; 
and,  therefore,  sometimes  large  profits  are  made 
by  the  buyers  at  Deptford,  but  the  whole  trade 
is  so  uncertain  that  very  few  men  embark  in  it ; 
if  you  say  it  is  such  a wonderfully  fine  business, 
why  do  not  more  butchers  go  there  and  buy. 

13034.  I suppose  they  are  lively  enough  to 
find  out  where  they  can  make  an  extra  profit 
upon  their  animals?  — Yes,  but  they  did  not 
know  that  before ; if  they  knew  that  they  could 
make  10  s.  profit,  they  would  soon  come  and 
buy. 

13035.  Will  you  explain  to  me  any  disad- 
vantage which  butchers  buying  at  Deptford 
Market  labour  under,  beyond  what  you  have 
already  stated,  namely,  that  animals  being  kept 
there  till  Thursday  or  Friday  lose  so  much  per 
head? — Yes;  the  disadvantage  is,  that  every 
butcher  prefers  to  kill  his  beasts  at  his  own 
slaughter-house ; if  all  slaughter-houses  are  done 
away  with,  that  advantage  to  butchers  would 
cease,  and  it  would  be  very  injurious  to  the 
public;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I believe  the 
butcher  is  put  to  more  inconvenience  and  ex- 
pense, because  he  cannot  rely  upon  a foreign 
supply ; so  he  has  to  keep  his  own  slaughter- 
ernse,  and  also  to  kill  beasts  at  the  public 
slaughter-house  at  Deptford,  which  he  has  to 
pay  for.  I believe  the  best  proof  of  it  is,  that 
is  system  has  been  tried  for  18  months  now, 
ana  that  it  does  not  answer. 

13036.  The  point  of  the  examination  is  to 
ascertain  where  the  difference  of  those  2 Z.  a 
neatl  arises ; what  prejudices  the  animals  to  that; 
doim  cannot  explain  it  better  than  I have 

13037.  One  disadvantage  is  that  a butcher 
cannot  take  animals  into  his  own  slaughter-house, 
a ~e  ether  is  that  the  animals  are  liable  to 
you  forget  that  our  class  of  trade 
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is  confined  to  a certain  class  of  buyers ; they  are 
very  suitable  for  the  manufacturing  class,  and 
when  we  have  a glut,  we  cannot  sell  them. 

13038.  I thought  you  made  a remark  that  you 
had  a very  good  market  when  you  had  the  four 
millions  of  London  to  supply?— Yes;  but  under 
an  existing  misfortune  like  the  cattle  plague,  wc 
are  very  glad  to  submit  to  restrictions;  but 
when  there  is  no  likelihood  of  cattle  plague  com- 
ing into  the  country,  then  I cannot  see  why  the 
disadvantage  should  fall  upon  the  consumers. 

13039.  You  mentioned  the  disadvantages  to 
the  sellers ; I want  to  know  what  are  theliisad- 
vantages  to  the  buyers,  and  why  they  cannot 
afford  to  give  you  as  good  a price  at  Deptford 
as  they  can  in  the  Metropolitan  Market? — I can 
give  you  no  other  reason  than  that  beasts  diminish 
in  value  more  there  than  at  any  other  place. 

13040.  If  they  are  kept  there  till  the  Thurs- 
day ? — But  a man  does  not  kill  all  his  beasts 
upon  one  day ; if  a man  shows  a carcass  for  two 
or  three  days  it  gets  hard  and  dry,  and  if  a 
butcher  buys  a lot  of  beasts,  even  in  cold  weather, 
he  only  kills  them  from  day  to  day  as  he  requires 
them ; he  does  not  kill  them  all  at  once. 

13041.  Is  there  any  other  disadvantage  which 
butchers  labour  under  at  Deptford  in  purchas- 
ing?— I do  not  know  anything  further  than  I 
have  stated  already ; the  butchers  do  not  like  to 
go  there,  they  labour  under  those  disadvantages. 
I believe  very  few  butchers  would  like  to  have 
their  animals  killed  at  Deptford. 

13042.  But  if  you  supposed  that  a carcass- 
butcher  could  buy  at  from  10  s.  to  l Z.  a head 
cheaper  at  Deptford,  he  would  be  very  glad  to 
go  there,  would  he  not? — If  he  knew  that  he 
would  be  under  no  disadvantage,  and  that  he 
would  make  the  profit,  he  would  go  there ; but 
then  the  disadvantage  would  be  that  if  the 
sender  found  he  could  not  get  his  price,  he  would 
not  send  the  animals  there  ; he  would  find  other 
channels  for  them. 

13043.  What  other  channels  would  the  animals 
be  sent  to,  instead  of  being  sent  here? — To 
answer  that  question  in  a very  general  way,  I 
should  say  that  a great  many  beasts  which  used 
to  come  here  are  now  consumed  in  different 
towns  upon  the  Bhine;  other  beasts,  perhaps, 
go  to  other  parts  of  the  country.  I could  not  say 
where. 

13044.  What  towns  would  they  go  to? — 
Cologne,  Mayen  ce,  Cassel,  Dusseldorf,  and 
Berlin.  Those  beasts  which  would  have  come 
here  from  the  southern  countries  they  consume 
at  home. 

13045.  I suppose  you  know  that , foot  and 
mouth  disease  is  a very  infectious  disease? — I 
know  it  is. 

13046.  And  I suppose  that  if  you  had  foot 
and  mouth  disease  in  a cargo  amongst  other 
animals,  you  would  consider  there  was  con- 
siderable risk  of  its  spreading  all  over  the  cargo  ? 
— If  they  are  kept  in  a place  together,  I suppose 
there  would  he  a risk,  but  if  they  are  disposed 
of  at  once,  I do  not  see  that  there  is  any  risk. 

13047.  You  say  that  you  want  these  cattle  to 
go  to  the  Metropolitan  Market? — Yes,  I do, 
13048.  And  you  want  them  to  go  to  the 
Metropolitan  Market  in  order  that  they  may  be 
sent  to  Plaistow  Marshes,  or  some  other  places 
out  of  town  ? — If  a butcher  bought  a beast  with 
foot  and  mouth  disease  he  would  not  send  him 
to  the  marshes ; he  would  kill  it  at  once  at  his 
own  house ; and  would  sell  it,  as  he  would  be 
3 U 2 doing 


Mr.  a 
Gebhardt . 

7 July  a 873. 
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Mr.  S.  doing  great  injury  to  himself  to  keep  that  animal 
Gcbhardt.  alive. 

13049.  The  cattle  come  here  and  are  landed 

7 July  1873.  and  go  to  the  market,  do  they  not  ? — The  animals 
go  to  the  market,  and  if  any  of  them  show  signs 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  inspector  orders 
them  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  market  slaughter- 
house. 

13050.  As  regards  the  rest  of  the  animals, 
what  are  they  done  with  ? — The  rest  of  the 
animals  are  bought  by  butchers  and  taken  to  the 
various  slaughter-houses  in  London,  or  if  they 
go  into  the  country  they  go  by  rail  to  the  various 
butchers ; they  do  not  actually  come  in  contact 
with  other  beasts. 

13051.  But  I understood  that  one  of  the  great 
advantages  of  selling  in  the  Metropolitan  Market 
was,  that  the  butchers  could  send  foreign  cattle 
out  into  the  fields  in  the  country  ? — Yes. 

13052.  Now  if  part  of  the  animals  of  this 
cargo  are  sent  into  the  country,  you  would  hardly 
deny  that  there  is  considerable  risk  of  their 
taking  the  disease  into  the  country  ? — But  you 
are  assuming  a thing  which  happily  is  not  the 
fact,  because  we  do  not  get  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  those  beasts  which  come  from  grass 
countries;  we  have  not  had  a single  case  this 
year,  or  even  last  year,  and  with  regard  to  stall- 
fed  beasts  they  are  taken  to  sheds. 

13053.  If  there  is  no  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  the  cargo,  are  the  animals  slaughtered? — No, 
certainly  not. 

13054.  Of  what  point  is  your  answer  to  my 
question  ? — I do  not  exactly  understand  what 
you  mean. 

13055.  I was  assuming  the  case  of  a cargo  of 
animals  arriving  here  and  some  of  them  being 
affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  that 
you  slaughtered  some  of  those  affected  with  the 
disease  at  Thames  Haven,  and  sent  the  rest  up 
at  the  Metropolitan  Market : if  there  is  another 
animal  which  happens  to  take  the  disease  there 
it  is  taken  away  and  slaughtered  ? — Yes. 

13056.  And  the  rest  of  the  animals  may  be 
taken  to  butchers’  slaughterhouses  all  over  the 
country? — Yes. 

13057.  To  any  part  of  the  country  ? — Yes,  to 
any  part  near  London  where  they  have  fields. 

13058.  Cannot  they  be  sent  to  any  part  of 
the  kingdom? — Yes,  they  can. 

_ 13059.  Do  you  think  there  is  any  risk  of  the 
disease  being  spread  by  those  animals  taking  the 
disease  along  with  them? — I stated  in  the  begin- 
ning of  my  examination  that  I wished  that  store 
cattle  shouldnot  be  brought  with  fat  cattle  ; there 
is  a law  that  fat  cattle  must  be  killed  within  10 
days,  and  it  is  not  likely  that  a butcher  would 
spread  them  over  the  country ; he  would  take 
them  to  the  slaughter-house  and  kill  them. 

13060.  Are  those  animals  which  the  butchers 
send  out  of  London  into  the  country  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  London  kept  carefully  sepa- 
rated from  other  animals,  milch  cows,  and  home 
store  animals  ? — I am  not  aware  that  there  are 
many  store  cattle  kept  near  London,  but  certainly 
a man  who  had  store  cattle  would  not  allow  a 
butcher  to  put  his  cattle  among  them  ; there  is  a 
general  law  that  every  person  takes  care  of  his 
own  fence. 

, 13061.  Would  afence  keep  outfoot  and  mouth 
disease  ?— -If  there  is  only  a post  and  rail  fence  a 
bullock  might  lick  over  upon  the  other  side  and 
that  fence  would  not  keep  out  the  disease,  but 
where  there  are  good  hedges  or  dykes  as  there 


are  in  the  marshes  I do  not  think  it  would  v 
carried.  De 

13062.  But  your  proposal  is  to  allow  tW 
cattle  to  go  to  the  Metropolitan  Market  anl 
then  let  them  be  sent  down  to  the  country 
would  you  have  any  control  over  those  catS 
when  they  arc  sent  down  into  the  country?— No 
but  my  examination  upon  this  point  is  quite 
useless,  as  I think  that  any  legislation  with 
regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  quite  un- 
necessary. 

13063.  Do  yon  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  th. 
slaughter  of  those  animals  affected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease  at  the  wharf  is  useless  ?— No  I 
think  not ; I think  that  if  an  animal  is  in  a state 
of  disease  he  should  he  disposed  of  there  and 
then,  and  the  others  should  go  free  as  they  are 
only  for  slaughter,  and  each  man  for  his  own 
interest  would  dispose  of  them  as  soon  as  he 
could.  Every  man  wants  to  turn  liis  capital 
over ; they  are  only  bought  for  the  supply  of 
meat  for  the  week : a man  does  not  go  to  market 
generally  to  buy  more  than  is  wanted  for  one 
week’s  supply. 

13064.  1 daresay  you  would  be  very  glad  to 
get  the  balance  of  a cargo  wherein  foot  and 
mouth  disease  had  existed  off  your  hands  upon 
the  same  day? — It  would  not  matter  to  me  very 
much,  because  I get  the  same  commission  whether 
the  animals  have  foot  and  mouth  disease  or  not. 

13065.  Is  it  no  consequence  to  you  what  your 
consignor  gets  for  his  animals? — Yes;  but  as  I 
am  under  the  law  I must  submit  to  it. 

13066.  The  question  I started  with  was  that 
you  would  be  anxious  to  get  those  beasts  off 
your  hands  that  day? — Yes,  we  always  do;  we 
always  sell  them  the  same  day. 

13067.  Would  there  be  any  chance  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  breaking  out  among  those 
animals  that  day  ? — Yes,  there  might  be. 

13068.  Mr.  Tipping.']  I believe  you  mean  to 
imply  that  the  reason  of  the  great  reduction  of 
the  import  of  Dutch  and  German  cattle  is  that 
the  price  of  cattle  here  discourages  such  export? 
— Yes. 


13069.  It  answers  the  purpose  of  the  Germans 
better  to  send  to  their  own  large  towns  than  to 
submit  to  the  one  or  two  pounds’ reduction  of 
price,  which  you  maintain  is  the  result  of  sending 
to  Deptford  market  ? — That  is  so. 

13070.  You  were  saying  that  we  get  no  Nor- 
man cattle  now  ? — No,  we  do  not. 

13071.  I suppose  you  will  admit  that  out  of 
England  there  is  no  better  meat  than  the  Norman 
meat  ? — I stated  so  before. 

13072.  I suppose  London  would  compete  with 
Paris  at  once,  supposing  that  the  Norman  pro- 
ducers could  send  equally  to  London  as  they  can 
to  Paris,  as  regards  restrictions ; it  is  the  differ- 
ence of  restrictions  between  London  and  Paris 
which  stops  the  trade,  and  Paris  has  the  advan- 
tage in  that  respect? — Yes,  they  would  prefer 
England,  I believe,  because  they  are  a class  or 
animals  more  suitable  for  the  English  market 
than  for  the  French. 


13073.  Being  fatter  ?- Yes,  being  fatter. 

13074.  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that  the  restrictions 
in  France  as  against  foreign  cattle,  say  German 
for  instance,  arc  equally  severe  with  our  Engiisn 
laws  ?— I believe  they  are ; I believe  in  France* 
when  there  is  disease  in  an  adjoining  country) 
they  are  very  severe  ; but  when  the  disease  ® 
disappeared,  and  when  they  get  an  assurance 
that  Government  that  they  arc  free,  the  re®. 
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. o vp  taken  off.  I believe  there  are  no  re- 

ks  ^ the  exp°rt  °f  catti° from 

GM07S7Mi fjacob  Bright.]  When  was  Schles- 
V HoW*  unscheduled  ?— By  the  last  Order 
^Council,  we  have  been  allowed  to  get  those 

bei3076. 81 Until  * *■ thfnD<sSleswig-Holstein  was 

^3077^  And  the  cattle  coining  from  that  coun- 
trv  were  compelled  to  be  slaughtered  at  the 
' . were  they  not? — Yes. 

P°13078  Has  the  removal  of  Schleswig-Holstein 
from  the  schedule  had  any  consequences  apee- 
.ue  or  disagreeable  to  people  connected  with  the 
trade?— Very  satisfactory,  because  they 
have  sent  their  cattle  as  usual,  only,  owing  to  the 
dry  weather,  they  have  sent  more  than  they 
would  have  done  otherwise. 

13079.  Is  everybody  connected  with  the  trade 
pleased  with  the  change  that  has  taken  place  ?— 

I have  not  seen  anybody  who  is  not  highly 
pleased ; the  butchers  particularly,  and  the  gra- 
ziers I believe,  only  I have  not  seen  any  gra- 
ziers’ on  the  subject;  but  I believe  they  are 
pleased,  because  they  have  a fair  chance  again. 

I have  stated  that  I sold  animals  of  the  - value  ot 
35  l.  each  to-day ; those  were  cows  which  I sent 
over  as  calves ; they  had  been  kept  several  years 
there  breeding,  and  they  went  to-day  to  a butcher 
at  Aylesbury  ; I would  guarantee  that  2 l.  would 
not  cover  the  difference  of  those  cows  at  Dept- 
ford. I do  not  believe  that  they  would  have  sold 
for  more  than  28  l.  to  any  carcass-man  at  Dept- 
ford; it  is  in  the  very  best  meat  that  we  suffer  the 

13080.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  Is  cow  beef  the  best 
meat? — No  ; but  they  are  the  best  class  of  meat, 
bavin"  been  fattened,  and  being  English  bred. 

13081.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  There  is  very  great 
satisfaction  upon  the  part  of  everybody  connecte  d 
with  the  trade  that  those  cattle  are  now  admitted, 
is  there  not? — Yes ; that  is  so. 

13082.  As  a rule,  people  are  only  very  much 
satisfied  when  something  happens  to  then*  ad- 
vantage ? — Yes ; that  is  so.  . . 

13083.  Therefore,  I must  suppose  that  it  is  to 
the  advantage  of  everybody  connected  with  the 
trade  that  those  cattle  should  be  free  ? -Yes ; I 
may  say  this,  that  when  we  sent  a petition  to 
Parliament  sometime  ago,  to  let  the  bchleswig- 
Holstein  cattle  come  free  again  you  would  find  that 
almost  all  the  buyers  who  used  to  buy  the  beast 
at  Deptford  signed  that  petition  to  have  them 
back  again  to  the  market. 

3 3084.  If  Schleswig-Holstein  had  from  any 
cause  to  be  scheduled  again,  it  would  be  regarded 
as  a calamity  by  those  people,  would  it  not? 

' Yes ; by  the  senders  and  the  butchers. 

13085.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  "When  were  the 
Schleswig  Holstein  cattle  first  admitted  into  the 
market;  was  it  this  day  week? — Yes. 

13086.  In  consequence  of  such  large  numbers 
going  there,  the  price  fell  considerably;  from 
2 d.  to  4 d.  per  8 lbs.,  did  it  not?— We  are  always 
guided  in  the  live  market  by  the  previous  week’s 
dead-meat  market,  and  by  the  supply,  and  the 
weather.  It  happened  that  the  meat  market 
finished  badly  on  Saturday,  and  the  supply  was 
larger  than  usual ; and  we  had  an  immense 
number  of  Spanish  beasts  and.  Tonning  beasts, 
and  a day  of  rainy  weather  which  caused  a fall 
of  a halfpenny  a pound. 

13087.  This  week  you  have  not  had  so  large  a 

0.58. 


supply  of  foreign  beasts  by  a good  deal  ? — I be-  Mr.  M. 
lieve  there  have  been  500  less  this  week.  . Gebhardt. 

13088.  Owing  to  their  being  500  less,  the  prices  

have  risen  from  2 d.  to  4 d.  a stone  ? — I have  not  7 July  *873. 
seen  the  figures,  but  I believe  it  was  500  less. 

13089.  So  that  having  a large  number  of 
foreigners  last  week,  and  a smaller  supply  to-day, 
the  prices  have  varied  something  like  from  2 d. 
to  4 d.  per  stone  ? — Yes,  they  have. 

13090.  When  you  have  a very  large  supply, 
you  telegraph  to  the  people  not  to  send  you  for 
a week  or  two,  do  you  not? — No,  we  leave  them 
very  much  to  themselves ; because,  when  they 
send  to  a place  like  London,  it  is  impossible  to 
say  what  the  price  will  be  any  day. 

13091.  Do  you  send  the  prices  to  them  ?— No, 
only  to  the  large  dealers.  I sell  beasts  belong- 
ing, perhaps,  to  70  or  80  people  ; they  are 
farmers ; it  is  only  when  a man  jobs  largely, 
which  is  not  done  much  in  Schleswig-Holstein, 
that  we  telegraph  the  prices. 

13092.  What  do  the  London  butchers  do  with 
the  cattle  which  they  buy  in  the  six  months  of  the 
■winter  market?— Most  butchers,  who  have  pri- 
vate slaughterhouses,  have  a convenient  shed  ad- 
joining to  keep  them  in. 

13093.  Are  not  many  kept  in  the  lairs  of  the 
Metropolitan  Market  ?— Yes,,  some  of  them  are; 
but  they  are  not  very  fond  of  it,  because  at  some 
times  of  the  year  the  place  has  been  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  if  a butcher 
buys  a healthy  bullock,  he  is  not  very  fond  of 
putting  it  into  a place  where  lie  thinks  it  will  get 
the  disease. 

13094.  If  he  takes  a bullock  into  lus  own 
slaughterhouse  and  he  shows  any  symptoms  of 
disease  he  would  kill  him  at  once,  would  he  not  r 
— Yes,  he  buys  him  healthy  and  he  likes  to  keep 
liii-n  healthy ; the  moment  he  gets  foot  and  mouth 
disease  the  animal  begins  to  waste. 

13095.  Why  is  foot  and  mouth  disease  always 
present  at  the  Deptford.  Market  ?— Because  the 
place  is  never  clean;  the  beasts  get  foot  and 
mouth  disease  by  having  to  travel,  and  then  they 
are  kept  in  this  place;  why  it  is  so  I cannot 
tell  you.  , , . 1 

1309G.  But  foreign  Cattle  do  not  travel  a yard 
in  England,  therefore  the  disease  must  be  im- 
ported  from  abroad?— No,  tire  animals  come  here 
sound,  and  then  they  get  it  while  they  me  wart- 
in"  there.  If  you  sent  your  beasts  from  Norfolk 
ancl  they  are  kept  there  from  Monday  to  Thurs- 
day, they  would  have  foot  and  mouth  disease,  a 
great  many  of  them. 

13097.  I suppose  the  Norfolk  cattle  could  not 
take  the  disease  to  the  Deptford  Market  ? They 
could  not  get  the  disease  there  because  they  never 
went  there.  , c 9 

13098.  Where  do  they  get  the  disease  from if 
—I  cannot  tell.  I do  not  know,  how  it  got  to 
my  farm,  where  I never  had  any  imported  cattle 
near;  you  cannot  tell  where  it  comes  from  m 

13'099.  Have  you  ever  known  cases  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  breaking  out  when  it  has  not  been 
in  the  neighbourhood?— It  was  not  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  my  farm.  I had  very  valuable  pedi- 
gree stock  on  it,  and  I took  great  precautions  to 
prevent  its  coming  there.  . 

1 13100.  Do  not  you  think  you  might  1 

brought  the  diseasl  yourself  ^ 

marketf-I  would  not  go  there 

allow  any  of  my  drovers  to  go  theie,  and  1 d c 

not  go  there  myself  except  a few  days  afterwards, 

3 u 3 
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MINUTES  OP  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFOEE  TIIE 


a^®'-  ^ had  changed  my  clotlies,  because  I do  not 
go  home  in  my  market  clothes. 

13101.  Mr.  Dent.  1 Do  you  import  Dutch 
cattle  ? — No. 

b3102.  The  quantity  is  decreasing,  is  it  not? 
—Jies,  it  is;  but  I am  not  well  informed  about 
Dutch  cattle,  so  as  to  be  able  to  say  whether  they 
breed  less,  or  whether  they  sell  larger  quantities 
to  Belgium,  because  Belgium  sends  no  cattle  at 
present.  We  had  in  former  years  some  cattle 
from  Belgium,  but  they  came  by  transit,  and 
they  were  entirely  German  cattle ; a great  num- 
ber come  from  Germany,  because  Italy  and 
Bussia  do  not  send  any. 

13103.  I see  that  the  high  prices  during  the 
spring  quarter  this  year  have  brought  nearly 
6,000  more  German  cattle  to  London  this  year 
m 12  weeks  than  in  the  13  weeks  of  the  spring 
quarter  last  year  ? — That  does  not  agree  with  my 
figures ; I have  a statement  this  year  of  the  cat- 
tle coming  to  Deptford. 

13104.  I am  speaking  of  the  last  spring  quar- 
ter, from  April  5th  to  June  21st;  I makefile 
number  11,368,  and  last  year  5,474,  as  the  num- 
ber of  German  cattle  imported  into  the  country  ; 

I am  not  speaking  of  the  Deptford  Market  only; 
if  they  are  scheduled  they  are  slaughtered  at 
other  ports;  that  shows  that  in  spite  of  the  re- 
strictions, the  high  price  is  bringing  an  increased 
import,  and  that  it  is  more  than  double  what  it 
was  in  'the  corresponding  period  of  last  year  ? — 
xes,  that  seems  to  be  so. 

13105.  The  number  from  Denmark  is  12,543  this 
year  as  against  6,815  last  year?— That  is  double. 

13106.  Then  Germany  has  more  than  doubled. 


restriction,  as  compared  with  the “.  *2  18 
there  was  no  restriction  ?- But  , wllete 

rnnul  that  Denmark  has  exported  Zf?' 
mark  is  a small  country,  but  if  ft*,.,  ° , , eu' 

same  freedom  as  Denmark  tlie  fig«re8 
quite  different.  * e " ould  be 

13107.  But  I find  that  Holland  win 
freedom  of  import,  is  deceasing  it’s  import^*1 
same  time,  m spite  of  t]lc  high  prices  tuf!,4' 
may  not  the  same  causes  d,W  the 
ivel  as  the  Dutch  cattle  away  from  the  S'  t 

Dumb  Lrtle, 

• > 14  “Of  possible  that  they  arc  sendhw 
into  Belgium,  and  into  France  ?— 1‘  do  not  l-nn® 
that;  it  has  been  stated  that  the 

13109.  Has  France  so  far  recovered  from  the 

sag?  virr  ar  • ’ bu  en.abied  to  »p«S 

cattle  r liom  certain  provinces;  from  Nor- 
mandy they  export  every  year. 

• 1f,110-  Mv.  Clare  Head.']  Is  there  any  truth 

t,le  report  that  pi  euro-pneumonia  existed 

amongst  the  Tonuing  cattle  last  week  ?— I have 
not  heard  that  report. 

13111.  You  have  not  heard  that  the  butchers 
have  said  some  of  the  cattle  were  infected  ?- 
Dus  is  the  first  time  I have  heard  it. 

..  131 12:  Was  there  much  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  Germany  in  the  spring  of  1872  ?-I’ 
believe  there  was. 
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Thursday , 10 th  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT: 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 

Mr.  Lusk. 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 

Mr.  Monsell. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  O’Conor. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Pell 

Mr.  Dent. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 

Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Mr.  Tipping. 

CLARE  SEWELL  READ,  Esq.,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  George  Christopher  Roberts,  called  in  ; and  Examined. 


13113.  Mr.  Clay.']  Are  you  the  Town  Clerk 
of  Hull?— I am. 

13114.  How  long  have  you  held  that  office  ? — 
About  two  years  and  a half. 

13115.  In  virtue  of  that  office  you  are  the  clerk 
to  the  local  authority  ? — I am. 

13116.  Before  becoming  the  Town  Clerk  were 
you  an  active  member  of  the  corporation  ? — I was 
for  some  10  years. 

13117.  And  a member  of  the  Cattle  Plague 
Committee  ? — I was  a member  of  the  Cattle 
Plague  Committee  from  its  formation. 

13118.  What  inspection  is  there  at  Hull  of  im- 
ported foreign  cattle  ? — In  the  first  place  there 
is  an  inspector  appointed  by  the  Veterinary  De- 
partment of  the  Privy  Council,  who  inspects 
cattle. previously  to  landing,  and  there  is  also  a 
local  inspector,  for  the  local  inspection  of  cattle. 

13119.  What  lairs  and  sheds  are  provided  at 
the  port  for  the  accommodation  of  the  cattle  ? — 
There  are  lairs  provided  by  the  corporation  for 
the  scheduled  cattle,  and  there  are  lairs  provided 
by  the  Dock  Company,  for  unscheduled  cattle. 

14120.  Were  the  lairs  specially  constructed  to 
rn.eet  the  requirements  of  the  Privy  Council  ? — 
Yes,  those  of  the  corporation : and  subsequently 
those  of  the  dock  company. 

13121.  At  what  expense  to  the  corporation  ? — 
The  lairs  of  the  corporation  were  built  at  an  ex- 
pense of  about  0,000 1 

13122.  Do  you  know  what,  or  whereabouts, 
was  the  expense  to  the  dock  company  of  their 
lairs? — No;  they  being  a private  company,  I 
have  no  means  of  stating  the  expense,  but  I can 
state  the  extent  of  their  lairs. 

13123.  By  whom  wasthe  position  of  the  corpo- 
^onlairs  selected ? — By  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 
Lord  Wenlock  had  some  communication  from  the 
■tkivy  Council,  but  whether  it  was  in  consequence 
oi  such  communication  or  not  I do  not  know,  but 
certainly  he  came  down  to  Hull  with  the  view  to 
making  the  selection  of  some  place  for  foreign 
cattle.  I was  one  of  the  deputation  which  ac- 
companied him  through  the  town,  and  he  ulti- 
mately selected  the  site  which  is  now  in  use  as 
the  site  for  the  lairs  for  foreign  cattle. 

13124.  Are  those  lairs  suitable  and  quite  suffi- 
• 0.58.  1 


cient  for  the  purpose  ? — I was  in  this  room  when 
Professor  Brown  informed  the  Committee  that 
they  were  the  best  in  the  provinces. 

13125.  Of  course  they  are  within  the  defined 
area? — Yes. 

13126.  What  accommodation  is  there  for  the 
slaughter  of  cattle  ? — The  slaughter  of  the  cattle 
takes  place  at  slaughterhouses  in  part  of  tli§  de- 
fined area  which  were  not  constructed  solely  with 
the  view  to  the  slaughter  of  foreign  cattle,  but 
being  in  the  defined  district  they  are  now  confined 
to  such  purposes,  and  there  are  24  such  slaugh- 
terhouses, very  large  and  commodious,  and  suita- 
ble in  every  respect. 

13127.  Are  they  amply  sufficient  for  that  pur- 
pose?— Yes,  they  are  amply  sufficient. 

13128.  What  is  about  the  value  of  these 
slaughterhouses? — About  15,000  l.  was  the  value 
of  these  slaughterhouses,  and  many  of  them  have 
been  greatly  enlarged  and  improved  in  conse- 
quence of  their  being  adapted  for  foreign  cattle. 

13129.  Then,  altogether,  the  value  of  the  lairs 
and  slaughterhouses  is  how  much? — It  would  be 
in  round  figures  about  25,000  Z.,  that  is  exclusive 
of  the.  sheds  provided  by  the  dock  company. 

13130.  Are  the  sheds  provided  by  the  dock 
company  also  sufficient  for  their  business? — Yes; 
I have  never  heard  of  a complaint  since  May 
1871,  with  regard  to  the  matter  ; and  that  com- 
plaint simply  arose  from  the  circumstance  that  it 
was  a new  dock.  As  you  are  aware  the  Albert 
Dock  had  nut  been  opened  very  long,  and  these 
sheds  had  not  been  completed  at  the  time  that 
complaint  was  made. 

13131.  You  never  heard  but  one  complaint  ? — 
No. 

13132.  Are  you  alluding  to  a complaint  made 
by  Mr.  Freeman,  the  local  inspector  ?— There 
were  no  complaints  made  by  any  one  of  the  want 
of  sufficient  sheds. 

13133.  Was  not  there  a complaint  made  by 
Mr.  Freeman,  the  inspector? — That  was  th© 
complaint  I alluded  to,  in  May  1871. 

13134.  What  was  that  complaint,  and  how- 
much  foundation  was  there  for  it? — The  com- 
plaint made  by  Freeman  was  this,  “ W e are  in  a 
very  awkward  fix  here ; the  defined  part  of  the 
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Mr.  G.  port  does  not  allow  cattle  to  come  away  from  the 
C.  Roberts.  Albert  Dock,  after  having  been  landed,  except 
— — by  trespassing  over  a score  lines  of  rail,  at  great 

10  July  hazard  of  their  lives ; besides  this,  we  have  no 
1 ^73-  place  of  landing  for  cattle  coming  out  of  Lincoln- 
shire except  in  a defined  part ; consequently,  the 
law  is  constantly  being  broken.  Can  anything 
be  done  in  the  way  of  alteration  of  the  boundary, 
the  pier  taken  out,  and  a road  from  it,  and  also 
a road  from  the  Albert  Dock  to  the  English 
Cattle  Market,  Edward’s-place  ? — Yours  most 
obediently,  James  Freeman It  i3  addressed  to 
Dr.  Alexander  Williams. — “ P.S.  We  have  no 
cover  at  the  docks,  rain,  snow,  or  blow,  for  the 
12  hours  ; nothing  except  a few  pens,  without 
any  troughs  being  fixed  for  drinking ; we  must 
have  some  provision  made.  Six  ships  landed  their 
cattle  and  sheep  yesterday ; not  half  con- 
venience.” 

13135.  That  was  before  the  dock  company 
were  in  a position  to  construct  these  lairs  ? — 
Before  they  had  completed  them.  My  answer  to 
the  complaint  was  this,  if  I may  mention  this  to 
the  Committee : “ The  cattle  landed  at  the  Albert 
Dock  are  cattle  from  the  Netherlands,  and  from 
inquiries  I have  made  I find  that  when  landed 
they  pass  to  the  west  end  of  the  dock,  and  thence 
by  a private  entrance  of  the  dock  company  to 
the  public  _ streets ; but,  in  doing  so,  they  do  not 
touch,  or  in  any  way  come  near,  or  in  contact, 
with  the  defined  part  of  the  borough ; to  pass, 
however,  the  cattle  have  to  cross  the  North 
Eastern  Baihvay,  but  for  the  purpose  there  exists 
no  proper  crossing.  Under  the  Hull  Dock  Act, 
1861,  the  dock  company  are  required  to  make 
a road  from  the  Albert  Dock  to  Neptunc-street, 
which  would  be  the  proper  course  for  the  cattle 
to  travel ; but  questions  have  been  raised  between 
them  and  the  railway  company,  as  to  who  is  to 
make  and  maintain  the  crossing  over  the  com- 
pany’s railway,  and  this  has  brought  the  matter 
of  the  crossing  to  a dead  lock.  Mr.  Alderman 
Bannister  (the  chairman  of  our  Cattle  Plague 
Committee)  and  myself  yesterday  waited  on  the 
secretary  of  the  dock  company,  in  reference  to  this 
matter,  and  I wrote  to  the  railway  company  alctter, 
of  which  I enclose  a copy.  There  is,  doubtless, 
much  inconvenience  arising  from  want  of  a proper 
crossing  over  the  railway;  but  it  in  no  way  in- 
volves any  breach  of  the  Orders  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  I trust  you  will  see  the  local  autho- 
rity here  is  doing  all  they  can  to  remove  the 
inconveniences.  I have  to-day  sent  copy  of  your 
letter  to  the  secretaries  of  the  dock  company  and 
railway  company.  With  reference  to  the  transit 
of  English  cattle  between  the  East  Riding  and 
Lincolnshire,  you  are  aware  it  lias  already  re- 
ceived the  attention  of  the  local  authority  here, 
as  I wrote  you  thereon  on  the  25th  ultimo,  and 
urged  an  alteration  of  the  defined  limit  in  the 
borough;  but  I regret  the  Lords  of  the  Privy 
Council  were  unable  to  comply  with  the  request, 
liie  local  authority  here  are  anxious  to  do  all  in 
their  power  at  once  to  facilitate  trade  and  to 
comply  with  the  Orders  in  .Council.  To  meet 
the  complaints  made  some  change  must  be  effected 
and,  as  it  appears  to  our  committee,  this  may  be 
best  effected  if  a Government  Inspector  were 
sent  down  to  examine  and  report  to  you  on  the 
matter;  I have  to  request  you  will  be  good 
enough  to  depute  an  inspector  to  visit  Hull  for 
that  purpose,  and,  if  such  course  is  necessary, 
our  committee  will  bear  the  expense  attending 


the  inspection.  I shall  be  glad  to  find  that  vn, 
will  sanction  this  course,  and  shall  feel  oblC 
if  you  will  inform  me  when  the  inspector  mav  S 
expected  here.”  3 De 

13136.  You  made  an  offer  to  the  Department 
to  pay  for  any  expenses  of  the  inspector,  if 
thought  it  right  to  send  an  inspector  dom,  ?_ 
Yes. 

13137.  Did  they  do  so?— No,  they  declined  to 
send  an  inspector  down. 

13138.  Was  your  natural  inference  from  that 
that  they  were  satisfied  with  the  explanation 
which  your  letter  had  given?— Yes,  I never 
heard  anything  more  of  that  complaint. 

13139.  There  was  another  somewhat  serious 
complaint  made  by  Professor  Brown.  In  answer 
to  Question  1913,  he  said,  “I  made  an  inspec- 
tion of  the  cattle  market,  which  is  outside 
the  defined  area,  and  I saw  there  some  fifty 
German  cattle,  with  broad  arrows  marked  upon 
their  quarters  in  the  usual  way.  I inquired  as 
to  the  cause  of  this,  and  I was  told  by  au  officer 
of  the  local  authority,  that  it  was  the  custom, 
when  there  was  no  room  for  the  animals  in  the 
defined  part,  to  take  them  to  the  cattle  market, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  kept  until  there  was 
room,  or  until  the  butcher  came  to  fetch  them.” 
Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  explanation  of 
that  ? — Professor  Brown  came  to  Hull  upon  the 
19th  of  J une  1871,  and  I think  he  has  an  imperfect 
recollection  of  what  occurred.  The  facts  were 
these,  that  as  it  was  his  first  inspection  after  my 
being  appointed  as  town  clerk,  I accompanied  him 
round  the  defined  area,  and  at  the  cattle  market 
there  formerly  was  a part  considered  the  foreign 
cattle  market,  and  a part  considered  the  English 
cattle  market ; the  foreign  cattle  market  was  uot 
at  that  time  to  any  extent  used,  and  it  appears 
that  the  officer  of  the  Customs  and  our  own  local 
inspector  were  under  the  impression  that  the 
foreign  cattle  part  might  be  used  for  foreign 
cattle  which  had  been  kept  for  a limited  time, 
and  were  to  be  taken  away  for  slaughter; 
there  were  about  half-a-dozen  of  them.  The 
Professor  is  iu  error  in  saying  that  there  were 
about  50,  and  when  that  was  pointed  out  to  me, 
I gave  strict  injunctions  that  nothing  of  the  kind 
should  occur  again,  and  nothing  of  the  kind  has 
occurred  since. 

13140.  Do  you  know  whether  it  had  occurred 
upon  several  occasions  before,  or  was  it  only 
upon  this  occasion  ? — I think  it  had  occurred  be- 
fore ; the  officers  were  under  the  impression  that 
this  was  still  a part  of  the  defined  area ; I believe 
they  were  under  some  mistake  about  it. 

13141.  Nothing  of  the  kind  has  occurred  for 
two  years  past  ? — Nothing  of  the  kind. 

13142.  When  was  the  defined  part  first  settled? 
— By  an  Order  in  Council,  on  the  1st  of  August 
1869. 

13143.  And  by  whom  was  it  selected?  — I 
believe  the  area  was  determined  ou  by  Professor 
Brown,  and  recommended  by  him  to  the  Privy 
Council. 

13144.  Have  you  got  any  plans  with  you 
which  will  show  that? — Yes,  I have  (producing 
the  same). 

13145.  This  was  the  original  area  ( pointing  to 
the  plan ) ? — Yes. 

13 146.  And  there  have  been  several  alterations 
since?— Yes.  . 

13147.  How  many  alterations  have  there  been  r 
— There  have  been  three  alterations  since. 

13148.  Have 
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13148.  Have  all  those  alterations  been  in  the 
sense  of  diminishing  the  area  ? — Yes.  _ 

13149.  Chiefly  with  the  view  of  having  it  more 
properly  guarded  ? — Yes. 

1 13150.  How  often  have  the  limits  of  the  area 
been  altered  since  ? — Three  times,  on  the  12th 
February  1870,  on  the  5th  August  1871,  and  on 
the  20th  December  1871. 

13151.  In  this  area  (the  first  defined  area)  the 
cattle  market  in  Edward-street  was  included,  was 
it  not  ? — In  the  area  as  first  defined  it  was. 

13152.  At  that  time  cattle  plague  was  preva- 
lent in  the  country  ? — The  cattle  plague  was 
prevalent  then. 

13153.  During  that  time,  where  was  the  cattle 
market  held  ? — In  a field  called  the  Corporation 
Field.  ( The  same  was  pointed  out. ) 

13154.  That  was  for  English  cattle  only  ? — 
Yes,  for  English  cattle  only ; there  was  no 
foreign  cattle  market  at  that  time. 

13155.  When  was  the  next  alteration  made ; 
I think  it  was  in  February  1870  you  said? — In 
February  1870.  The  farmers  attending  the 
market  to  the  number  of  about  500  presented 
a memorial  to  the  local  authority,  with  the  view 
of  having  the  market  altered,  in  consequence  of 
the  great  inconvenience  arising  from  its  then 
situation ; that  memorial  was  commuicated  to  the 
Privy  Council,  and  in  consequence  the  area  was 
altered  so  as  to  exclude  the  cattle  market  from 
the  defined  area. 

13156.  But  at  the  time  when  that  memorial 
was  forwarded  to  the  Privy  Council,  did  they 
not  make  some  objection  to  the  alteration  which 
was  proposed,  unless  there  was  some  further 
alteration  of  the  defined  area  ? — No,  not  at  that 
time,  I think. 

13157.  When  was  that? — That  was  in  1871  ; 
in  consequence  of  the  complaint  which  Mr.  Free- 
man had  made  in  May  1871,  we  requested  that 
some  alteration  might  be  made,  so  as  to  allow 
cattle  to  be  transhipped  between  Lincolnshire  and 
the  East  Riding,  and  upon  that  the  department 
wrote  to  say  that  they  could  not  sanction  any 
such  alteration,  and  the  only  remedy  appeared  to 
be  to  reduce  the  area  of  the  defined  part 

13158.  Then  that  reduction  of  the  area  first 
originated  with  the  department? — That  reduc- 
tion certainly  did.  I subsequently  saw  Dr. 
Williams  in  town,  and  had  some  conversation 
tion  with  him,  and  he  very  strongly  urged  upon 
me  the  reduction  of  the  area,  going  so  far  as  to 
say,  that  unless  something  was  done  in  that 
direction  the  importation  of  cattle  into  Hull 
would  cease.  I brought  that  under  the  attention 
of  the  local  committee,  and  they  directed  me  to 
take  steps  with  the  view  to  give  effect  to  that 
suggestion,  and  accordingly  a reduced  defined 
area  was  submitted  to  the  Privy  Council. 

13159.  Then  all  the  alterations  made  in  the 
defined  area  were  at  the  suggestion  of  the  de- 
partment, and  not  at  the  suggestion  of  the  local 
authority  ? — The  one  I first  referred  to  was 
merely  at  the  instance  of  people  frequenting  the 
market;  the  farmers,  and  others.  It  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  department,  and  they  approved  of 
it.  This  reduction  was  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
department. 

13160.  No  one  of  the  alterations  had  been 
suggested  by  the  local  authority  ? — They  did  not 
originate  with  the  local  authority. 

13161.  But  the  alterations  have  been  carried 
out  with  the  sanction  of  the  department  ? — When 


the  alteration  of  the  defined  area  in  1871  was 
submitted  to  the  Privy  Council,  the  department 
wrote  saying  that  they  recognised  the  fact  that 
the  local  authority  had  done  what,  they  possibly 
could  to  meet  the  matter ; but  they  then  suggested 
that  the  area  should  be  entirely  changed,  and 
that  instead  of  its  being  in  this  part  of  the  town, 
it  should  be  taken  eastward  to  this  spot  (pointing 
to  the  Plan). 

13162.  Were  there  any  objections  to  that? — 
Most  serious  objections.  First  of  all,  it  would 
have  involved  the  sacrifice  of  the  money  which 
had  already  been  laid  out  to  meet  the  exigencies 
of  the  trade,  and  would  have  entailed  upon  the 
town,  even  if  the  land  could  have  been  procured, 
a very  large  expense  indeed  in  building  new  lairs 
and  slaughterhouses  upon  the  new  defined  area ; and 
when  we  applied  to  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  who  were  the  owners  of  that  land, 
to  purchase  it,  they  asked  us  a sum  of  6 l.  a yard. 
We  wanted  six  acres,  and  in  addition  to  that,  for 
the  purposes  of  landing,  it  would  have  been  neces- 
sary to  have  had  a pier  taken  out  into  the  river, 
and  I am  satisfied  that  that  would  have  been 
strongly  objected  to,  on  account  of  its  interference 
with  the  navigation. 

13163.  Did  you  convince  the  department  that 
this  scheme  was  practically  impossible  ? — I 
wrote  very  fully  upon  the  subject,  and  came  up 
and  saw  Dr.  Williams,  and  subsequently  we  had 
an  interview  with  the  Lord  President,  and  the 
matter  was  then  fully  discussed,  and  the  project 
was  entirely  abandoned.  We  then  reverted  to 
the  proposition  of  reducing  the  area,  and  the  area 
which  was  suggested  was  submitted  to  the  Vice- 
President  for  consideration,  and  was  ultimately 
adopted,  subject  to  our  submitting  to  certain 
pledges  and  guarantees,  with  a view  to  properly 
guarding  it. 

13164.  Can  you  tell  me  what  these  pledges 
and  guarantees  were  ? — Yes ; perhaps  the  Com- 
mittee will  excuse  me  if  I read  from  a letter  the 
exact  pledge  which  was  given;  it  is  not  very 
long. 

13165.  Mr.  Cawley. ] It  was  a matter  of  dif- 
ference between  you  and  the  department  as  to 
arrangement  ? — Yes. 

13166.  Chairma.nJ\  It  appears  that  you  recti- 
fied all  you  possibly  could  ? — I am  only  anxious 
to  have  it  clear  upon  the  notes,  as  there  are  very 
strong  statements  upon  the  notes  already. 

13167.  Mr.  Clay.']  You  entered  into  certain 
guarantees  ; do  not  read  them  at  length,  but  tell 
us  what  they  were  ? — The  guarantees  were  that 
we  would  appoint  certain  policemen  to  guard  the 
place  day  and  night,  and  that  certain  barriers 
should  be  erected  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
the  cattle  passing  in  certain  places  from  the  de- 
fined to  the  undefined  parte. 

13168.  Have  those  guarantees  been  faithfully 
observed? — Yes;  they  were  accepted  as  satis- 
factory by  the  Department  and  have  been  strictly 
observed. 

13169.  Have  you  prosecuted  any  persons  for 
attempts  to  evade  the  Orders  of  Council  or  the 
provisions  of  the  Act? — I represented  to  the 
local  committee  what  had  taken  place  between 
the  Lord  President  and  myself,  and  the  other 
gentleman  who  accompanied  me  upon  that  occa- 
sion, and  stated  that  we  had  given  a pledge  that 
the  regulations  should  be  strictly  enforced  in 
Hull,  and  they  gave  me  carte  blanche  to  act  upon 
that  occasion ; and  up  to  this  time,  wherever  a 
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case  justified  an  information,  an  information  has 
been  laid,  and  the  parties  prosecuted, but  I should 
state  that  no  case  has  occurred  of  passing  foreign 
cattle  beyond  the  defined  area  ; the  cases  which 
have  arisen  have  been  cases  of  English  cattle  being 
driven  through  and  attempted  to  be  taken  out  of 
the  defined  area,  but  there  have  been  no  cases  of 
foreign  cattle  being  taken  out  of  it. 

13170.  Professor  Brown  says  that  the  defined 
part  is  not  bounded  by  any  positive  line,  but  by 
merely  imaginary  lines  drawn  along-  the  streets, 
and  that  the  animals  are  obliged  to  travel  a long 
distance,  and  so  on ; is  there  anything  different 
in  the  defined  area  in  Hull  from  the  defined  areas 
in  other  ports  ? — I have  inspected  all  the  Orders 
in  Council  as  to  the  defined  parts  in  other  ports 
where  foreign  cattle  are  imported,  and  I see  no 
difference ; the  boundaries  are  in  most  cases 
streets,  and  those  are  well  defined  parts. 

13171.  Liverpool,  Newcastle,  Dover,  Leith, 
and  Middlesborough,  for  example? — Yes,  those 
are  all  defined  by  streets. 

13172.  Chairman.']  Are  you  not  aware  that 
the  Privy  Council  have  from  time  to  time  com- 
plained of  all  those  ports  ? — I am  not  aware  ; we 
have  had  no  complaint  ourselves,  except  the  com- 
plaints which  I have  mentioned. 

13173.  Mr.  Clay.]  Is  the  area  at  Hull  now, 
at  any  rate,  so  well  defined  that  it  can  be  effec- 
tually guarded?  — I think,  practically,  it  is 
thoroughly  guarded ; physically  of  course  you 
caunot  absolutely  guard  a place,  but  it  is  guarded 
as  well  as  a place  so  defined  can  be. 

13174.  Professor  Brown  stated  that  he  should 
like  to  go  back  to  the  first  defined  area  upon  the 
map ; is  it  your  opinion  that  that  would  be  de- 
sirable?— I think  it  would  be  very  undesirable 
indeed,  for  the  boundary  of  that  area  as  first 
defined  is  about  4,500  yards  long ; the  present 
area,  as  the  Committee  will  see,  is  much  smaller; 
it  is  not  2,000  yards  long,  and  therefore  is  more 
easy  to  watch  and  guard;  and  then,  in  addition 
to  that,  all  the  cattle  from  Holderness  and  that 
district,  going  to  the  market,  would  pass  along 
the  two  sides  of  the  defined  area  as  there  de- 
fined; now  they  do  not  go  near  it  except  in 
passing  to  the  market. 

13175.  Professor  Brown,  at  Question  2222, 
suggests  that  a new  defined  area  might  be  pro- 
vided at  one  end  of  the  promenade;  that  is  in  the 
Albert  Dock  ; that  is  what  you  were  speaking  of 
just  now  ? — The  Albert  Dock  is  to  the  west  of 
the  town,  and  extends  to  the  western  boundary 
of  the  town,  so  that,  first  of  all,  there  is  this  place 
interlaced  with  railways  and  other  things,  which 
would  make  it  very  inconvenient ; but  our  simple 
answer  would  be,  that  we  should  have  no  objec- 
tion to  it,  as  it  would  relieve  us  by  taking  the 
affair  outside  the  boundary  of  the  borough,  and 
we  should  have  no  control  whatever  over  it;  it 
would  be  in  the  East  Riding. 

13176.  Now,  will  you  describe  to  me  the  pre- 
sent cattle  market,  because  it  has  been  said  that 
it  is  not  sufficiently  isolated ; what  is  the  dis- 
tance between  the  two  markets,  it  was  put  as  200 
yards? — I think  as  the  crow  flies,  it  is  about 
300  yards,  but  the  actual  distance  you  have  to 
travel  is  about  500  yards. 

13177.  Asa  temporary  expedient,  the  English 
cattle  market  was  held  in  the  Corporation  Field  ? 
— It  was. 

13178.  Is  there  any  objection,  and  what,  to  its 
being  a permanent  market  ? — The  situation  ren- 


ders it  very  undesirable  that  the  field  should  be 
used  ; and  you  have  the  fact,  that  when  it 
used,  the  parties  using  it  complained  of  it  But 
in  addition  to  that,  there  are  various  public  in- 
stitutions in  the  immediate  vicinity ; there  is  the 
College,  the.  Sailors’  Orphan  Home,  and  two 
Volunteer  Barracks;  and  there  are  large  rail- 
way extensions  in  that  direction,  so  that  it  could 
not  be  looked  to  as  at  all  affording  a prospect  of 
a permanent  market  there,  and  considerable  resi- 
dential property  would  be  deteriorated  by  hold- 
ing the  market  there. 

13179.  Do  you  suppose  that  if  there  was  any 
reasonable  apprehension  of  an  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague,  as  a temporary  expedient  the  corporation 
would  agree  for  a market  to  be  held  in  the  Cor- ' 
poration  Field  ? — I can  only  say  this,  that  judg- 
ing from  past  experience,  the  corporation  have 
always  shown  an  extreme  willingness  to  do  any- 
thing which  has  been  suggested  by  the  depart- 
ment, and  I have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  they 
would  uot  meet  the  wishes  of  the  department  as 
far  as  practicable  in  the  future. 

13180.  Mr.  Jenkins,  in  his  evidence,  says,  that 
the  market  is  only  separated  from  the  defined 
part  by  a comparatively  narrow  street ; is  that 
so  ? — It  is  a street  about  50  feet  vide,  but  Mr. 
Jenkins  himself  suggests  as  a remedy,  that  there 
should  be  a well-defined  wall.  Now,  at  the  place 
he  speaks  of,  there  does  exist  such  a wall,  and  no 
communication  could  take  place  from  outside  the 
defined  area  with  the  market  from  that  quarter. 

13181.  What  is  the  height  of  this  wall?— The 
ground  is  uneven,  and  upon  the  market  side  it 
is  from  four  to  six  feet  lower  than  upon  the  dock 
side  of  the  wall.  Upon  the  dock  side,  I should 
think  it  would  he  from  about  five  to  six  feet,  so  that 
it  is  about  from  10  to  12  feet  upon  the  market 
side,  but  if  there  is  the  slightest  objection  to  that, 

I think  it  can  easily  be  remedied  by  taking  all 
this  part  ( pointing  to  the  Plan ) out  of  the  de- 
fined ai-ea,  and  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
doing  so. 

13182.  There  would  be  no  risk  on  account  of 
its  proximity  ? — It  would  remove  that  objection 
by  the  distance  by  which  the  defined  area  would 
be  reduced,  namely,  about  500  or  600  yards. 

13183.  It  has  been  stated  that  the  foreign  lairs 
are  within  about  100  yards  of  the  Cattle  Market; 
is  that  so  ? — I have  already  explained  that. 

13184.  Mr.  Cawley.]  It  is  200  yards  in  a 
direct  line,  and  the  way  -you  would  have  to 
travel  would  be  about  260  to  300  yards? — I went 
through  it  roughly  the  other  day,  and  I think 
it  would  be  about  300  to  400  yards  by  the  way 
you  would  have  to  traverse. 

13185.  Mr.  Clay.]  I will  ask  you  a few  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  the  arrival  of  the  “ J oseph 
Somes ;”  when  did  you  first  hear  of  her  arrival 
at  Hull? — I first  heard  of  her  arrival  on  Satur- 
day, the  27th  of  June. 

13186.  When  did  she  arrive? — She  had  ar- 
rived on  Wednesday,  the  24th  of  June. 

13187.  Had  you  any  knowledge,  official  or 
unofficial,  that  diseased  cattle  were  on  board  the 
“Joseph  Somes”  before  the  27  th? — None  what- 
ever, until,  on  the  morning  of  the  27th,  I acci- 
dentally saw  Professor  Brown  at  the  railway 
station;  he  has  explained  the  matter  to  the 
Committee,  and  we  agree  substantially  with  re- 
ference to  what  occurred ; he  mentioned  the 
matter  to  me  and  said  the  local  authority  would 
have  to  do  something,  and  I asked  him  how  it 
& was 
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■was  he  had  not  let  me  know  about  it  before ; he 
said  that  Mr.  Freeman,  tne  inspector,  knew  of 
it.  I have  since  inquired,  and  found  that  Pro- 
fessor Brown  was  mistaken  about  that,  and  then 
I told  him  that  whatever  Mr.  Freeman  could 
leoally  do  would  be  carried  out;  but  the  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  the  “Joseph  Somes”  were 
made  by  the  department,  and  carried  out  by  our 
local  inspector  under  their  directions. 

13188.  When  does  the  operation  of  the  local 
authority  begin  ? — Not  until  after  the  cattle  are 
landed. 

13189.  And  until  that  time  with  whom  does 
it  rest  ? — With  the  Customs  authority ; and  if 
the  Customs  had  exercised  the  power  given  them 
by  the  19th  Article  of  the  Order,  no  difficulty 
ought  to  have  arisen.  The  19th  Article  is, 
« ‘Where  it  appears  to  the  principal  officer  of 
Her  Majesty’s  Customs  at  a port,  with  respect 
to  any  foreign  animal  (including  a horse  or  other 
animal  not  within  the  definition  of  animals  in 
the  Act  of  18691,  or  any  hay,  straw,  fodder,  or 
other  article  brought  by  sea  to  the  port,  that 
contagion  or  infection  may  be  thereby  con- 
veyed to  animals,  he  may  seize  and  detain 
the  same ; and  he  shall  forthwith  report  the 
facts  to  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty’s 
Customs,  who  may  give  such  directions  as  they 
think  fit,  either  for  the  slaughter  or  destruc- 
tion or  the  further  detention  thereof,  or  for 
the  restoration  thereof  to  the  owner,  on  such 
conditions,  if  any  (including  payment  by  the 
owner  of  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  respect 
of  detention  thereof),  as  they  think  fit.”  If 
that  order  had  been  enforced  by  the  Customs, 
certainly  no  question  could  have  arisen  with 
reference  to  whether  the  .contagion  had  been 
spread  by  that  cargo  or  not. 

13190.  Who  is  responsible  for  the  vessel 
having  come  into  the  docks  at  all  with  infected 
cattle  on  board  ? — The  Customs.  I believe  the 
veterinary  inspector’s  duty  does  not  begin  until 
the  cattle  are  landed.  I refer  to  the  inspector 
of  the  department,  but  the  Customs  authorities 
had  full  power  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

13191.  How  could  this  have  been  prevented? 
— So  far  as  the  local  authorities  are  concerned, 
they  were  perfectly  powerless.  They  could  not 
have  interfered  with  a vessel  in  the  roads  of  the 
river. 

13192.  Supposing  the  vessel  had  been  boarded 
in  the  river? — The  Customs  officers  board  the 
vessels  in  the  river  ; and,  as  the  sabitary  autho- 
rity,  whenever  we  have  any  apprehension  of 
cholera  or  other  contagious  disease  arriving,  our 
medical  officer  does  the  same. 

13193.  Is  it  the  case,  that  formerly  the  inspector 
boarded  the  vessel  before  it  entered  the  docks  ? 
— My  impression  is,  I cannot  speak  positively  to 
the  fact,  that  when  Mr.  Freeman  was  the  local 
inspector,  and  also  inspector  for  the  department, 
he  used  to  board  the  vessel-?  in  the  roads. 

. 13194.  Mr.  Monsell.']  That  is  your  impres- 
sion ? — That  is  my  impression,  but  as  a member 
of  the  committee  I always  understood  that  that 
was  done. 

13195.  In  your  opinion,  that  would  be  a 
prudent  course  to  pursue  ? — No  doubt  it  would 
be  an  extra  precaution  against  infection. 

13196.  Mr.  Clay.]  If  you  had  had  immediate 
notice  from  the  officer  of  the  department  of  the 
existence  of  disease  amongst  the  cattle  on  board 
the  “Joseph  Somes,”  and  he  had  asked  your 

0.58. 


advice  or  assistance,  should  you  have  been  able 
to  give  him  any  advice  or  assistance  which  would 
have  been  valuable? — I should  immediately  have 
called  the  committee  together,  and  have  asked 
the  inspector  to  meet  the  committee,  and  I am 
quite  sure  that  whatever  the  committee  could 
have  done  to  assist  the  inspector  in  disposing  of 
those  cattle  would  have  been  done  by  them. 

13197.  What  course  do  you  believe  they  would 
have  advised  ? — The  cattle  plague  orders  deter- 
mine how  infected  cattle  are  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  I should  have  seen  no  difficulty  in  the  cattle 
of  the  “Joseph  Somes”  having  been  so  dealt 
with.  One  of  the  witnesses  has  stated  before 
this  Committee  that  there  was  no  land  available 
for  disposing  of  such  cattle,  but  we  have  a 
hundred  acres  ourselves  upon  the  foreshore  of  the 
Humber  within  the  borough. 

13198.  Then  would  you  have  recommended 
instead  of  the  plan  which  was  adopted,  and  which 
did  miscarry,  that  the  beasts  should  have  been, 
landed  upon  this  corporation  land  upon  the 
foreshore,  and  there  slaughtered  and  burnt  ? — I 
very  much  doubt  whether  I should  have  taken 
upon  myself  to  have  suggested  any  course  what- 
ever, but  inasmuch  as  the  cattle  plague  orders 
point  out  the  course  which  might  have  been 
adopted,  I should  have  recommended  that  course 
to  be  adopted. 

13199.  But  you  had  no  opportunity  of  giving 
that  advice,  because  you  were  not  consulted? — -I 
never  heard  anything  about  it  until  I was  going 
out  of  town  one  day,  and  Professor  Brown  met 
me  upon  the  railway  platform. 

13200.  Was  the  existence  of  the  diseased  cattle 
on  board  the  “Joseph  Somes”  generally  known 
in  the  town,  or  to  the  members  of  the  corpora- 
tion ? — I . hold  a public  position,  and  mix  with 
the  people  of  Hull  as  much  as  most  men,  and  I 
had  never  heard  of  it  until  the  Saturday  morn- 
ing. I therefore  infer  that  it  was  not  generally 
known. 

13201.  The  vessel  belonged  to  a member  of 
the  corporation,  Mr.  Alderman  Atkinson,  did  it 
not  ? — His  firm  were  the  owners  of  the  vessel, 
Messrs.  Brown,  Atkinson,  & Co.,  but  Mr.  Atkin- 
son, at  that  time  a member  of  the  corporation, 
was,  I believe,  out  of  town.  Professor  Brown  has 
referred  to  a Mr.  Atkinson,  that  would  be  his 
brother,  I think. 

13202.  His  brother  is  not  a member  of  the 
corporation  ? — No. 

13203.  Professor  Brown,  I suppose,  saw  Mr. 
Freeman  immediately  after  his  interview  with 
you  ? — I believe  so. 

13204.  And  gave  instructions  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  cattle  by  sending  them  out  in  barges, 
and  sinking  them? — Yes;  in  fact.  Professor 
Brown  mentioned  to  me  that  that  was  what  he 
contemplated  doing  when  he  saw  me. 

13205.  Professor  Simonds  has  mentioned  that 
he  thought  the  disease  was  communicated  from 
the  "Joseph  Somes,”  by  parties  going  to  the 
Hull  market ; were  the  officer’s  of  the  local 
authority  properly  disinfected  ? — Yes,  whilst  the 
vessel  was  lying  in  the  dock  with  the  cattle  on 
board  we  had  no  control  over  the  vessel;  the 
Customs  ought  to  have  preserved  something  like 
a quarantine  over  the  vessel.  We  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it ; but  our  own  officers,  who  were 
engaged  under  the  officers  of  the  department  in 
dealing  with  those  cattle,  were  properly  disinfected 
afterwards ; at  least,  Mr.  Freeman  came  to  me 
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Mr.  G.  to  pay  for  the  disinfectants  which  had  been  used. 

C.  Roberts,  j was  not  personally  present,  "but  so  far  as  my 
10  July  investigation  of  the  matter  goes,  I should  say 
jg they  were  properly  disinfected. 

13206.  All  you  know  of  the  matter  is,  that 
you  had  to  pay  for  the  disinfectants  ? — And  I had 
the  representation  of  the  inspector,  so  that  I had 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  they  were  properly  dis- 
infected. 

13207.  You  had  no  reason  to  believe  “that 
nobody  and  nothing  was  disinfected”  passing 
between  the  vessel  and  the  shore  ? — I think 
Professor  Brown’s  observation  referred  rather  to 
the  condition  of  things  existing  for  two  or  three 
days  while  the  cattle  were  on  board  the  ship, 
than  to  anything  relating  to  the  officers  of  the 
local  authority,  but  certainly  the  officers  of  the 
local  authority  were  properly  disinfected. 

13208.  A large  claim  has  been  made  for  the 
expenses  of  that  operation ; upon  whom  was  it 
made  ? — Originally,  I believe  it  was  made  upon 
the  department,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  local 
authority. 

13209.  What  did  the  local  authority  say? — 
That  they  had  nothing  to  do  with  it ; they  have 
persisted  in  that  ever  since,  and  they  intend  to 
persist. 

■ 13210.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  Hull  should  be 

bound  to  pay  for  diseased  cattle  brought  to  the 
port  ? — Seeing  that  Hull  has  no  particular  interest 
in  it,  but  is  simply  a port  where  cattle  arrive, 
and  that  the  cattle  are  imported  as  food  for  the 
nation,  I think  it  would  be  most  unreasonable  if 
Hull  were  to  be  taxed  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
for  diseased  cattle  sent  from  a foreign  country, 
with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do. 

13211.  Mr.  Cawley."]  This  is  a matter  of  legal 
obligation  which  is  in  dispute.  I understand  you 
to  state  that  claims  have  been  made  which  you 
have  resisted,  and  which  you  intend  to  resist, 
therefore  it  is  not  as  yet  decided  as  a matter  of 
law  ?•— No ; but  I am  not  putting  it  as  a legal 
question  now,  I am  putting  it  as  a question  of 
policy.  The  Committee  are  investigating  with  a 
view  to  report,  and  I feel  bound  to  say  that  it 
would  be  a case  of  great  hardship  upon  the  town 
of  Hull,  and  would  perhaps  offer  a premium  to 
people  who  had  diseased  cattle,  actually  to  ship 
them  there,  if  they  knew  that  when  they  arrived 
at  Hull  they  could  gct  at  least  one-hnlf  the  value, 
and  I submit  that  it  would  be  a great  hardship 
upon  the  town  of  Hull,  if  we  were  bound  to  pay 
for  the  cattle  so  imported. 

13212.  Chairman .]  You  can  refuse  to  take  the 
cattle;  you  can  shut  the  market  up? — We  can- 
not prevent  the  port  being  freely  used  by  anybody 
who  chooses  to  use  it. 

13213.  Surely  if  you  did  not  have  a defined 


That  would  have  to  be  done  under  an  Order  ot 
the  Privy  Council,  but  if  there  was  any  cause 
for  that  I should  at  once  communicate  with  the 
Privy  Council  with  a view  to  that  beta#-  done 
and  m case  of  any  temporary  delay,  we° would 
take  upon  ourselves,  as  we  have  done  in  past 
times,  to  shut  up  the  market.  1 

13216.  The  local  authority  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  take  that  step?— No,  certainly  not-  in 
fact,  during  the  latter  part  of  last  year  the  mar- 
kets were  closed,  although  in  a legal  sense  the 
Order  did  not  apply  to  Hull,  and  I called  the 
attention  of  the  Department  to  it,  nevertheless 
we  enforced  the  Order. 

13217.  It  seems  to  have  been  taken  for  granted 
that  the  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague  in  the  East 
Riding  arose  from  the  disease  having  been  com- 
municated from  the  Hull  market;  is  it  your 
opinion  that  that  is  so  ? — All  I can  say  is,  that 
the  local  circumstances  do  not  warrant  such  a 
conclusion,  the  fact  being  established  by  the  evi- 
dence of  scientific  witnesses  that  the  disease  did 
not  arise  from  the  carcasses  being  washed  ashore. 
We  had  nothing  like  cattle  plague  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity  of  Hull,  and  there  were  no  cattle 
affected  in  the  Hull  market  for  some  time  after 
this  occurred.  In  Professor  Brown’s  report  he 
states,  “ In  commencing  this  account  it  is  neces- 
sary to  assume  that  the  virus  of  cattle  plague 
was  in  some  manner  conveyed  to  animals  in  Hull 
market  on  July  29th,  from  the  Russian  beasts 
which  were  removed  from  the  ‘ Joseph  Somes’  on 
July  27th.  With  this  assumption,  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  disease  into  the  three  districts  referred 
to,”  and  then  he  builds  up  the  superstructure  on 
that  assumption.  Of  course  if  the  whole  of  the  pre- 
mises are  assumed,  namely,  that  it  arose  from  that, 
there  would  be  little  answer  to  the  conclusions 
which  have  been  arrived  at;  but  I venture  to 
say  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  local  cir- 
cumstances which  would  justify  such  a conclu- 
sion. 

13218.  Dr.  Williams  in  his  evidence,  at 
Question  244,  stated  that  the  local  authority  at  Hull 
would  not  carryout  the  suggestions  of  the  depart- 
ment ; are  you  aware  of  any  ground  for  that  state- 
ment ? — Dr.  Williams  must  have  been  speaking 
in  ignorance  of  the  fact,  or  under  grave  misappre- 
hension, for  there  is  not  the  semblance  of  truth  in 
the  statement. 

13219.  You  speak  with  certainty,  of  course,  in 
reference  to  the  time  during  which  you  yourself 
have  been  town  clerk? — I do. 

13220.  Do  you  at  all  know  what  was  the  case 
in  the  time  of  your  predecessor ; is  there  any 
justification  for  that  statement  ? — No ; any  com- 
munications from  the  department  would  have 
been  brought  before  the  Cattle  Plague  Commit- 


port,  as  ordered  by  the  Privy  Council,  that  would  tee,  and  I should,  as  a member  of  that  committee, 
be  tantamount  to  shutting  up  the  market,  there-  have  heard  of  them.  In  addition  to  that,  Dr. 
lore  it  rests  with  you? — It  would  be  a great  Williams  has  told  me  that  he  did  not  communi- 
mconvemence  if  that  were  done,  but  if  there  cate  any  complaint  to  the  committee.  He  re- 
ffer,e,™  denned  port  that  would  certainly  be  a presented  to  me  that  complaints  had  been  made 
prohibition  upon  the  importation  of  cattle  into  to  him,  and  I remonstrated  that  those  complaints 

had  not  been  communicated  to  the  local  authority 
that  they  might  have  been  investigated. 

13221.  Dr.  Williams  is  asked  at  Question  245, 
“ It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  we  constantly  recom- 
mended, and  in  fact  ordered,  certain  things  to  be 
done  at  Hull?”  and  he  states,  “Yes;  we  have 
done  so.  ( Q. ) And  without  success  ? (A.)  With- 
out success.”  Are  you  aware  of  that? — I am 
not  aware  of  the  slightest  ground  for  such  a state- 
ment. 


Hull. 

13214.  You  take  it  with  all  the  risk  of  the 
trade  ? — W e offer  facilities  for  the  trade  of  the 
country. 

13215.  Mr.  Clay.'\  The  local  authority  would 
have  power  to  shut  up  the  market;  supposing 
there  was  a reasonable  alarm  of  another  outbreak 
of  the  cattle  plague,  should  you  recommend  the 
local  authority  to  shut  up  the  present  market? — 
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ment.  In  fact,  I have  the  whole  of  the  corres- 
pondence which  has  passed  since  I held  the  office 
I now  hold,  and  so  far  from  our  resisting  the 
desire  of  the  department,  we  have  always  pro- 
fessed an  anxious  willingness  to  carry  out  any 
suggestions  which  they  might  make,  and  have 

°13222.  Then  do  you  state  as  clerk  to  the  local 
authority  that  they  arc  anxious  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  give  effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  Orders 
of  the  Privy  Council?— Most  certainly. 

13223.  Mr.  Cawley .]  I think  you  mentioned 
that  there  were  24  slaughterhouses  in  which 
foreign  cattle  infected  or  ordered  to  he  slaughtered 
were° slaughtered  ? — Not  infected  cattle,  but  cat- 
tle'from  scheduled  countries. 

13224.  Cattle  from  scheduled  countries  not 
affected,  and  apart  from  any  question  of  whether 
there  were  infected  cattle  on  board  ?—  I do  not 
know  that  we  have  ever  had  an  instance  except 
the  “Joseph  Somes.” 

13225.  Whether  you  have  or  not,  the  question 
I want  to  put  is  this : is  the  slaughtering  in  those 
slaugbl  erhouses  confined  to  cattle  coming  from 
the  scheduled  countries  entirely,  those  cattle  be- 
ing free  from  disease? — Yes. 

13226.  Supposing  that  a vessel  came  in  from 
any  other  country  which  had  infection  on  board, 
would  those  cattle  be  slaughtered  in  the  same 
slaughterhouses? — No,  certainly  not. 

13227.  I do  not  mean  the  infected  cattle,  but 
the  other  cattle  ?— If  there  were  infected  cattle 
on  board  a vessel,  I should  think  that  the  Privy 
Council,  or  the  Customs,  would,  in  all  proba- 
bility, order  the  whole  of  the  animals  to  be 
slaughtered,  and  in  that  case  they  would  be 
slaughtered  in  the  ship,  and  disposed  of  according 
to  tne  Privy  Council  Orders. 

13228.  You  say  “slaughtered  in  the  ship?” 
— Yes ; the  same  as  the  “ Joseph  Somes”  cattle 
were. 

13229.  Does  that  apply  to  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease and  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  only  to  rinderpest  ? 
— That  would  apply  to  any  cattle  which  required 
to  be  slaughtered.  In  the  “ J oseph  Somes  ” 
there  were  only  IS  or  20  cattle  affected,  out  of 
the  56  cattle  on  board,  and  the  whole  were 
slaughtered,  and  slaughtered  on  board  the  ship, 
and  I take  it  that  the  same  course  would  be  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  anything  which  the  law  re- 
quired to  be  slaughtered. 

13230.  Is  it  your  impression  that  if  a vessel 
arrived  with  one  beast  pronounced  to  be  suffering 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  whole  cargo 
would  be  slaughtered  on  board  the  vessel  ? — 
No. 

13231.  What  would  be  done? — Tn  that  case 
the  cattle  would  be  taken  for  their  term  of  quar- 
antine in  the  lairs,  and  if  they  developed  any  dis- 
ease they  would  be  killed  there  and  then. 

13232.  If  the  animals  did  not  develope  the  dis- 
ease, would  they  be  slaughtered  at  Hull,  or  would 
they  be  removed  and  sold? — No,  being  from 
scheduled  countries  they  must  be  slaughtered  at 
the  port. 

13233.  You  do  not  quite  apprehend  my  ques- 
tion; I referred  to  cattle  from  other  than  pro- 
hibited countries,  when  disease  was  found  on 
board  ? — I take  it  that  the  cattle  landing  in  that 
case  would  be  under  the  inspection  or  the  in- 
spector of  the  department. 

13234.  Is  it  die  case  that,  as  a matter  of  fact, 
you  are  not  sure  whether  those  cattle  would  be 
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slaughtered  atthose  particular  slaughterhouses? — 

I have  no  reason  to  suppose  they  would,  because  1 
I think  they  would  not  be  moved. 

13235.  Are  those  slaughterhouses  the  property 
of  the  corporation? — No,  they  are  the  property 
of  private  individuals,  and  they  are  all  pretty 
well  in  one  small  street. 

13236.  What  street  are  they  in  ? — Finkle- 
street. 

13237.  That  is  within  the  defined  area? — Yes. 

13238.  Are  the  24  all  in  the  street? — With 
the  exception  that  there  are  two  in  Dagger- 
lane. 

13239.  There  are  22  in  Finkle-street? — Yes, 
22  in  Finkle-street,  and  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood there,  in  the  courts  and  alleys  there ; I may 
say  that  the  two  in  Dagger-lane  were  the  last 
alteration. 

13240.  Are  those  slaughterhouses  open  to  any 
person  who  chooses  to  take  his  cattle  there  ? — 
Only  for  slaughter. 

13241.  Those  24  are  the  only  slaughterhouses 
available  for  the  imported  cattle  from  scheduled 
countries  ? — Yes. 

13242.  Of  course  those  cattle  dealers  have  the 
right  to  slaughter  their  cattle,  as  you  say,  at  those 
slaughterhouses  ? — Yes. 

13243.  Are  the  owners  of  the  slaughterhouses 
subject  to  stringent  regulations  by  the  corpora- 
tion?— They  are  subjected  to  sanitary  regula- 
tions. 

13244.  What  do  you  include  under  the  term 
“ sanitary  regulations  ” ? — There  is  no  special 
regulation  with  regard  to  cattle,  but  only  general 
sanitary  precautions. 

13245.  Is  it  at  all  times  found  that  these 
slaughterhouses  are  sufficient  for  the  slaughter 
within  a reasonable  time  of  the  cattle  so  im- 
ported?— I believe  so;  I have  never  heard  the 
slightest  suggestion  to  the  contrary. 

13246.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge, 
whether  they  are  or  not? — No,  I do  not  in  any 
way  inspect  or  superintend  the  slaughtering  of 
cattle ; I do  not  know  it  of  my  own  knowledge ; 

I can  only  speak  of  it  in  a general  way. 

13247.  In  your  previous  answers  you  said  that 
you  had  very  commodious  slaughterhouses,  valued 
at  15,000 1,  which  were  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose ? — So  far  as  my  official  investigation  and  my 
official  connection  with  this  matter  enables  me  to 
speak  to  it,  I state  that  as  a fact. 

13248.  There  is  a wide  difference  between  a 
conclusion  and  a fact,  you  know ; I want  to  get 
the  value  of  the  statement,  because  there  may  be 
other  parties  who  differ  from  you ; I want  you 
also  to  state  whether  you  are  prepared  to  say  that 
the  meat  slaughtered  in  those  slaughterhouses  is 
in  as  good  a state,  and  is  always  sent  away  from 
Hull  in  as  good  a state  as  it  would  be  if  sent  away 
from  private  slaughterhouses  or  from  public  abat- 
toirs?—I know  that  at  the  time  when  all  the 
cattle  coming  to  Hull  were  slaughtered,  there 
were  very  large  meetings  held  in  Yorkshire  and 
in  Lancashire  also,  complaining  that  the  meat  was 
not  received  wholesome  when  forwarded  in  that 
state;  and  there  was  some  association  formed, 
and  meetings  held  in  most  of  the.  large  towns  in 
the  W est  Riding,  and  in  Lancashire,  with  regard 
to  that  matter.  . 

13249.  Are  you  prepared  to  state  that  their 
complaints  were  groundless  ?■ — No,  I should  be  dis- 
posed to  think  they  were  not ; I should  think  it 
a very  likely  thing  at  the  present  time  of  year, 
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(^Roberts  weat^ier  as  it  i-%  that  meat  being  packed 

' ' sent  away  immediately,  would  in  all  proba- 

jo  July  bility  become  bad. 

1873.  1 3250.  Are  you  prepared  to  say  that  no  part 

of  that  injury  was  due  to  the  position  of  the 
slaughterhouses,  and  the  mode  in  which  the 
cattle  were  there  killed? — I have  certainly  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  anything  was  attributable 
to  the  slaughterhouses. 

.13251.  Are  you  prepared, as  representing  Hull, 
to  say  that  no  part  was  due  to  the  slaughter- 
houses ? — As  representing  Hull,  yes,  because  the 
term  '‘representing  Hull,”  implies  that  I cannot 
speak  to  every  minute  detail  of  my  own  know- 
ledge, but  I never  heard  any  complaint  of  the 
kiDtl,  and  occupying  a position  where  complaints 
must  come,  if  any  are  made,  I must  infer  that  no 
complaints  exist. 

13252.  You  are  a professional  man,  a lawyer, 
and  I want  to  get  the  facts  as  far  as  you  can 
speak  to  them ; I understand  you  to  come  here  to 
represent  Hull  ?— I do. 

13253.  Therefore,  I assume  you  came  with  a 
knowledge  of  the  facts  which  are  necessary ; I 
only  want  to  get  it  on  the  notes  whether  you  are 
prepared  to  say  that  is  so ; you  have  admitted 
that  great  complaints  were  made  in  the  towns  of 
.Lancashire  and  Yorkshire? — Not  simply  with 
regard  to  Hull,  but  with  regard  to  the  prohibi- 
tion generally. 

13254.  But  with  regard  to  the  state  of  the 
meat  coming  from  Hull  ? — The  complaints  were 
general  with  regard  to  the  prohibition  and 
slaughter  at  the  outports. 

13255.  The  fact,  that  such  complaints  were 
made  being  admitted,  I want  to  know  whether 
your  evidence  having  been  to  the  effect  that  Hull 
was  perfectly  managed,  there  were  any  grounds 
tor  these  complaints  arising  from  the  slaughter- 
houses,  or  from  the  mode  in  which  the  cattle  were 
Killed  .'—Certainly  not  arising  from  the  slaughter- 
houses. 0 

13256.  Then  whatever  complaint  arose,  must  ' 
have  arisen  after  the  meat  left  Hull  ?— No;  the  • 
meat  being-  packed  and  sent  away,  it  is  not  au  j 
uncommon  circumstance  that  under  those  cirevm- 
stances  it  will  become  had.  I am  not  Bpeaking  4 
ot  any  particular  circumstances,  but  of  the  natu- 
ral  course  of  things.  I 

13257.  Arc  these  slaughterhouses  in  this  street 
and  the  courts  ndj  oimng  well  ventilated  ?— Yes  • we  c 
honsM7  Striot"wit1'  reSor<i  t0  licensing  slaughter-  0 

13258.  Is  the  neighbourhood  one  which  would  1’ 
generally  admit  ot  good  ventilation  F— The  neigh-  b 
bourhood  is  close.  ° tl 

13259.  Most  parts  of  Hull  are  low?— If  you 
are  leaking  of  the  position  of  the  town  of  Hull  “ 
Hull  is  a complete  flat.  * tl 

„.iS60'  B"  *^7  ale  in  a vel7  crowded  part, 

oYtilKm11167  are  " “ “W  J 

13261.  And  not  very  far  from  some  of  the  P 

f!  :~\0’  “?*  fi*  from  some  of  the  & 

dock.. , in  fact,  the  dock  is  necessary  for  the  nur-  w 
pose  of  discharging  the  cattle.  1 

A3?Gh  There  is  ?ne  which  I did  not  get  n 
clearly  from  you  m the  correspondence  which  tl- 
you  read ; I understand  that  the  complaint  made  ? 

hftJ“S  t0  drive  the  ^ttle  across 
a number  of  lines  of  railway  ?— Yes  +li 

13263.  Does  that  state  of  things'  exist  now,  or  p, 
does  it  not?— It  does  to  some  extent,  hut  it  has  tli 


id  been  considerably  modified,  because  at  the  *■ 
a-  when  that  complaint  was  made  the  dost  t™e 
newly  opened,  and  things  were  net  „ f -Was 
rt  proper  working  order;  but  L lg0t 
ic  opposed  the  North  Eastern  Company  STS 
ie  which  they  had  before  Parliament' ‘until  the  “ 
.0  from  them  in  an  Act,  which  has  been  nassef 
.0  provision  tor  making  a subway  to  that  it!  1 ? 

that  is  now  m course  of  construction  a<1 

I,  13264.  Has  any  part  of  the  objection  to  tl. 

- a7ual7  removed,  or  is  it  onlv  fc 
t 7 V7  “°h  “re  111  .Ingress  which  will  remove 
t it?- Tie  inconvenience  has  been  considerably 

- reduced  by  the  circumstance  of  the  dock  and  it 

e approaches  being  brought  into  better  condition 
s but  the  actual  removal  of  the  inconvenience  U 
i now  only  m the  course  of  progress.  " 

13265.  I suppose  yon  allude  to 'the  crossino  of 
, the  railway  near  Bath-plaee;  where  are  "the 
l cattle  from  unscheduled  countries  landed  ?— Tbo 
’ ^scheduled  cattle  are  landed  in  the  Humber 

. 13266.  With  regard  to  the  Lincolnshire  cattle 

whore  are  they  landed? -At  the  Corporation 
1 ler,  and  tile  foreign  cattle  are  sometimes  landed 
by  the  Customs  at  the  Minerva  Pier,  or  in  the 
Humber  dock. 

13267.  Chairman.']  Wliat  distance  is  there 
between  these  two  piers  ? — There  is  a barrier 
there,  a post.  One  of  the  guarantees  which  we 
gave  with  regard  to  tile  defined  area  was  the  pro- 
viding ot  additional  posts  and  chains,  which  the 
Customs  officers  might  put  up  upon  the  landing 
ot  foreign  cattle.  ^ 

i 3268.  Mr.  Cawley,]  What  do  you  mean  bv 
the  putting  up  of  posts  ? — They  are  posts  divid- 
Pmr  G lan<lillg  1>laCe  from  the  Corporation 

13269.  But  the  actual  distance  of  vessels  from 
the  landing  place  might  be  very  slight  indeed?— 

1 think  you  will  find  it  would  be  a hundred 
yards. 

13270.  Not  from  the  end  of  the  Corporation 
1 ler?  Cattle  are  never  landed  at  the  end  of  the 
Corporation  Pier;  there  is  no  slope  there  for  it. 

13271.  What  is  the  actual  distance  between 
the  two  piers;  the  distance  between  the  two 
piers  is  not  50  yards,  is  it  ?— That  is  so. 

13272.  Then  I apprehend  that  a vessel  in 
coming  round  might  come  as  near  as  vessels  dare 
come,  and  might  come  in  contact,  in  fact? — No, 
pardon  me ; no  vessel  passes  between  the  Minerva 
pier  and  the  Corporation  pier ; that  is  a ferry- 
boat clock,  and  simply  small  river  boats  pass 
there. 

13273.  The  two  piers  upon  the  river  side  are 
m a line  with  each  other,  are  they  not  ?— Yes, 
they  are  in  a line  with  each  other. 


13274.  Then  ami  not  right  in  saying  that  a 
vessel  going  up  to  the  Corporation  pier,  and 
turning  round  to  draw  alongside  the  Corporation 
pier,  might  actually  come  within  a few  feet  of  the 
Minerva  pier? — According  to  her  draught  of 
water  she  would  have  to  pass  the  pier. 

13275.  A nd  if  she  had  to  go  up  to  the  Corpo- 
ration  pier  she  might  have  to  pass  the  end  of 
uie  Minerva  pier,  at  a very  short  distance? — 

13276.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  defined  area  upon  which  some  questions  were 
put  to  you,  that  really  was  a question  whether 
the  “ defined  area,”  or  an  “ enclosed  area,” 
should 
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should  be  read  as  synonymous  terms?  — That 

ff8j3277.  There  was  no  doubt  about  being  able 
to  define  the  boundary ; it  is  not  necessarily  an 
enclosed  boundary  ?— No ; it  is  the  distinction 
betwen  an  open  and  an  enclosed  boundary. 

13278.  Mr.  Clay.']  With  regard  to  that  incon- 
venience which  arose,  and  which  is  now  in  course 
of  being  remedied  by  a tunnel,  is  it  not  intended 
also  to  construct  a bridge  over  the  railway  to 
prevent  the  inconvenience  of  the  level  crossing  ? 
—That  is  so  ; that  is  at  a Bath  place. 

13279-  Is  that  in  course  of  construction? — 
That  is  in  course  of  construction. 

13280.  Mr.  Kavanugh.]  Is  there  much  im- 
portation of  store  cattle  into  Hull? — I do  not 
{•now  what  particular  cattle  come  there  myself, 
because  I have  nothing  to  do  with  the  inspection 
of  cattle.  I have  here  the  returns  of  the  number 
of  cattle  from  unscheduled  and  scheduled  coun- 
tries in  1869  and  1870,  but  not  later. 

13281.  Is  there  any  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween you  and  the  officials  in  the  Veterinary 
Department  of  the  Privy  Council  with  reference 
to  the  duties  which  the  local  authorities  in  Hull 
have  to  carry  out? — None  whatever,  that  I am 
aware  of. 

13282.  Mr.  Barclay.]  I suppose  the  steamers 
carry  on  their  business  for  the  benefit  of  the  trade 
of  Hull  as  well  as  for  themselves,  do  they  not? — 
Any  trade  which  comes  to  the  port  must,  in  a de- 
gree, benefit  the  town. 

" 13283.  Do  you  think  tlie  expense  of  slaughter- 
ing any  cattle  imported  by  those  steamers  should 
be  paid  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer  ? — Yes. 

13284.  Because  it  is  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country? — Yes;  a particular  shipowner  may 
have  an  interest  in  the  amount  of  freight  he  may 
get  for  the  carriage  of  the  cattle,  but  beyond 
that  Hull  is  not  benefitted,  because  the  cattle  are 
for  consumption  throughout  the  country. 

13285.  Is  the  trade  of  Hull  at  all  benefitted 
by  the  importation  of  those  cattle  ? — Yes,  to  a cer- 
tain degree,  but  not  by  any  means  sufficiently  to 
compensate  for  the  amount  of  the  risk  incurred 
by  those  cattle  being  brought  to  the  port. 

13286.  Do  you  think  that  a hazardous  trade, 
if  the  import  of  cattle  is  a hazardous  trade,  should 
be  allowed  to  be  carried  on  at  Hull  without 
reasonable  precautions  being  taken  at  Hull  ? — 
Certainly  not ; but  I am  under  the  impression 
that  reasonable  precautions  arc  taken  at  Hull. 

13287.  Supposing  those  measures  are  taken  to 
have  cattle  slaughtered  in  which  rinderpest  ap- 
peared prior  to  landing,  what  would  you  say  in 
that  case  ? — The  duty  is  cast  upon  the  Imperial 
Government,  and  the  cost  ought  to  accompany 
the  duty,  in  my  opinion. 

13288.  Do  you  think  the  importer  should  run 
that  risk  ? — Possibly  the  man  is  a mere  agent  for 
the  consignor  of  the  cattle,  and  the  consignor 
being  in  a foreign  country,  cannot  he  reached. 

13289.  You  were  speaking  just  now  not  of  the 
value  of  the  cattle,  but  of  the  expense  of  dealing 
with  the  cattle? — Of  course,  the  expense  of 
slaughtering  cattle  involves  not  only  the  actual 
expense  of  slaughter,  but  half  the  value  of  the 
cattle. 

13290.  Have  you  paid  half  the  value  of  the 
cattle  to  the  owner  of  diseased  cattle  ?— No,  we 
have  refused  to  do  so ; we  have  said,  with  regard 
to  the  ,c  Joseph  Somes,”  that  it  was  not  done 
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under  our  authority,  and  that  those  who  ordered 
it  must  pay. 

13291.  Have  any  proceedings  been  taken  in 
the  matter? — We  have  been  threatened  with 
legal  proceedings,  but  those  proceedings  have  not 
been  taken  yet. 

18292.  Are  you  aware  of  what  was  done  at 
Leith  under  the  same  circumstances? — I do  not 
know  what  has  been  done? — I have  read  Pro- 
fessor Brown’s  report  with  regard  to  the  occur- 
rences at  Leith. 

13293.  Are  you  not  aware  that  they  paid 
nothing  to  the  importer  there? — I am  not  aware 
of  that,  but  in  that  case  they  arc  very  much  in 
the  same  position  as  we  are  at  Hull. 

13294.  Chairman.]  You  think  that  any  com- 
pensation which  is  paid  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  and  not  out  of  the  rates  of 
Hull  ? — 1 think  so  ; I think  Hull  should  bear  its 
fair  proportion  just  the  same  as  any  other  part  of 
the  country  should,  in  the  case  of  rinderpest 
arising  in  the  country,  but  iu  the  case  of  cattle 
over  which  we  have  no  control,  the  importation 
of  them  being  for  the  general  benefit  of  the 
country,  I think  it  would  be  most  unreasonable 
if  any  compensation  should  be  paid  (and  it  is  a 
question  whether  any  should  be  paid  under  such 
circumstances),  that  it  should  he  a charge  upon 
the  local  rates  of  Hull. 

13295.  You  do  not  think  that  any  compensa- 
tion which  is  paid  for  diseased  foreign  cattle  should 
be  a charge  upon  the  local  rates  of  Hull? — 
Certainly  not  diseased  foreign  cattle  which  are 
destroyed  to  prevent  their  importing  disease 
into  the  country. 

13296.  It  is  a certain  advantage  to  the  town 
of  Hull  to  import  them,  or  else  she  would  stop 
them.  Now,  in  the  case  of  the  country,  it  is  a 
dead  loss  to  the  farmer  to  have  foreign  cattle  im- 
ported ; he  occasionally  gets  the  cattle  plague 
amongst  his  stock  by  that  means  ? — No  doubt. 

13297.  Do  you  think  it  right  that  the  local 
rates  of  the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire  should  pay 
for  that  compensation,  which  is  necessary  for  the 
extirpation  of  cattle  plague  ? — So  far  as  that  goes 
I do  not  think  the  rates  should  he  upon  the  East 
Riding  of  Yorkshire.  If  you  take  the  general 
taxation  of  the  country  the  whole  nation  has  to 
contribute  to  the  general  taxes.  Manchester, 
and  all  tlie  large  towns  of  the  West  Riding  are 
the  people  for  whose  benefit  the  cattle  are  im- 
ported through  Hull. 

13298.  How  far  is  Manchester  from  Hull? — 
About  108  miles. 

13299.  You  think  that  great  losses  would  of 
necessity  he  entailed  by  the  transit  of  dead  meat 
from  Hull  to  Manchester  ?— No,  I do.  not,  but. I 
say  that  it  was  represented  at  the  time  that  in 
hot  weather  like  this  tone  can  believe  it)  meat 
will  go  bad  in  a night. 

13300.  I suppose  you  are  aware  that  dead 
meat  comes  500  miles  from  Scotland? — But  there 
are  periods  of  the  year  when  it  must  be  attended 
with  loss. 

13301.  Notwithstanding  that  loss1  it  comes  in 
the  hottest  weather? — No  doubt..  I.  am  only 
saying  that  in  the  manufacturing  districts  there 
were  complaints  with  reference  to  the  cattle 
being  slaughtered  at:  the  outports.  I am  not  re- 
ferring to  Hull  particularly.  . 

13302.  But  Hull  is  the  great  port  ol  import 
for  the  north,  is  it  not  ? — Y es,  it  is. 

13303.  It  imports  more  than  any  other  port 
3 x 4 uPon 
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c ^Roberts  uP°Vhe,  east  c,oaat>  ePePt  London  ?— Yes,  ex-  doubt  the  butchers  got  up  the  meet!™-  u . 
- ‘ °ept  London,  and  there  is  dso  this  peculiarity.  In  resulted  in  large  meetings  beino-  |eubut 

m.Tnlv  one  letter  winch  I had  from  Dr.  Williams,  lip.  m,wi„  „„,i  ...-i.  ...  ° ieia>  a: 


adc,  and  resolutions  sent  to  the 


10  July  0116  letter  which  I had  from  Dr.  Williams,  he  speeches  beino- 

1873.  stated  that  70  per  cent,  of  the  import  of  cattle  Government.  ° 

was  from  unscheduled  countries.  Now  the  13313.  Mr.  Cawley.-]  I understand  tW 
larger  proportion  of  the  import  at  Hull  is  that  are  now  speaking  of  complaints  of  which  I°U 
from  scliedided  countries.  _ heard  from  the  usual  channels  of  inforinaS  1°  i 

T I i ;+fr^thei'e  ““J-  L/ncGl.ushire  beasts  which  you  saw  in  the  newspapers,  and  that  ^ 
landed  at  the  Corporation  Pier?— There  are  some,  special  complaint  was  made  of  Hull  ° 

but  not  a very  large  number  ; but  I may  state  speaking  of  matters  of  public  notoriety  '*  ^ 
that  the  railway,  to  avoid  the  ferry  and  the  13314.  Mr.  J.  Bright.]  We  have  hPPn  +„n 
danger  of  cattle  jumping  overboard,  which  is  not  that  «n+tir.  . — * i._  .1  , told 

an  unfrequent  occurrence,  send  the  cattle  from 
most  parts  of  Lincolnshire  round  by  Doncaster 
and  Groole,  and  that  way  to  Yorkshire,  but  there 
is  not  a large  interchange  of  cattle  between  the 
East  Riding  of  Yorkshire  and  Lincolnshire 
through  Hull. 

13305.  Mr.  Cawley.]  Does  that  apply  to  the 
Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Railway  coukTnot  answer 
Company,  as  well  as  to  the  Great  Northern  Com-  1331S.  You  would  not  suonose  that 
pany - —No,  to  the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  in  Manchester  would  expect  his  meat  to  be  im- 
1 <«mpan3r  • ,,,  , proved  by  having  it  slaughtered  at  Hull ?_No 

+1  w L w ?leyie°a  t!lel,r  cattle  round  over  t should  not  imagiuo  that  a toast  tied  up  in  a 
the  North  Eastern  Company's  lme,  into  Hull  ?-  lair  for  10  days  wfs  likely  to  improve  muci 

13318.  You  would  not  expect  to  hear  of  a 
3307.  I thought  the  North  Eastern  Company  meeting  at  Manchester  to  ask  that  meat  micht  be 
*?  tb2w  "f1 =*iea  m "r  f <=  killed  at  Hull  instead  of  Manchester,  esp&y 
Hte  ther??  — ?°i  unfortunately  for  in  the  hot  weather  ? — I should  be  very  much  sure 

So  rt  » aontestgomg  on  in  another  Com-  prised  to  hear  of  such  a meeting  belli  held, 
mittee-ioom  at  the  present  moment.  I am  sorry  13320.  Chairman.]  Are  you*  aware  of  many 

Xnotoster' ^ SIX!™'"!  f VFl  "S  kl»°  fem!lics  ” Lon‘’“  who  have  tlreir  meal 
-Man chest ei,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire  Com-  supplied  from  Devonshire  ? " 


that  the  cattle  need  not  be  slaughtered  for°lo 
days  ? — That  is  so. 

13315.  Do  you  know  that  they  sometimes  so 
10  days  without  being  slaughtered  ?— Yes.  a 

13316.  What  is  done  with  them  durino-  that 
time? — They  are  kept  in  the  lairs  at  Hull.° 
13317.  Do  you  kuow  whether  they  improve 
durmg  that  time?— That  is  a question  which  I 


pany  is,  not  to  do  the  work,  but  to  participate  in 
the  profits. 

13308.  Mr.  Clay.]  With  regard  to  these  com- 
plaints from  the  large  towns,  that  the  dead  meat 
arrived  in  a bad  condition,  I understand  that  the 
chief  cause  of  that  was,  that  at  Hull  you  arc 
obliged  to  slaughter  at  once,  and  to  pack  imme- 


. . I am  aware  that 

many  families  have  their  meat  from  the  country, 
and  all  their  produce. 

13321.  With  regard  to  this  plan  which  you 
have  put  in,  I can  understand  it  with  regard  to 
the  foreign  market,  but  how  docs  it  come  to  pass 
that  the  country  cattle  market  is  in  the  situation 
that  it  is,  irrespective  of  the  foreign  cattle  mar- 


ir  not  t i rmg  3°  ,•  comPTI“'f,t  Wcnlock ; they  were  built  in  consegufnce  of  his 

was,  not  that  complaints  were  made  of  or  to  Hull,  having  selected  tint  .Jure 

but  simply  that  large  meetings  were  held  in  I ’isvv  I . ..  ,,  . . , 

various  large  towns  if  Lancashire  and  Yorks  lire  tl  1 f • 1 J “P?1""6,  »f  1’°““  °( 

nassinw  Teml.itinn.  i lorKSluie,  the  foreign  cattlo  market;  but  it  seeniB  to  a 

to  Zferement  ™P™™t»tans  stranger,  in  glanoing  at  the  plan,  to  be  the  most 

requiring  the  slaughter  -p’  i Ml  * ^ ,1^t'n®tlons  stupid  and  improper  place  for  a cattle  market 

m‘?1?  bo  taken  that  I over  saif ; you  cannot  got  to  the  English 


mply  that  large  meetings  were  held  in 
various  large  towns  in  T.o»nnoi,;,.„  — a v — i~r  • 
ms, 

requesting  that  the  restrictions  stupid  and  improper  place  for  l cattle  market 
that  I over  saw ; you  cannot  get  to  the  English 
market  apparently  without  travelling  through  the 
whole  of  Hull,  can  you  ? — Yes,  you  can  ; and  not 
only  that,  but  that  cattle  market  was  established 
hen  much  of  that  district,  which  we  call  the 
Pottery,”  was  unbuilt  upon  ; all  that  district 
has  been  built  upon  during  the  last  25  years. 

13323.  But  as  a rule  cattle  markets  are  held 
rather  outside  a town  than  right  in  the  middle  of 
it,  are  they  not  ? — That  was  so  when  that  cattle 
market  was  established. 

13324.  Do  you  get  many  cattle  now  into  the 
port  of  Hull  from  scheduled  counti'ies? — Yes,  I 


off.  I am  speaking  of  it  as  a general  fact. 

vantage9,  to  "the  ^cotchnfsnf  tberG  .i*  an, whole  of  Hull,  can  you  ?— Yes,  youcan  ; and  not 
whence  likes  and  who  natural!  ?&n  s,auSbter  only  that,  but  that  cattle  market  was  established 

“ wSmlofaoC^^"8^  ?p7"UC”  of  TV?  * 

: 1 ai  nun  Tottery,  was  unbuilt,  nnnn:  all  that  district 


you  are  obliged  to  slaughter  when  the  animals 
arrive?— You  are  obliged  to  slaughter  within  a 
limited  fame. 

13310.  Chairman.-]  You  ore  not  obliged  to 
daughter  under  10  days,  are  you?— That  if  quite 
true;  I did  not  <piite  follow  the  houonfable 
Member’s  suggestion. 

13311.  Mr  Tipping.]  If  I am  not  mistaken 
the  complaints  of  the  large  towns  arose  from  the 
dislike  to  ’• — ’ — ' ■ 


believe  there  are  a large  number  now. 

slike  to  receiving  slaugStered  meaVat  alWW  +13325-  The  number  does  not  diminish  ?-The 
to  say,  they  preferred  receiving  live  stock  ^t  ™ 1 °ph* a°tUal  lnTortatlon  are  not  “ade  t0 
is  not  a particular  comnlaint  L ^ me  > tbe  Customs  are  the  parties 


3 parties  who  have  those 
’ did  not  complete 


W but  I regret  that  I did 

against  Hufi  in  that  respect ; it  was  a comp  ate  ‘ 1 wMl  Vat  of  a de 

■sr rcce,ving  dMshta'cd » 

iIa  am  16  QOt'f~-No  how  long  it  is  since  the  foreign  lairs  were  esta- 
blished? 
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blisbed  ? — As  soon  as  the  first  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed;  not  the  Consolidation  Act  of  1869, 
but  the  previous  Act  relating  to  foreign  cattle, 
which  I should  think  would  be  six  or  seven  years 

8°  13328.  We  believe  it  to  have  been  in  1866  ? — 

^ *13329.  Into  those  foreign  lairs,  do  you  admit 
that  foreign  cattle  with  infectious  diseases  are 
likely  to  go?— Of  course  if  cattle  are  landed,  and 
afterwards  develop  the  disease,  they  would  be 
found  in  those  lairs. 

13330.  That  was  hardly  an  answer  to  my  ques- 
tion ; I asked  you  whether  diseased  foreign 
cattle  (you  being  a Hull  official,  and  likely  to 
speak  from  a personal  knowledge  of  it),  are  likely 
to  find  their  way  into  those  lairs  which  are  pre- 
pared for  foreign  cattle  ? — Not  with  a knowledge 
that  they  are  diseased,  certainly. 

13331.  Supposing  a cargo  of  foreign  cattle  is 
brought  alongside  the  pier  where  they  are  landed, 
and  are  found  to  have  infectious  disease  upon 
them;  what  is  done  with  them  at  Hull? — We 
have  never  had  any  instance  but  the  " Joseph 
Somes,”  which  has  been  already  referred  to,  and 
in  that  case  the  cattle  were  slaughtered  on  board 
the  steamer  and  taken  out  to  sea. 

13332.  You  have  had  no  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia ? — No. 

13333.  And  none  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 
— No,  none  have  been  reported  to  me. 

13334.  Would  it  be  proper  that  they  should  be 
reported  to  you? — Yes,  because  our  local  in- 
spector would  be  compelled  to  report  to  the  local 
authority. 

13335.  Does  it  occur  to  you  that  the  character 
of  the  cargoes  arriving  at  Hull  is  strangely 
different  from  those  which  arrive  at  other  ports, 
as  to  which  the  Committee  have  had  evidence 
that  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  other  diseases 
are  frequently  arriving  ? — I can  only  speak  from 
my  knowledge. 

13336.  Would  you  not  admit  that  yours  was  a 
most  singular  visitation  at  Hull ; that  you  should 
only  have  had  one  case  of  disease  imported,  and 
that  of  the  most  terrible  description? — I can 
speak  of  no  other  case ; you  must  remember  that 
these  cases  are  not  reported  to  the  local  authority. 

13337.  Have  you  ever  thought  it  within  your 
province  to  examine  the  Appendix  to  the  Report 
of  the  Veterinary  Department  for  1872,  with  the 
view  of  seeing  what  condition  the  cattle  are  in 
which  have  arrived  at  your  port  ? — I have  re- 
ferred to  Professor  Brown’s  Report. 

13338.  Would  you  kindly  take  that  report  in 
your  hand,  and  look  at  page  72 ; in  the  first 
column  you  find  the  port  of  Hull ; and  tell  me  if 
it  is  not  the  case  that  thousands  of  animals  suffer- 
ing from  infectious  diseases  have  been  landed  at 
your  port;  not  hundreds,  but  thousands? — By 
this  report  it  appears  that  a large  number  of 
cattle  have  been  so  landed. 

13339.  I said  thousands;  would  you  kindly 
see  whether  I have  overstated  it  ? — The  total  is 
1,271  from  Hamburgh,  and  there  is  102  and  106, 
and  other  numbers,  from  other  places. 

13340.  Therefore,  if  this  statement  is  a correct 
one,  we  may  say  that  there  have  been  thousands 
of  animals  so  imported  ? — Even  with  these  figures, 
I could  hardly  say  thousands. 

13341.  But  between  one  and  two  thousand? — 
There  has  been  a very  large  number. 

13342.  I think  you  told  the  Committee  just 
0.58. 


now  that  the  introduction  of  these  diseased  ani- 
mals ought  to  have  been  reported  to  you,  and 
would,  as  a matter  of  practice  in  the  borough, 
have  been  reported  to  you  ? — No ; I misappre- 
hended the  question  if  I said  anything  of  the 
kind.  I should  have  said  these  things  were  not 
reported  to  me. 

13343.  If  so  landed,  they  would  be  reported 
to  the  local  authority,  would  they  not? — The 
Privy  Council  Inspector  is  the  person  who  deals 
with  these  things  on  landing. 

13344.  Are  you  aware  that  these  diseased  ani- 
mals would  be  reported  to  the  Government 
Inspector  ? — I take  it  that  they  would  ; but  I 
may  say  that,  so  far  as  the  Government  Inspector 
goes,  although  I have  been  two  years  and  a-half 
town  clerk,  I do  not  know  him  by  sight ; so 
little  has  he  communicated  with  the  local  autho- 
rity in  any  way. 

13345.  You  say,  ce  so  little  has  he  communi- 
cated with  the  local  authority  ” ; is  it  not  the 
duty  of  the  Government  Inspector  to  report  to 
your  inspector  ? — I am  not  aware  of  any  such 
duty.  He  has  certain  power  himself,  but  I do 
not  know  any  duty  which  there  is  upon  him  to 
report  to  the  local  authority. 

13346.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  in- 
structions in  the  Veterinary  Inspector’s  Report? 
— Of  which  I know  nothing  whatever  ; this 
("The  Handbook  of  Laws  and  Regulations  as  to 
Infectious  Diseases  among  Animals ; prepared 
and  issued  by  the  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council  ”)  is  the  only  document  which  has  been 
furnished  me  by  the  department 

13347.  But  one  object  of  the  Committee  would 
be  to  ascertain  whether  this  gentleman  had  ne- 
glected his  duty,  because  we  have  this  in  evi- 
dence, that  you  were  not  aware  that  anything 
like  a thousand  head  of  infected  foreign  animals 
had  been  landed  at  Hull  ? — Decidedly ; the  de- 
tails of  a thing  of  that  kind  are  not  within  my 
department. 

13348.  I wish  to  call  your  attention  to  this 
Order  of  the  Privy  Council,  dated  29th  Decem- 
ber 1871,  containing  instructions  to  the  Veteri- 
nary Inspectors  at  the  ports ; under  Section  10, 
this  is  ordered  : “ Where  an  inspector  finds  any 
contagious  or  infectious  disease  in  any  animal  or 
animals  under  his  charge,  he  is  to  give  notice  to 
the  police,  in  order  that  the  inspector  of  the  local 
authority  may  be  informed  of  it  ” ? — I am  not 
aware  of  any  such  Order. 

13349.  Will  you  venture  to  state  that  that  is 
not  the  instruction  which  is  issued  ? — No,  cer- 
tainly not ; but  up  to  the  present  moment,  I have 
never  heard  of  any  such  order. 

13350.  Then  how  do  you  attempt  to  explain 
the  fact  of  these  diseased  animals  having  come  to 
the  port,  and  the  information  not  having  reached 
the  local  authority  ? — All  I can  say  is,  that  our 
inspector  is  bound  to  make  weekly  returns  to  the 
department,  and  also  to  the  local  authority,  and 
such  returns  as  those  have  never  come  under  rny 
notice ; whether  it  is  the  default  of  the  Privy 
Council  inspector,  or  of  the  local  inspector,  ! 
could  not  say,  but  it  is  a matter  which  I will 
inquire  into  on  my  return. 

13351.  You  are  clerk  to  the  local  authority  ? 
—I  am  town  clerk  to  the  borough,  and  therefore 
clerk  to  the  local  authority. 

13352.  The  only  explanation  which  you  can 
give  is,  that  the  Government  inspector  has  not 
reported  ? — I do  not  offer  any  explanation,  because 

3 Y the 
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Mr.  Cr.  the  facts  are  not  within  my  knowledge.  I should 
C.  Roberts.  not  like  even  inferentially  to  cast  blame  upon  an 
jo  July  officer  without  feeling  that  I was  justified  in 
i8_3'  doing  so. 

‘ 13353.  You  abide  by  the  statement,  which  I 

understood  you  to  make  at  the  commencement  of 
your  evidence,  that  no  information  has  reached 
you  as  the  official  of  the  local  authority,  of  the 
existence  of  these  diseased  cattle  in  your  port  ? — 
Nothing  like  the  extent  that  there  appears  in 
these  returns.  There  are  reports  made  to  me, 
but  most  of  them  are  as  to  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease, and  so  on. 

13354.  Mr.  Cawley .]  Are  these  reports  made 
to  you  verbally,  or  in  writing,  by  the  local  in- 
spector ? — In  writing. 

13355.  Therefore,  they  are  in  existence  ? — 
Yes. 

13356.  Mr.  Pell.]  You  would  wish  to  modify 
your  previous  answer ; you  would  not  wish  to 
state  that  there  have  been  no  cases  of  infectious 
disease  in  the  port  of  Hull,  except  the  one  you 
referred  to  on  board  the  “Joseph  Somes”?— 
According  to  the  returns  which  you  have  called 
my  attention  to  here,  I am  inaccurate  in  that 
statement. 

13357.  Supposing  these  returns  to  be  true 
(and  you  will  not,  I presume,  deny  their  accu- 
racy),  do  not  you  think  there  is  considerable 
danger  to  the  cattle  in  the  district,  if  this  number 
of  between  1,000  and  2,000  animals  which  you 
have  seen  would  be  landed  at  the  port,  were  taken 
into  the  town  and  driven  in  such  close  propin- 
quity to  the  English  market  ?— I do  not  see  the 
connection  between  the  lairs  and  the  market ; 
there  is  no  necessary  connection  between  the 
two. 

13358.  With  regard  to  the  matter  of  distance  ? 
That  is  rather  a matter  of  scientific  knowledge 
as  to  how  disease  may  be  propagated,  and  I am 
not  able  to  express  an  opinion  upon  that  point 
. 13359.  How  far  are  they  apart  ?— The  exact 
distance  by  the  scale  is  200  yards  as  the  crow 
flies. 

13360..  There  is  nothing  whatever  to  prevent 
the  English  animals  running  down  the  Commer- 
cial-road, and  so  mixing  with  the  foreign  animals 
at  Bath-place ; there  are  no  barriers  ?— There  are 
no  barriers. 

.13361.  An  animal  which  had  a will  of  its  own 
might  run  down. and  mix  with  the  foreign  cattle? 

— Such  a thing  is  possible. 

13362.  Then  what  is  done  with  the  cattle  which 
are. marketed  at  the  English  market;  are  they 
obliged  to  be  killed? — No;  they  may  go  any- 
where they  like. 

13363.  After  having  run  this  great  risk  of 
contact  with  infected  foreign  animals,  which  have 
been  brought  in  in  such  numbers  to  Hull?— I 
Bimply  say  they  may  go  anywhere  they  like, 
without  saying  anything  of  the  risk  of  coming  in 
contact  with  infected  foreign  animals. 

13364.  Does  the  corporation  receive  any  tolls 
for  the  marketing  and  selling  of  English  animals 
m the  market/ — We  have  a revenue  from  the 
markets,  but  whether  a charge  is  made  for  the 
cattle  or  not  I cannot  tell ; it  is  not  in  my  depart- 
ment; I should  think  probably  that  we  should 
do  so. 


13365.  Is  there  a charge  made  bv  tho  „ 
ration  for  lairage  for  foreign  cattle  ?— 
know  that  that  is  so  ; they  charge  for  tW  -’  1 
the  same  as  a person  would  charge  fnv  lJUSt 
housing  goods.  ° v ware- 

13366  You  could  not  say  whether  it  i,  „„ 
open  and  free  market  at  Hull,  or  whether  II 
are  duos  paid  by  those  who  market  tli.  „ T.!e 
there  l-I  could  not  .toll  that,  but  I could  2* 
tain  it  in  a few  minutes ; I should  sav  it  ; 
probable  that  there  is  a charge  made.  3 B 

• 13iC7-  u’^°i1^atl!ere,a5"fl t0^8  taken  for  market- 
ing those  English  cattle  m the  same  way  that 
tolls  are  taken  for  marketing  cattle,  in  this  metre 
polls,  do  you  not  think  that  that  money  miaht  1. 
well  expended  in  putting  the  market  in  a m „„ 
convenient  and,  I may  say,  reasonable  place  fa 
those  English  cattle  than  in  such  close  prcoii 
imty  to  diseased  foreign  cattle  ?_I  am  elite 
sure  that  no  tolls  which  we  receive  from  cattle 
would  at  all  compensate  for  the  establishment 
ot  a new  market  in  a new  part  of  the  town 
it  it  is  to  be  a money  question,  but  I do  not  think 
that  it  should  be  .a  money  question;  there  ouo-ht 
to  be  other  considerations. 

13368.  men  you  say  "compensate,”  what 
do  you  mean  by  that  ? — I mean  compensate  the 
corporation  for  the  outlay ; but  I have  just  now 
made  the  observation  that  there  are  other  con- 
siderations besides  those  of  a mere  pecuniary 
character.  I think  there  is  a duty  which  is  im- 
posed upon  all  public  bodies  of  doing  their  best 
for  the  general  interest. 

13369.  But  public  bodies,  in  our  experience, 
arc  not  always  guided  by  patriotic  motives?— 
No;  one’s. experience  leads  us  to  that  conclusion, 
and  Hull  is  no  exception,  I am  sorry  to  say. 

13370.  What  is  the  population  of  Hull?  — 
One  hundred  and  twenty-three  thousand  by  the 
last  census  return. 

1337.1.  Are  you  aware  that  most  of  the  large 
towns  in  England  have  shifted  their  old  market 
from  the  centre  of  the  towns  to  the  parts  of 
the  towns  outside  the  walls  ? — Yes. 

13372.  That  has  been  done  very  generally, 
has  it  not? — Yes. 

13373.  Even  where  there  is  no  danger  of 
foreign  infection  ? — Yes. 

13374.  They  do  that  for  sanitary  and  other 
good  reasons  ? — Yes. 

. 13375.  Do  you  think  that  Hull  has  any  excep- 
tion to  this  necessity  ? — No ; and  I am  very  much 
disposed  to  say  that  any  recommendation  of  this 
Committee  with  regard  to  a matter  of  that  kind, 
although  I cannot  pledge  myself  absolutely  to  its 
being  carried  out,  would  receive  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  corporation  of  Hull,  with  a view 
to  giving  effect  to  it. 

13376.  We  should  he  glad  to  know  your 
views  ? — I think  it  would  be  advantageous  to  re- 
move the  market;  and  I do  not  hesitate  to  say,  in 
the  interests  of  the  community,  that  I do  not 
think  money  considerations  should  he  the  only 
ones  which  influenced  us  upon  that  point. 

13377.  Chairman.']  I think  in  1865  you  had 
the  misfortune  to  have  the  cattle  plague  imported 
into  Hull? — It  has  been  attributed  to  us;  we 
have  never  accepted  it  as  a fact. 
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Mr.  Septimus  Lambert,  Jun.,  was  called  in ; and  Examined. 


13378.  Mr.  Cawley. ] You  are  a member  of 
the  firm  of  Septimus  Lambert  and  Son,  Cattle 
Salesmen,  of  Manchester  ? — I am. 

13379.  I believe  you  are  also  a member  of  the 
Royal  College  of  Veterinary  Surgeons,  both  of 
London  and  Edinburgh  ? — 1 am. 

13380.  And  you  studied  under  Professor 
Bouley  of  the  Veterinary  School  at  Paris? — I 
did. 

13381.  You  do  not  practice  as  a veterinary 
surgeon  ? — X do  not. 

13382.  Your  father  has  been  in  the  cattle  trade 
all  his  life,  and  you  are  now  acting  along  with 
him  ? — Yes,  during  the  last  sixteen  years  I have 
acted  with  turn. 

13383.  But  although  you  do  not  practice  you 
have  studied  the  science  and  are  well  acquainted 
with  the  diseases  of  animals  ? — I am. 

13384.  You  are  also  connected  with  some  firm 
in  Liverpool,  are  you  not? — Yes,  I am. 

13385.  And  you  attend  the  markets  both  of 
Salford  and  Liverpool,  do  you  not? — Yes,  I do. 

13386.  For  the  purchase  and  sale  of  cattle  ? — 
For  the  sale  only. 

13387.  In  Liverpool  do  you  act  as  agents  for 
the  sale  of  foreign  cattle  ? — W e do. 

13388.  With  regard  to  Irish  cattle,  have  you 
any  experience  of  them  ? — I have  had  great  ex- 
perience among  Irish  cattle. 

13389.  Do  you  sell  a great  number  of  them  ? 
-Yes,  I do. 

13390.  Both  in  Liverpool  and  Manchester? — 
Mostly  in  Liverpool ; I sell  very  few  in  Man- 
chester. 

13391.  In  addition  to  that,  do  you  farm  at  all 
yourself? — Yes. 

13392.  Milch  cows  or  what  ? — We  have  both 
milch  cows  and  feeding  stock  as  well. 

13393.  How  many  milch  cows  do  you  keep  ? 
— Between  30  and  40. 

13394.  Is  that  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Man- 
chester?—It  is  about  three inilesfrom Manchester. 

13395.  Have  you  paid  any  particular  attention 
to  the  working  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Ani- 
mals Act?— Yes,  I have. 

13396.  With  regard  to  rinderpest,  I believe 
your  general  opinion  is  that  most  extreme  mea- 
sures should  be  taken  ? — Yes. 

13397.  You  have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the 
Act  with  regard  to  that  disease  ? — No,  none  at 
all. 

13398.  Foot  and  mouth  disease  seems  to  be 
the  one  in  which  there  is  most  difficulty  ? — Yes, 
that  is  so. 

13399.  What  is  your  opinion  with  regard  to 
the  restrictions  and  regulations  in  force  relating 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I think  any  restric- 
tion with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  is 
quite  useless  unless  you  put  the  animals  under 
the  same  restrictions  as  animals  affected  with 
rinderpest. 

13400.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  same  re- 
strictions as  in  the  case  of  the  rinderpest? — [ 
mean  the  total  cessation  of  all  movement  of  live 
cattle. 

13401.  I need  hardly  ask  is  that  consistent 
With  carrying  on  the  markets  of  the  country  at 
all  ? — I think  you  cannot  stop  the  disease  with- 
out all  live  cattle  being  prevented  from  travel- 
ling, and  this  would  cause  a much  greater  loss  to 

0.58.  6 


the  people  through  raising  prices  of  meat  than  is 
caused  by  the  disease  at  any  time. 

13402.  With  regard  to  the  disease  itself  do 
you  draw  any  distinction  between  the  effect  of 
the  disease  upon  cattle  remaining  upon  a farm 
and  when  moved? — I think  cattle  remaining 
upon  a farm  suffer  very  little  from  the  disease^ 
and  that  cattle  moved  suffer  very  much  when  they 
are  under  the  influence  of  the  disease. 

13403.  To  what  do  you  specially  attribute  the 
increased  evil  from  moving  them  ? — To  the  tra- 
velling with  their  feet  in  a highly  inflamed  state, 
which  causes  greatly  increased  fever. 

13404.  I suppose  I need  hardly  ask  whether 
the  loss  from  injury  to  milch  cattle  is  very  much 
greater  than  to  any  other  class  of  animals  ? — Very 
much  greater  than  to  any  other. 

13405.  At  all  times,  whether  moved  or  not  ?■ — 
Yes. 

13406.  Have  you  any  idea,  from  your  ex- 
perience, what  the  average  loss  per  animal  of 
milch  stock  is  from  the  disease  ? — If  the  disease 
is  allowed  to  take  its  own  course,  and  the  cattle 
are  not  treated  in  any  way  whatever,  except  by 
simple  diet,  they  recover  quickly ; but  if  treated 
it  always  aggravates  the  disease ; a cow,  if  you 
give  her  gruel  and  bran  mashes,  will  recover  in 
a very  short  time,  and  be  only  a pound  worse 
than  if  she  had  not  had  the  disease. 

13407.  Do  I understand  you  to  say  that  the 
remedies  administered  by  surgeons  increase  the 
disease  in  milch  cows? — I think  so;  they  create 
increased  pain  by  causing  the  weight  of  the  ani- 
mal to  be  thrown  upon  its  feet,  thereby  causing 
increased  fever. 

13408.  You  recommend  improved  diet?  — I 
recommend  unproved  diet  and  soft  feeding,  and, 
if  out  at  grass,  to  be  left  alone  in  the  field. 

13409.  Do  you  give  that  opinion  from  actual 
experience  ? — I give  that  opinion  from  long  ex- 
perience of  the  difference  between  trying  to  treat 
them  and  leaving  them  alone. 

13410.  You  simply  leave  nature  to  do  its 
work?— You  assist  nature  by  the  diet. 

13411.  Do  you  think,  with  regard  to  the  spe- 
cial regulations,  that  the  action  of  the  police  as 
been  beneficial  in  the  way  of  diminishing  the 
spread  of  the  disease,  or  has  it  had  the  contrary 
effect,  in  your  opinion? — I think  that  the  factof  the 
police  being  inspectors  has  greatly  increased  the 
disease  throughout  the  country,  and  that  they  act 
as  continual  centres  of  infection,  moving  from  one 
place  to  another. 

13412.  Do  I understand  by  that,  that  you  think 
the  police  have  carried  the  disease  from  one  place 
to  another  ? — Yes. 

13413.  The  disease  being  highly  infectious? — 
Yes. 

13414.  What  is  your  opinion  with  regard  to 
the  effect  of  the  Acts  generally  ? — The  present 
restrictions  have  tended,  in  my  opinion,  to  keep 
up  continual  centres  of  disease  in  the  country. 

13415.  With  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
you  conceive  that  the  Acts  have  been  a failure  ? 
— Yes,  a total  failure  in  every  respect.  . 

13416.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  your 
reasons  for  thinking  so? — One  reason  why  I think 
it  has  been  a failure  is,  and  it  is  a case  in  point, 
Sir  Humphrey  de  Trafford,  whose  cattle  we  buy 
and  sell,  last  year  had  200  beasts  in  different 
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parts  of  liis  park;  some  of  them  became  affected,  13433.  They  would  come  from  Dublin  or  H 1 
and  the  police  gave  him  notice  that  no  cattle  bead,  and  arrive  at  Liverpool  on  Thursd  ^ 
were  to  be  removed  off  that  estate,  although  one  Friday  ? — Yes,  generally  Thursday  or  fYd  °r 
part  was  quite  a mile  away  from  the  other,  and  or  Saturday.  ia&J 

the  diseased  cattle  were  nearly  a mile  away  from  13434.  I think  it  is  in  evidence  that  thev  • 
the  healthy  cattle.  The  consequence  was,  that  main  in  a large  field  at  Liverpool  ?— Yes  th'6" 
a continual  centre  of  infection  was  kept  up  upon  are  put  in  fields  in  summer  time,  and  in  lairs  ^ 
that  estate  all  the  summer  and  autumn.  the  winter.  131 

13417.  "Would  those  be  the  county  police  of  13435.  And  then  shown  in  the  mm-W 
Cheshire? — Of  Lancashire.  Monday? — Yes.  ' 0,1 

13418.  But  not  the  borough  police  ? — Not  the  13436.  And  sent  on  to  Salford  ? Yes  th 

borough  police.  are  bought  by  dealers  some  of  them,  and  sent  to 

13419.  The  farm  you  speak  of  is  just  upon  Salford, 
the  border  of  Cheshire  and  Lancashire  ? — Yes,  13437.  Those  animals  frequently  show  the 

between  Cheshire  and  Lancashire.  disease  on  the  Tuesday  when  they  get  to  Salford’ 

13420.  Then  in  what  way  do  you  think  that  — Yes,  very  often, 
that  tended  to  perpetuate  the  disease '? — Be*  13438.  Now  to  keep  to  cattle  in  the  first  in- 

cause  the  cattle  which  were  fit  for  the  butcher  to  stance,  we  will  take  the  sheep  afterwards-  with 
kill,  the  inspector  would  not  allow  us  to  take  off  regard  to  the  foreign  cattle  which  you  have  in 
the  farm  for  three  or  four  months,  and  during  Salford,  is  there  any  considerable  quantity  which 
that  time  the  disease  gradually  spread  from  one  comes  from  the  east  ports  ? — We  have  had  no 
herd  to  another,  until  it  went  through  the  whole  foreign  cattle  from  any  of  those  ports  to  Man- 
lot,  and  some  of  the  cattle  took  the  disease  three  Chester  this  year. 

times.  13439.  Do  you  get  any  foreign  cattle  at  Sal- 

13421.  Did  the  disease  spread  from  the  first  ford,  either  from  London  or  elsewhere  ?— We 
centre  to  the  other  herd  that  were  a mile  away?  get  foreign  cattle  at  Salford  from  the  London 
—Yes.  market. 


13422.  How  do  you  suppose  that  disease  was 
conveyed  ? — The  men  and  dogs  were  allowed  to 
walk  through  the  same  field  which  the  cattle  were 
in,  and  go  from  there  to  the  other,  and  dogs 
were  allowed  to  go  from  one  field  to  the  other, 
and  birds,  and  hares,  and  living  things  would  also 
convey  the  infection. 

13423.  It  is  your  impression  that  the  disease 
can  be  conveyed  even  by  hares  going  across 
a field  ? — I think  so,  most  decidedly. 

13424.  And  by  dogs,  certainly  ? — I think  so. 

13425.  The  effect,  in  your  opinion,  I presume, 
is  to  diminish  the  supply  to  the  markets  ? — The 
effect  is,  that  it  diminishes  the  supply. 

13426.  Without  any  corresponding  good  ? — 
Yes. 

13427.  Now  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  Liverpool,  have  you  anything  to  say 
with  reference  to  that ; have  you  any  great  quan- 
tity brought  into  Liverpool  ?— Any  cattle  which 
are  imported  there  are  healthy  when  they  land, 
but  they  may  take  the  disease  afterwards,  and 
they  generally  do  take  it ; the  animals  are  sup- 
posed to  be  healthy  when  they  are  landed ; they 
are  passed  by  the  inspector. 

13428.  With  regard  to  the  Irish  cattle  coming 
into  the  Liverpool  market,  are  they,  so  far  as  you 
know,  free  from  disease  when  they  land,  that  is 
to  say,  free  from  the  development  of  the  disease  ? 
— Yes. 

13429.  You  do  not  find  the  animals  in  the 
Liverpool  market  with  the  disease  in  active  ope- 
ration upon  them? — Some  few  have  been  found 
so,  and  have  been  seized  by  the  Government  in- 
spector. 

13430.  Have  you  found  cases  where  the  dis- 
ease has  rapidly  developed  itself  afterwards  ?— 
The  animals  have  been  apparently  healthy  upon 
the  Monday,  and  upon  the  Tuesday  they  have 
become  ( diseased,  when  they  have  been  taken 
to  the  Salford  market  to  be  shown  there. 

13431.  The  Liverpool  market  is  on  a Monday, 

and  the  Salford  market  on  Tuesday,  is  it  not? 

Yes. 

13432.  Those  animals  have  stood  in  the  Liver- 
pool market  ? — Yes. 


13440.  Do  you  expect  to  get  any  foreign  cattle 
now  that  Schleswig  Holstein  is  taken  out  of  the 
schedule  ? — I believe  that  the  boats  do  not  run 
from  the  east  ports  to  bring  them  in  time  for  the 
Manchester  market ; wo  shall  try  to  get  some ; 
we  are  going  to  inquire  into  it. 

13441.  Your  present  impression  is  that  the 
boats  do  not  run  at  times  which  would  be  con- 
venient for  the  market  ? — That  is  so. 

13442.  Without  that 'of  course  it  could  not  be 
accomplished  ? — That  is  so. 

13443.  You  have  none  from  the  north  of 
Europe,  Denmark,  or  Norway,  or  any  of  those 
parts,  have  you  ? — We  have  had  none  from  Nor- 
way for  about  10  years  ; we  had  one  cargo  from 
Norway  some  10  year's  ago. 

13444.  They  have  not  come  to  Liverpool?— 
No. 

13445.  The  principal  import  which  you  have 
is  sheep  ? — It  consists  of  sheep  entirely  from  die 
German  ports. 

13446.  At  the  Liverpool  and  Salford  markets, 
which  supply  that  district  of  Lancashire,  you 
are  dependent  upon  Ireland  and  the  home  pro- 
duce for  cattle? — Yes;  except  the  beasts  from 
Spain  and  Portugal. 

13447.  Excepting  some  that  you  got  through 
London  ? — Yes. 

13448.  You  sav  you  getsome  supply  of  foreign 
cattle  from  London  now  ? — Yes. 

13449.  Has  that  been  the  case  for  any  length 
of  time ; has  it  existed  for  several  years,  or  is  it 
recent  ? — For  several  years,  when  they  have  been 
allowed  to  travel  alive  from  London. 

13450.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  any 
considerable  quantity  of  dead  meat  sent  from  the 
ports  to  Manchester  and  Salford  ? — No  ; it  is  a 
very  small  quantity,  but  Mr.  Brown  will  be  able 
to  speak  better  to  that  than  I can. 

13451.  Still  keeping  to  cattle,  what  do  you 
say  with  regard  to  the  regulations  as  respects 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I think  that  the  regulations 
cannot  be  too  strict  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneu- 
monia ; in  my  opinion,  you  cannot  have  too 
stringent  regulations.  . 

13452.  W hat  would  you  do,  then  ? — I have  had 
gr  ea 
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crreat  experience  in  pleuro-pneumonia ; at  pre- 
sent we  have  charge  of  a lot  of  cattle  which  are 
croing  through  it ; and  what  I would  do  is  as  we 
jjo  now.  As  soon  as  a cow  shows  the  slightest 
symptoms  of  disease,  we  take  her  away  from  the 
others  and  slaughter  her,  and  watch  the  others 
all  the  time.  I would  order  all  affected  to  be 
slaughtered,  and  compensation  to  the  extent  of 
two-thirds  of  the  value  given  to  the  owners. 
Unless  this  is  done,  owners  mil  not  report  cases 
of  pleuro-pneumonia. 

13453.  Are  you  now  slaughtering  without 
compensation  those  which  are  under  your  own 
charge  ? — Yes. 

13454.  But,  as  a general  rule,  you  find  that 
farmers  will  not  report  ? — They  will  not,  because 
they  try  to  get  affected  cattle  out  of  the  way  as 
soon  as  they  can. 

13455.  What  course  do  you  adopt  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  that  disease  ? — In  our  own  stock, 
in  the  case  of  cattle  in  a byre,  we  burn  gas-tar 
amongst  them  twice  a day,  while  the  cattle  are 
in  the  building. 

13456.  With  closed  doors? — Yes ; we  close  the 
doors  and  windows,  and  almost  suffocate  them. 
We  find  it  a very  good  thing  indeed. 

13457-8.  What  effect  have  you  found  that  to 
have  upon  animals  so  treated  ? — We  have  found 
the  disease  invariably  stops  after  the  first  few 
affected  animals  have  been  removed,  owing  to 
the  burning  of  the  gas-tar. 

13459.  You  find  that  destroys  the  infection  ? 
— Yes,  I do. 

13460.  Does  it  injure  the  cattle  in  any  other 
way  ? — Not  in  the  least. 

13461.  Does  it  make  them  sneeze  ?— It  makes 
them  cough  and  sneeze  a great  deal  at  the  time. 

13462.  Have  you  adopted  that  precaution  for 
any  considerable  length  of  time  ? — Every  time 
that  we  have  a cow  affected  with  pleuro-pneu- 
monia,  when  the  cows  are  in  the  shippons,  we 
begin  to  burn  this  tar  at  once. 

13463.  If  one  cow  is  affected  in  your  herd, 
you  treat  all  the  rest  to  that  remedy? — Yes. 

13464.  What  proportion  of  Irish  cattle  form 
the  supply  to  the  Salford  market? — In  the  sum- 
mer months,  I should  say  that  almost  five-sixths 
of  the  supply  is  Irish. 

13465.  And  during  the  winter  months,  what 
would  be  the  proportion  ? — During  the  winter 
months  it  would  be  about  one-half  from  January 
to  March. 

13466.  Most  of  the  cattle,  I presume,  at  the 
Salford  market  are  sold  for  immediate  slaughter  ? 

■ — Yes,  all  of  them,  I should  say ; none  of  them 
are  removed  to  other  markets  to  be  sold. 

13467.  Still,  I presume,  if  the  disease  were 
developed,  they  might  convey  the  infection  by 
going  along  the  road? — Yes,  most  decidedly. 

13468.  I presume  the  great  bulk  of  the  cattle, 
except  those  retained  in  Salford  itself,  are  sent 
away  by  railway  trucks  ? — Yes,  most  of  them  are 
trucked  to  the  large  towns  in  the  neighbourhood. 

13469.  Now  we  will  go  to  the  sheep : what  are 
the  particular  regulations  which,  in  your  judg- 
ment, affect  prejudicially  the  question  of  the 
supply  of  sheep  ? — The  regulations  with  regard 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease  have  the  same  effect  as 
they  have  upon  cattle,  one  regulation  applies  to 
the  other. 

13470.  As  far  as  foot  and  mouth  disease  goes, 
your  evidence  would  be  the  same  with  reference 
to  sheep  as  it  is  with  reference  to  cattle  ? — Yes. 

13471.  With  regard  to  sheep  scab,  what  have 
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you  to  say  to  that  ? — I think  that  scab  is  a disease 
which  is  very  easily  cured,  and  I think  that  in  a . 
fat  market  no  notice  should  be  taken  of  it  at  all ; 
no  man  but  a slovenly  farmer  would  have  scab  in 
his  stock.  It  is  the  farmer’s  interest  to  have  his 
sheep  healthy,  and  to  send  them  to  market  in  a 
healthy  state. 

13472.  Now,  with  regard  to  scab,  I believe 
that  the  sheep  which  come  from  a foreign  part 
affected  with  scab  have  to  be  slaughtered  ? — Yes, 
there  is  a regulation  with  regard  even  to  one 
sheep  in  a cargo  ; if  there  is  one  sheep  in  a cargo, 
say  of  2,000  affected  ■with  scab,  the  whole  have  to 
be  slaughtered. 

13473.  You  do  not  think  that  necessary  ? — I 
think  that  very  absurd  when  the  sheep  are  in- 
tended for  immediate  slaughter,  that  is  to  say, 
when  they  are  going  to  Manchester  and  other  dis- 
tricts where  they  never  go  to  be  fattened  at  all. 

13474.  You  do  not  tlnnk  they  all  ought  to  be 
condemned  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  de- 
barkation?— No,  I do  not. 

13475.  Do  you  have  many  foreign  sheep  pass 
through  your  own  hands  ? — Yes,  we  have  a great 
many ; I sold  2,600  on  Tuesday  in  the  Salford 
market. 

13476.  Where  did  they  come  from  ? — All  from 
Hamburgh. 

13477.  Did  they  come  by  Hull  ? — They  came 
by  Sunderland,  and  West  Hartlepool,  and  New- 
castle. 

13478.  They  came  by  rail  all  the  way,  did  they 
not? — Yes. 

13479.  Do  you  get  many  in  Liverpool? — No  ; 
very  few  are  sold  in  Liverpool,  very  few  indeed. 

13480.  What  is  the  proportion  of  German 
sheep  to  the  total  number  of  sheep  sold  in  the 
Salford  market? — In  the  spring  months,  say  from 
March  to  the  end  of  May,  they  are  about  one 
third,  and  occasionally  they  have  been  one  half 
the  supply. 

13481.  Could  you  give  the  Committee  some 
figures? — I have  some  figures  for  1871;  this 
was  the  first  week  after  the  restrictions  allowing 
foreign  sheep  to  travel  alive  were  removed. 
On  May  2nd  there  were  2,418  German  sheep 
out  of  a total  of  9,439  shown.  Upon  May  9th, 
there  were  3,400  Germans  out  of  10,674;  upon 
May  16th,  there  were  4,108  German  sheep  out  of 
a total  of  13,360;  on  May  23rd,  there  were  4,000 
Germans  out  of  a total  of  13,321 ; and,  upon 
May  30th,  there  were  6,100  German  sheep  out  of 
a total  of  15,400  sheep  shown;  that  is  for  one 
month,  which  I took  at  hazard. 

13482.  The  bulk  of  the  German  sheep  come  to 
the  London  market,  do  they  not? — Yes,  the  bulk 
of  them. 

13483.  Do  you  know  anv  reason  for  that  pre- 
ference?— The  reason  why  they  are  sent  to 
London  is  because  they  are  nearer  the  wholesale 
dead  meat  market ; if  they  had  to  be  slaughtered 
on  account  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  they  would 
make  a higher  price  when  sold  there  than  if  they 
had  to  be  slaughtered  a long  way  from  the 
market. 

13484.  Therefore,  if  they  have  to  be  killed 
there  is  no  advantage  in  having  a dead  meat 
market  near  the  place  of  slaughter  ? — Yes,  they 
are  killed  amongst  people  who  buy  them : whereas 
for  Manchester  and  the  north  they  are  killed 
away  from  the  people  who  consume  them. 

13485.  That  is  to  say,  they  are  killed  at  the 
port  of  landing,  and  have  to  be  sent  100  miles 
and  upwards  ? — Yes. 

3 t 3 13486.  Your 
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Mr.  13486.  Tour  evidence  is  that  in  your  judgment  the  only  thing  that  would  be  of  anv  u 
& Lambert,  the  injury  done  in  that  way  is  not  compensated  be  the  cessation  of  all  movem  ent  of  o fJTs 
Jun.  for  by  any  protection  which  the  country  gains? — Yes.  cattle?— 


No,  not  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease. 


13502.  But  I did  not.  understand  1 


13487.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  figures  commend  that  to  be  made  law  ? No  I think-  if" 

of  recent  date  of  sheep  slaughtered  by  order  of  people  would  not  allow  it.  5 t le 

the  inspector  at  the  ports  of  landing;  you  have  13503.  You  would  not  recommend  it?— (' 
some  figures,  I think,  relating  both  to  Sunderland  tainly  not.  ^er" 

and  Hartlepool;  take  February  1872;  the  “Hugh  13504.  Do  you  think  foot  and  mouth 
Streathfield ” ? — The  “Hugh  Streathfield”  and  of  such  importance  as  to  warrant  anv 

the  “ Tun3tall”  brought  to  Sunderland  2,354  stringent  enactment  as  that  ? I do  not.  3 UCh 

sheep,  all  of  which  were  ordered  to  be  slaughtered,  13505.  You  mentioned  some  cattle  which  we 
because  half-a-dozen  were  supposed  to  have  the  in  the  Liverpool  Market,  which  were  affectel 
foot  and  mouth  disease.  with  foot  and  mouth  disease ; how  lono-  were  thev 

13488.  Chairman .]  Why  do  you  say  “ sup-  from  Ireland  ?— It  was  three  days  “since  thev 
posed”? — Because  I examined  them  minutely;  came  from  Ireland;  they  had  been  landed  m2 
I was  a day  amongst  the  sheep,  and  I could  only  the  Thursday.  lon 


find  one  slight  symptom  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
among  them. 


. 13506.  Do  you  think  those  animals  caught  the 

infection  in  England,  or  that  they  came  over  in- 


13489.  You  did  find  one  case? — I found  one  fected? — I should  think  that  they  cauo-ht  the 
very  slight  and  very  uncertain  symptom.  disease  upon  their  way  from  Ireland  to  Enoland- 

13490.  Mr.  _ Cawley. ~\  Had  you  another  case  I think  they  were  perfectly  healthy  in  Irelaml 
last  March  which  you  examined  ? — I did  not  ex-  before  they  left.  3 a 

amhie  them ; the  “ Alert  ” arrived  upon  the  9th  13507.  If  those  animals  had  been  diseased  in 
of  March  with  808  sheep,  and  all  of  them  were  Ireland  before  they  left,  would  not  they  have 
condemned,  because  three  of  them  had  the  foot  shown  the  disease  before  the  market-day  ?•— Thev 
a1Sa°rh4:SeaSe-  A- a + o T would  have  shown  the  disease  before  the  market- 

13491.  Those  you  did  not  see? — I sent  our  day. 
shepherd  down  to  look  at  them,  and  he  said  that  13508.  You  have  seen,  I presume,  the  evi- 
it  was  not  foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  foot  rot  deuce  which  has  been  given  before  this  Com- 
W .'oj’ooti  ; , . . mittee,  the  various  estimates  of  loss  stated  to  have 

13492.  ihat  was  a matter  of  opinion,  but  you  been  suffered  by  stock-owners  from  foot  and 
did  not.  see  them  .—I  did  not  see  them;  it  was  mouth  disease;  have  you  seen  any  of  them?— 

,*£!?o0nm,  , . . „ . I “ay  have  read  a short  notice  of  it  in  the 

13493  iliose  sheep  were  principally  intended  papers. 

t*  !f^anCheSter-  were  they  not?-  13509.  Did  you  see  that  return  from  the 

MO'.t  f tlie™  were  intended  for  the  Manchester  Hereford  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  with  regard 
market;  and  some  for  Yorkshire  i • >_  j-  -P  ..  ° . 


to  the  loss  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  caused 


imo<  ,,  , , . . «■'  nuiumuuiiwu  muum  uisesise  caused 

13494.  it  tiequently  happens,  does  it  not,  that  to  the  stockowners  in  the  whole  of  England?— I 
cargoes  of  from  300  to  400,  and  sometimes  more  did  not  sec  that 


h f+°n  y ^'ee  °1r/0U^  or  half-  13510.  You  could  not  give  the  Committee  any 
i SV  t L P]l0Sed  t0u  be  a?ecte1d?-Fes-  opinion  with  reference  to  whether  that  return 

O Jr]  ,4?**  y0U  ,,ave,  ali;ead7?aid,  with  re-  was  exaggerated  or  not  ?-I  could  not. 
notfi  V,nlhai  th+fk  that  diseases  ought  13511.  But  do  you  think  any  statements  which 
1 ed  m the  Act  at  all? — I think  you  have  seen  in  the  papers  are  exaggerated? — 
■to a qs  tt  „ . , , , Most  of  them,  I think,  are  exaggerated. 

JJSS  tJ?  81how  the  im-  13512.  You  do  not  think  that  the  loss  to  the 

Mavket  5 can  y°u  stock-owners  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  so 
beitfl  .S ^ the  ^erage  number  of  serious  as  lias  been  represented  ?— I do  not  think 
beasts  ai  d sheep  which  are  shown  at  Salford  on  it  is  anything  like  it. 

ere  only  one  market  13513.  Have  you  ever  been  in  Ireland?— 
clay  a week  ?— There  are  about  2,000  beasts  upon  Yes. 

1351 4-  Do  you  know  M»y&ing  of  the  large 
llS?  10j000J° *2’00(\.  fairs  there  ? — I have  been  to  fallinasloe  and 

the  Salforrl  c supphed  from  Mullingar  and  most  of  the  large  fairs, 

tue  baltoul  market?— There  is  Bury,  Burn  lev.  ia«i*  wu*  xj, 


the  Salford  market?— There  is  Burv  BnrnW  i m i - . 2T,\ 

-“I f ssssi. aU  the  towns  SLsssit  ireimd?-T^  « ** 


i <mqs  a „„„  j?  .r  , — inanagea  mcieca. 

Manchester  suuuhed  Sr0lTed  r0und  13516.  As  you  have  attended  those  fairs  you 

markets"  Wal-pfi  phi  t?  .i  ai]y  ea8tem  can  tell  the  Committee  what  your  opinion  was  as 

-If  Snlferd Si  Rotherham,  for  example  ? to  the  general  healthy  condition  of  the  stock  that 
some  of  the\^tchers  nvf+n  \ very  dear  market  were  therel-When  I was  there  all  the  cattle 
but  if  we  have  a hear  t0  ba  ^\C  ' ^,n(  Tjeec's.  tvere  remarkably  healthy ; as  a rule  Irish  cattle 
there  °aVy  40  not  S°  “>  remarkably  healthy. 

are  two  nrincinal  Yorl-shii-P  and  ^eeds  13518.  Did  you  happen  to  read,  or  was  there 

13500^  Is  thpi-p  anv  n+li0,ark^t+  i • brought  under  your  notice  that  pamphlet  upon 

wish  to  state  before  the  C 1 y°,U  tke  Dish  cattle  trade  which  was  published  by  the 

wish  to  state  before  the  Committee  ?-I  think  Royal  Agricultural  Socidty  of  England,  edited, 

13501  Mr.  Kavanaghl  With  regard  to  foot  W^otiel  ^eS^o  ^ ^ ^ b^ 
n mouth  disease,  you  stated  that  you  thought  13519.  Do  you  agree  with  the  statement  which 

he 
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he  makes  with  regard  to  Ireland,  namely,  that 
everything  there  is  very  badly  managed,  and  that 
disease  is  rife  everywhere  ? — I do  not  agree  with 
that  at  all ; I think  the  cattle  are  very  well  ma- 
naged in  Ireland ; Irish  farmers  can  teach  English- 
men something  about  the  management  of  cattle. 

13520.  Another  statement  was  that  Ireland  was 
the  chief  source  of  supply  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  to  England  ? — Yes,  I read  that. 

13521.  From  your  general  knowledge,  do  you 
think  that  is  true? — No. 

13522.  Did  you  read  in  the  same  report  any  of 
his  statements  about  Liverpool? — Yes,  about  the 
way  the  cattle  are  landed  there. 

i3523.  Do  you  think  those  statements  are  cor- 
rect?— No. 

13524.  He  also  made  some  statement  about 
the  accommodation  which  was  provided  for  cattle 
in  steamers  coming  over  from  Ireland ; do  you 
know  anything  about  that  ? — I have  bought 
cattle  and  loaded  them  myself,  and  come  over 
with  them. 

13525.  Do  you  consider  the  accommodation 
provided  for  cattle  on  board  the  steamer  was 
fair? — Capital ; it  could  not  be  better. 

13526.  You  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Jenkins 
in  his  statement  that  they  are  smothered,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing  ? — No. 

13527.  We  have  been  told  in  evidence  that  it 
would  be  very  much  better  to  have  all  the  cattle 
slaughtered  at  ports  of  debarkation,  and  conveyed 
thence  to  the  various  centres  of  consumption  in 
the  large  towns ; do  you  agree  with  that  evi- 
dence ? — No. 

13528.  Do  you  think  it  would  have  any  in- 
jurious effect  upon  the  meat  market,  if  all  cattle 
were  obliged  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports  at 
which  they  landed,  and  were  earned  inland  as 
dead  meat? — It  would  have  this  effect,  that  the 
trade  would  stop  entirely  ; the  foreign  breeder's 
would  not  send  them  here  to  run  their  chance  of 
a market. 

13529.  Do  you  think  that  the  supply  of  meat 
from  abroad  would  stop  ? — Yes. 

13530.  Chairman .]  Why  does  it  not  stop  now 
at  Deptford  or  at  Hull  t — Because  they  are 
nearer  the  market  and  the  people  at  Deptford. 

13531.  Why  does  not  it  stop  at  Hull  ? — There 
is  a very  small  quantity  slaughtered  at  Hull 
compared  with  Deptford,  and  I think  Hull  is 
principally  supplied  by  foreign  cattle.  As  regards 
the  .Hull  people,  they  eat  very  little  else  than 
foreign  meat,  because  they  can  buy  it  eo  much 
cheaper  at  the  port ; they  cannot  remove  it ; the 
loss  is  so  great  that  people  are  afraid  to  send  it 
away,  in  most  cases. 

13532.  Mr.  Kavanagh .]  I suppose  it  would 
stop  the  supply  of  cattle  from  Spain  and  Por- 
tugal ? — Entirely. 

13533.  Supposing,  in  the  Salford  market,  they 
had  had  no  cattle  from  Spain  and  Portugal,  or 
foreign  sheep,  what  effect  would  that  have  had 
upon  the  price  of  meat  there? — I think  meat 
would  have  been  nearly  double  the  price  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  German  sheep  and  the 
Spanish  cattle  this  spring. 

13534.  The  price  of  meat  has  increased  very 
Buich,  has  it  not,  within  the  last  10  years  ? — 
Greatly. 

13535.  Could  you  tell  the  Committee  about 
how  much  the  price  of  meat  has  increased  in  the 
last  10  years  ? — In  most  cases,  I should  think 
3 a.  a pound. 

13536.  Mr.  Cawley.']  For  best  cuts? — No, 
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the  carcass  ; we  pay  perhaps  5 d.  more  per  pound 
for  the  best  cuts  than  we  used  to  do. 

13537.  Mr.  Kavanayh . j The  fact  is,  that  the 
price  of  meat  has  increased  very  considerably 
within  the  last  10  years,  that  everybody  knows? 
— Yes. 

_ 13538.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  a great  deal  of 
dissatisfaction  is  expressed  by  the  inhabitants  of 
those  large  manufacturing  towns  towards  butchers 
and  others  engaged  in  the  cattle  trade  ? — Yes, 
there  was  great  dissatisfaction  ; a few  months  a<*o 
the  butchers  in  some  of  the  manufacturing  towns 
were  obliged  to  close  their  shops,  the  people  would 
not  allow  them  to  be  open ; they  said  that  if  the 
Government  would  not  allow  the  foreign  stock  to 
come  in,  they  would  bring  the  price  down  by 
force. 

13539.  Do  you  find  that  at  present  the  butchers 
can  make  a profitable  trade? — Very  few  of  them 
can  pay  their  way ; we  have  to  give  them  a great 
deal  more  credit  than  we  used  to  do  formerly. 

13540.  As  far  as  you  can  judge,  have  the 
restrictions  imposed  by  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act,  been  advantageous  to  Liverpool  V 
— The  restrictions  imposed  by  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  have  been  very  injurious 
to  the  Liverpool  market. 

13541.  In  general  terms,  what  are  those 
restrictions? — The  cattle  are  inspected  by  two 
veterinary  surgeons,  and  six  or  seven  policemen, 
who  go  from  diseased  to  healthy,  and  from  healthy 
to  diseased  stock ; the  police  are  the  most  active 
of  the  lot ; the  veterinary  surgeons  are  not  quite 
so  active  as  the  police  : they  go  round  from  one 
lot  to  another,  and  if  they  see  a diseased  beast, 
they  take  it  out  and  summon  the  person  who 
shows  it  in  the  market  and  exposes  it  for  sale. 

13542.  You  consider  that  these  enactments 
have  injuriously  affected  the  interests  of  those 
large  cattle  markets  ? — They  have  prevented  the 
people  sending  their  stock  to  the  market. 

13543.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that,  for  the  last  two 
years,  large  numbers  of  cattle  and  Bheep  have 
been  purchased  in  London  for  consumption  in 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  ? — Yes,  great  quanti- 
ties. 

13544.  Has  the  range  of  prices  which  has 
prevailed  in  Manchester  and  Liverpool  been 
higher  than  in  London?— Yes,  the  prices  must 
have  been  higher  for  dealers  to  go  and  buy  them 
in  London  and  bring  them  down  and  sell  at  a 
profit  to  the  butchers. 

13545.  Used  that  to  be  the  case  formerly  ? — 
No ; London  was  always  considered  to  be  the 
leading  market ; the  prices  were  regulated  by 
London  formerly. 

13546.  Speaking  in  a general  way,  to  what  do 
you  attribute  the  range  of  the  price  of  meat  at 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  being  higher  than  in 
London  ?— I attribute  it,  in  one  way,  to  the  un- 
certainty of  foreign  stock  being  shown  in  the 
Salford  market,  and  to  the  rise  in  wages  in  the 
manufacturing  districts.  The  people  are  getting 
higher  wages,  and  can  afford  to  pay  higher  prices 
for  meat. 

13547.  You  do  not  attribute  it  to  the  amount 
of  commission  charged  by  the  sale  masters  upon 
the  sale  of  meat  ? — Not  the  least. 

13548.  Has  the  high  rate  of  commission  charged 
upon  the  sale  of  stock  in  Liverpool  and  Man- 
chester, and  other  places,  been  the  means  of 
diverting  the  supply  from  those  places? — Our 
trade  has  increased,  and  everyone  eise’s,  I think, 
in  the  last  few  years. 

3 y 4 13549.  The 
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Mr.  13549.  The  fact  is,  that  the  large  salesmasters’ 

•S.  Lambert,  trade  has  increased  very  much  ? — Yes. 

Jun.  13550.  So  that  it  is  not  likely  that  their  com- 

U-:  mission  has  had  anything  to  clo  with  diverting 

1 * the  trade  from  those  places  ? — Not  at  all. 

'3‘  13551.  Is  it  not  the  fact,  that  it  is  rather  the 

small  dealers,  and  the  people  whose  business  is 
not  extensive,  who  have  given  up  attending  the 
Liverpool  and  Salford  markets  ? — Yes. 

13552.  You  have  had,  have  you  not,  from  your 
knowledge  of  Liverpool,  a pretty  good  oppor- 
tunity of  observing  the  way  in  which  the  local 
authorities  have  carried  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1869  in  Liverpool  ? — I have. 

13553.  The  market  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  local  authority  ? — It  is. 

13554.  Is  it  the  fact  that  cattle  have  been 
seized  and  placed  in  quarantine  there,  which  were 
stated  to  have  been  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  although  the  same  cattle  had  been  de- 
clared by  several  veterinary  surgeons  to  have 
been  sound? — I have  seen  cattle  condemned 
under  those  circumstances.  In  two  instances  I 
saw  two  heifers  condemned  for  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  and  neither  of  them  were  at  all  affected 
with  it. 

13555.  You  knew  those  instances  yourself? — 
From  my  own  knowledge;  I inspected  them 
carefully,  in  conjunction  with  another  veterinary 
surgeon. 

13556.  Were  fines  inflicted  in  those  cases, 
although  there  was  conflicting  veterinary  testi- 
mony?— Yes,  there  were. 

13557.  Is  it  the  generally  received  opinion  in 
Lancashire  that  the  county  local  authorities  give 
every  facility  to  the  import  and  movement  of 
store  cattle,  and  obstruct  the  movement  of  fat 
cattle  ? — Yes. 

13558.  Can  you  give  the  reason  for  that,  or 
have  you  heard  any  reason  assigned  for  it? — I 
never  heard  any  reason  assigned  for  it. 

13559.  Mr.  Cawley.']  You  referred  to  Sir 
Humphrey  de  Trafford  ? — Yes. 

13560.  Were  they  all  fat  cattle  in  that  park? 
— Yes. 

13561.  Mr.  Kavanagh.]  They  would  not  allow 
you  to  remove  any  cattle  out  of  that  herd  except 
lor  the  purpose  of  slaughter? — No;  except  to 
slaughter  them  upon  the  field  where  we  had  no 
accommodation ; they  would  allow  us  to  kill  them 
there. 

_ 13562.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  the  local  autho- 
rities inspecting  store  stock  in  the  West  Derby 
district? — No ; I never  heard  of  the  local  autho- 
rities inspecting  stock  in  that  district. 

13563.  Do  you  know  of  any  market  in  Eng- 
land where  inspection  is  carried  out  so  rigidly  as 
it  is  carried  out  at  the  Liverpool  fat  cattle  market, 
at  the  Stanley  Market  ? — No ; I never  saw  any 
inspection  carried  out  so  foolishly,  for  I say  it  is 
absurd,  taking  out  diseased  beasts  and  then  letting 
the  infecte  d herd  go  anywhere,  for  they  must  be 
infected  when  you  take  the  diseased  beasts  away 
from  them. 

13564.  Is  it  generally  supposed  that  it  is  the 
fact  that  they  are  chiefly  Irish  cattle  that  come 
into  that  market  that  has  created  a prejudice 
against  them? — I do  not  think  so;  because  we 
depend  upon  the  Irish  cattle  for  our  supply  of 
beef ; if  you  stopped  the  Irish  supplies  you  would 
have  a famine  there  directly. 

13565.  But  you  do  not  think  that  the  local 
authorities  are  at  all  prejudiced  against  the  Irish 
supply? — No. 


13566.  Professor  Gamgee  has  told  this 
mittee  that  there  is  no  difficulty  in  supp W tW 
large  to™  with  dead  meat,  and  that 
judice  could  be  got  over,  it  would  be  more  l,, l' 
vantageous  to  slaughter  the  cattle  at  home  that 
to  send  them  alive  to  the  cattle  markets-  do  vT 
think  that  would  be  possible  ?— No,  I thinVS 
would  be  totally  impossible.  11 

13567 . Do  you  know  anything  about  Cheshire? 
77  es;  1 Iive  upon-  the  borders  of  Cheshire,  ami 
1 have  been  a great  deal  in  Cheshire. 

13568.  What  character  do  the  Cheshire  farmers 
bear  generally  as  cattle  farmers?— As  cattle 
farmers  they  are  looked  upon  as  very  bad  indeed 
13569.  I should  not  be  wrong  in  describing 
them,  as  they  have  been  described,  as  slovenly 
farmers?— Yes,  very  slovenly  indeed  as  regards 
cattle.  ° 


13570.  Their  farm  buildings  and  the  things 
relating  to  the  management  of  stock  are,  as  a 
rule,  very  bad,  are  they  not? — Yes,  as  a rule 
they  are  very  bad  indeed. 

13571.  Mr.  Cawley.]  Would  you  apply  that 
to  the  large  farmers  in  Cheshire,  as  well  as  the 
small  ones? — Yes ; upon  the  large  farms,  where 
they  keep  cattle ; the  buildings,  as  a rule,  are 
very  bad ; there  are  some  very  good  ones,  but, 
as  a rule,  they  are  very  bad. 

13572.  Mr.  Kavanagli.]  Is  it  not  the  rule, 
that  a large  number  of  Cheshire  calves  are  sold 
each  week  at  Manchester,  and  that  a large  num- 
ber of  those  calves  are  sent  afterwards  to  Ireland? 
— Yes;  I have  seen  them  sold  there  and  sent  to 
Ireland. 

13573.  Therefore  it  is  not  quite  a true  state- 
ment that  all  those  calves  sold  there,  are  sold  as 
veal  calves? — No;  I have  6oldthem  myself  to  go 
to  Ireland. 

13574.  Cheshire  appears  by  the  Veterinary 
Return  to  have  suffered  more  from  disease  than 
any  other  county  in  England  ?—  Yes,  that  is  so. 

13575.  If  that  is  the  case  would  it  not  seem 
likely  that  in  exporting  calves  from  Cheshire  to 
Ireland  would  be  a very  fruitful  source  of  disease 
to  Ireland  ? — Yes,  I should  think  so. 

13576.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright.]  You  are  aware  that 
we  have  had  witnesses  who  are  in  favour  of  com- 
pulsory slaughter  at  the  ports  in  this  country  ?— 
Yes,  I have  heard  so. 

13577.  If  that  were  a universal  rule,  would  it 
be  any  considerable  disadvantage  to  the  London 
market  ? — I think  it  would  be  a very  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  London  market  if  that  were  the 
rule. 

13578.  You  think  it  would  be  a great  advan- 
tage to  the  London  market,  because  London 
would  monopolise  what  ought  to  go  to  the  country 
at  large  ? — Certainly. 

13579.  London  would  not  suffer  if  we  had  a 
law  of  compelling  the  slaughter  throughout  the 
country,  from  the  fact  that  London  is  a port; 
that  is  one  reason,  at  all  events  ? — Yes. 

13580.  Therefore,  London  would  be  killing  all 
the  cattle  within  her  own  doors  ? — Yes. 

13581.  But  seeing  that  our  great  towns  are  for 
the  most  part  inland,  they  would  have  no  such 
advantage ; they  are  not  ports,  and  they  would 
snffer  to  the  advantage  of  London  in  your  opinion? 

13582.  You  believe,  in  fact,  that  that  is  the 
condition  of  things  to  some  extent  at  the  present 
moment? — Yes,  I do. 

13583.  And,  therefore,  the  argument  that  be- 
cause when  you  schedule  a country  it  still  sends 
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its  cattle  to  Deptford,  you  do  not  hold  is  at  all  a 
satisfactory  argument  as  applied  to  Manchester, 
or  to  Sheffield,  or  to  Birmingham? — No,  I do 
not. 

13584.  You  stated,  as  I understand,  that  there 
was  a very  large  number  of  foreign  sheep  brought 
from  the  eastern  ports  to  Manchester  and  Salford  ? 
—Yes,  in  the  spring  and  summer  months. 

13585.  And  very  few  cattle? — Yes. 

13586.  Almost  no  cattle,  as  I understood  ? — 
That  is  so. 

13587.  That  seems  to  be  an  extraordinary 
thing.  "What  is  the  reason  that  we  can  have  a 
very  large  supply  of  Continental  sheep  into 
Manchester  and  Liverpool,  and  almost  no  cattle  ? 
—Because  the  cattle  are  obliged  to  be  slaughtered 
at  the  port  of  landing  from  Germany. 

13588.  And  sheep  are  free? — Yes,  sheep  are 
free.  If  none  are  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  scab,  or  sheep-pox  ; and  if  they  do  not 
come  in  a boat  with  cattle. 

13589.  On  account  of  that  rule  it  follows  not 
only  that  we  do  not  get  cattle  at  Manchester  and 
Salford,  but  that  our  eastern  ports  do  not  get  any 
considerable  number,  in  consequence  of  there 
being  no  adequate  population  to  consume  them  ? 
— It  does. 

13590.  What  number  of  sheep  did  you  tell  the 
Committee  there  was  in  the  Salford  market  ? — I 
do  not  know  the  total  number. 

13591.  It  is  very  large,  is  it  not ? — Yes;  up- 
wards of  2,000  cattle  per  week,  and  between 
10,000  and  12,000  sheep. 

13592.  There  are  almost  none  coming  from  the 
eastern  ports  ? — There  are  no  cattle. 

13593.  But  there  are  a large  number  of  sheep? 
— Yes,  there  are. 

13594.  Supposing  it  should  be  necessary,  or 
should  be  thought  desirable,  or  that  Parliament 
should  in  fact  pass  a law  that  those  sheep  which 
you  now  get  at  Manchester  and  Salford  should 
he  slaughtered  at  Hull,  or  at  Hartlepool,  or  at 
Sunderland,  or  wherever  they  might  come,  what 
effect,  in  your  opinion,  would  that  have  upon 
Manchester  and  Salford? — It  would  cause  a great 
rise  in  the  price  of  meat. 

13595.  Would  it  cause  no  other  rise  than  in 
the  price  of  meat  ? — It  would  cause  a rising  of 
the  people  probably. 

13596.  Then  by  shutting  out  the  sheep  in  that 
way,  if  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  sheep  at  the 
ports  would  have  the  effect  which  you  describe, 
of  course,  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  beasts  is 
having  a great  effect,  only  that  the  people  do  not 
see  it  ? — They  do  not  see  it ; they  are  getting 
good  wages  and  they  do  not  see  it  at  present ; 
they  can  afford  to  pay  a higher  price  than  they 
could  a few  years  ago. 

13597.  Is  there  generally  a difference  in  the 
price  of  beef  and  mutton  between  London  and 
Manchester  ? — Yes. 

13598.  You  know  that  absolutely? — Yes. 

13599.  That  is  to  say,  in  a retail  shop  in 
London,  you  would  generally  get  beef  and 
mutton  at  a less  price  than  in  a retail  shop  in 
Manchester  ? — Yes. 

13600.  Do  you  know  how  much  the  difference 
is? — I could  not  say  for  certain  how  much,  but 
there  is  a great  difference  in  the  prices  in  the 
cattle  market ; if  you  refer  to  the  “ Mark  Lane 
Express  ” you  will  find  it  so. 

13601.  What  is  the  reason  that  there  should 
he  a permanently  lower  price  of  animal  food  in 
London  than  in  Manchester  ? — Because  they  are 

0.58. 


nearer  the  foreign  supply ; beef  coming  to  Dept- 
ford is  nearer  the  market  where  it  can  be  sold, 
and  that  tends  to  keep  the  prices  down  here. 

13602.  You  think  that  practically  it  is  because 
there  is  free  trade  for  London  and  not  for  Man- 
chester?— Yes,  practically  so. 

13603.  It  is  not  because  wages  have  risen  in 
Lancashire,  because  wages  have  risen  perhaps  as 
much  in  London  as  they  have  done  in  Lan- 
cashire ? — I could  hardly  say  that. 

13604.  Cattle  can  now  be  admitted  from 
Schleswig-Holstein  ? — Yes. 

13605.  But  seeing  the  interruption  which  took 
place,  it  is  not  likely  that  you  will  soon  get  that 
supply,  because  the  importer  would  have  to  make 
his  arrangements,  and  he  would  want  to  have 
some  security  before  he  would  undertake  to  make 
those  arrangements  ? — Yes. 

13606.  If  it  were  likely  that  our  Lancashire 
population  had  to  trust  considerably  to  the 
Eastern  ports,  or  rather  to  cattle  slaughtered  at 
the  Eastern  ports : if  we  had  a law  of  compul- 
sory slaughter,  would  not  the  supply  be  very 
precarious ; would  it  not  depend  a good  deal  upon 
the  weather? — It  would  depend  greatly  upon  the 
heat  of  the  weather. 

13607.  Might  they  not  find  themselves  very 
well  supplied  at  one  time,  and  at  another  time 
find  themselves  in  a very  uncomfortable  position  ? 
— They  might  sometimes  find  themselves  entirely 
without. 

13608.  Owing  to  the  state  of  the  weather  ? — 
Yes. 

13609.  I think  you  stated  that  you  used  gas- 
tar  as  a preventative  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — 
Yes. 

13610.  I think  you  have  found  it  effectual? — 
We  have. 

13611.  I presume  that  it  is  not  a dear  preven- 
tative ? — We  gave  4=d.  a gallon  for  it,  and  that 
would  last  about  three  or  four  months  for  about 
30  or  40  beasts. 

13612.  Then,  if  there  is  a means  of  preventing 
that  disease,  should  we  make  it  compulsory  by 
law  to  slaughter  cattle  which  had  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  disease  ? — No : in  pleuro- 
pneumonia I would  isolate  them  for  six  weeks  or 
two  months. 

13613.  You  said  that  you  would  either  treat 
foot  and  mouth  disease  as  you  would  rinderpest, 
or  that  you  would  exclude  it  from  the  Act  of 
Parliament  altogether  ? — You  would  if  you 
wanted  to  stop  the  disease  in  the  county. 

13614.  You  really  mean  to  say  that,  it  is  a 
complaint  inseparable  from  cattle  growing  and 
cattle  travelling? — Yes;  in  a wet  season  no 
amount  of  legislation  will  prevent  foot-and-mouth 
disease  breaking  out. 

13615.  You  have  had  as  much  medical  educa- 
tion, I suppose,  as  any  veterinary  surgeon  in  the 
kingdom  ? — I have  had  more  medical  education 
than  the  majority  of  veterinary  surgeons. 

13616.  Quite  as  good  advantages  as  others,  at 
all  events  ? — Yes. 

13617.  Suppose  we  had  no  communication 
whatever  with  the  Continent,  do  you  think  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease  could  be  banished  from 
this  country  and  never  re-appear  ?— My  opinion 
is,  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  will  break  out 
spontaneously  in  the  country  without  any  com- 
munication with  the  Continent. 

13618.  You  believe  it  is  an  indigenous  disease? 
—I  do. 

13619.  You  do  not  believe  that  this  is  a sacred 
3 Z spot. 


Mr. 

S.  Lambert. 
10  July 

1873. 
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Mr.  spot,  free  from,  all  disease  unless  we  import  it 
S.  Lambert,  from  abroad  ? — No. 
i o Jul  v 1362Q.  Are  you  aware  that  there  are  people 

,o._,  wko  have  been  before  this  Committee  who  do  hold 
73'  that  theory  ? — Yes. 

13621.  You  spoke  of  dogs,  and  other  four- 
footed  animals,  as  having  been  the  means  of  con- 
veying the  disease  ? — Yes. 

13622.  Have  you  any  accurate  knowledge 
upon  that  subject,  or  is  it  only  a supposition  ? — 
— I think  they  are  quite  as  capable  of  conveying 
the  disease,  as  men  are,  from  one  lot  of  cattle  to 
another  lot. 

13623.  Could  you  bring  forward  any  instances 
of  their  conveying  the  disease? — Yes. 

13624.  Could  you  give  any  instances  of  men 
conveying  the  disease  ?— Yes ; I sent  a man  to 
milk  some  cows  three  miles  off  from  my  place, 
and  lie  came  back  and  said,  that  one  of  them  had 
foot  and  mouth  disease ; previously  to  that  he 
had  been  into  another  shed  where  some  healthy 
cows  were,  and  I said  to  him,  “ You  should  not 
have  gone  into.that  shippon  after  you  found  that 
the  cow  had  foot  and  mouth  disease,”  and  three 
days  afterwards  the  disease  broke  out  in  that 
shippon. 

. 13625.  Do  you  find  that  the  hounds  in  hunt- 
ing the  country  ever  take  the  disease  from  one 
farm  to  another  ? — I should  fancy  they  would 
have  a tendency  to  do  so  quite  as  much  as  any 
other  dogs. 

13626.  This  question  of  the  free  import  of 
cattle  in  Lancashire  is  not,  I suppose,  simply  a 
butcher  s question',  that  is  to  say,,  it  is  a question 
which  the  people  themselves  are  getting  to  un- 
derstand, is  it  not? — Yes. 

13627.  And  they  are  taking  a great  interest 
mit? — Yes. 

13628.  And  the  dearer  the  meat  becomes,  the 
more  restless  they  will  become  upon  the  subject  ? 
— Yes. 

13629.  Mr.  Lush.]  Have  you  been  abroad 
much  on  the-  Continent  ? — I have  been  in  France 
and  Germany. 

13630.  Are  cattle  much  cheaper  there  than 
vi™  Germany  they  are  cheaper,  as  is 
shown  by  people  sending  them  here  to  be  sold? 

Dealers  buy  them  there,  and  send  them  here 
to  be  sold. 

13631.  If  all  the.  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  the 
ports,  you  say  that  the  people  would  not  send 
them  at  all?— They  would  not,  on  account  of 
the  uncertainty  of  the  market. 

13632.  It  would  be  absolutely  necessary,  in 
your  opinion,  in  order  to  get  a supply,  not  to 
slaughter  the  cattle  when  they  arrive?— Yes. 

13633.  Do  you  know  whether  most  of  the 
foreign  stock  which  arrive  in  London  are  slaugh- 
.7Tih,e  ,forei Sn  stock  ‘which  are  allowed  in 
i are  allowed  to  go  anywhere. 

13634.  If  we  slaughtered  them  all,  that  would 
stop  an  immense  supply  ?— It  would  stop  an 
immense  supply.  1 

13635.  You  think  that  before  any  fresh  legis- 
lation takes  place,  we  should  look  well  before  we 
6 kiU|chof  6taI1  the  catde  ?-Yes ; I think  so. 

lobob.  4 ou  would  be  against  that?— Cer- 
tainly. 

13637.  Because  it  would  raise  the  price  of  meat  > 
to  the  people  ? — Yes. 

13638.  You  rather  astonish  me  with  your  pe- 
cuhar  doctrine  of  price;  have  you  ever  noticed  ' 
tlie  price  m the  London  market  ?— Yes. 

. 13639.  What  is  the  average  price  of  first  class  i 


t meat  in  the  London  market?— -Do  vou  <i 

live  or  dead  meat  market  ? 7 mean  tke 

; 13640.  Take  it  any  way  you  like,  take 

[ average  price  per  stone  ? — I read  it  every 
m the  reports  of  the  newspapers ; beef  and  mutton 
■ will  average  from  6 s.  to  6 s.  4 d.  on 

• 13641.  That  is  what  I notice' is  the  pm*  of 
first  class  meat  and  when  a clever  batcher  sees 

: to  buy  a bullock,  he  estimates  the  numb®.? 

• stones,  does  he  not?— Yes. 

^ 13642.  He  very  often  comes  very  near  it?— 

. 13643.  When  yon  say  the  prices  are  much 
higher  in  balford  and  Manchester  than  iu  Lon 
don,  should  you  be  surprised  to  hear  that  the  price 
m the  “ Manchester  Examiner”  and  “Times” 
of  July  the  9th,  is  about  9 d.  to  9f  d.s  that  would 
he  about  6 s.  6 d.  the  stoue,  the  same  price  ex- 
actly as  London  ?— That  may  be  for  one  week 
I "ave  that  report  to  the  “Examiner”  and’ 
“ limes.”  This  week  we  had  a fall  in  prices  in 
Salford  market,  and  that  accounts  for  prices 
being  as  in  Loudon. 

13644.  In  Newcastle,  8s.  Qd.  to  12s.  3d.- 
lamb,  11  d.  to  Is.;  and  if  you  take  Doncaster,  it 
is  about  the  same  thing  ?— Doncaster  is  of  no  im- 
portance ; it  is  a very  small  place. 

13645.  You  tell  me  the  place  is  so  very  dif- 
ferent from  London  ; the  reason  I ask  you  that 
is,  that  it  seems  to  be  so  contrary  to  this  enlight- 
ened age  where  we  have  railways,  that  anything 
should  be  so  very  much  dearer  in  one  place 
than  another,  and  when  I turn  to  tliis  paper,  I 
find  it  is  not  so ; that  the  price  in  one  place  is 
very  much  the  same  as  in  the  other ; now,  in  re- 
ference to  the  Cheshire  farms,  I know  one  or  two 
gentlemen  in  Cheshire  who  are  very  clever  men; 
are  they  Englishmen  in  Cheshire? — Yes, mostly, 
I think.  I know  several  very  clever  stock 
farmers  in  Cheshire. 

13646.  How  do  you  expect  that  being  so  close 
to  Lancashire,  they  are  so;  much  behind  everybody 
else  ? — I say  that  as  regards  the  cattle  farming. 

13647.  How  do  you  exj>ect  that  Englishmen 
living  so  near  such  shrewd  people  as  those  in 
Lancashire  should  not  be  likely  to  look  after  their 
own  interests  ? — Because  they  are  so  ignorant  of 
their  own  interests. 

13648.  When  you  speak  of  the  high  wages  a 
man  is  getting,  do  you  think  that  it  is  the  high 
wages  which  are  the  cause  of  the  high  price  of 
meat,  or  the  demand  ? — The  high  prices  are  caused 
by  the  demand. 

13649.  Do  you  not  think  that  the  high  price 
will  be  permanent  in  beef  and  mutton  ? — I do  not 
think  so. 

13650.  Do  you  think  that  those  who  have  to 
produce  beef  and  mutton,,  and  who  have  to  pay 
their  servants  higher  wages  will  be  able  to  Bell 
at  the  old  prices  they  used  to  ? — High  wages  do 
not  affect  the  price  of  beef  and  mutton  in  that 
wa.y ; in  producing  them  there  is  very  little  wages 
paid ; the  cattle  produce:  it  themselves. 

13651..  Chairmm.  ] How  about  a flock  of  ewes  ? 
— The  wages  affect  the  question  very  little  indeed. 

13652.  Mr.  Lush.]  Do  you  mean  that  a man 
who  has  a farm,  and  who  is  paying  higher  wages 
for  his  farm  servants,  and  tea  and  sugar,  and 
clothing  for  his  people,  is  able  to  sell  the  beef  and 
mutton  cheaply ; that  everybody  else  is  to  get  a 
high  price  for  his  labour,  and  that  he  is  to  get  a 
low  price  for  his  ? — I do  not  think  agricultural 
wages  have  gone  up.  very  much  in  Lancashire  and,1 
Cheshire,  which  you  were  speaking  of. 

13653.  Mr. 
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13653.  Mr.  Pell.]  How  long  have  you  hacl 
experience  of  the  application  of  the  fumes  of  coal 
tar? — During  the  cattle  plague  times  we  were 
surrounded  by  cattle  affected  with  the  plague, 
and  we  began  to  burn  tar  in  our  shippons  with 
two  herds  of  cattle,  and  although  there  were 
cattle  within  40  yards  of  us  dying  of  the  plague, 
none  of  ours  were  ever  affected  at  all. 

13654.  Was  that  when  you  first  began  to 
perceive  that  it  was  of  efficacy  in  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— We  perceived  it  years  before  that. 

13656.  Had  you  used  it  years  before  that  for 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Yes. 

13656.  Your  firm  have  sold  cattle  wholesale 
for  many  years  ? — Y es. 

13657.  Do  you  find  that  the  Lancashire  people 
are  satisfied  with  the  same  quality  of  meat  now, 
as  they  used  to  be  15  years  ago  ? — Yes,  quite  as 
well. 

13658.  Just  the  same  character  of  meat? — 
Yes. 

13659.  Have  you  as  ready  a sale  for  what  are 
called  gobs  and  stickings  in  London,  the  roughest 
cuts;  that  the  roughest  cuts  are  always  in 
demand  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

13660.  Is  the  Committee  to  understand  that 

Eon  attribute  the  relatively  high  price  of  meat  in 
lancashire,  to  the  interference  with  the  foreign 
trade  ? — Yes. 

13661.  And  that  London  really  has  an  advan- 
tage from  the  arrangements  for  the  receipt  of 
foreign  cattle,  which  Lancashire  has  not? — Yes. 

13662.  And  that  relatively,  therefore,  meat  is 
cheaper  in  London  than  in  Lancashire  ? — Yes. 

13663.  You  know  something  of  the  metropolis, 
I suppose,  and  the  price  of  articles  here  besides 
meat ; have  you  ever  bought  meat  here  to  send 
down  ? — No. 

13664.  Is  it  not  true  that  most  articles  are  to 
be  got  cheaper  in  London  than  anywhere  else  in 
England  ? — I could  not  say. 

13665.  What  do  you  say  with  reference  to 
fish  ? — I do  not  know  about  that  at  all. 

13666.  You  do  not  know  that  London  bears 
the  character  of  being  able  to  supply  commodities 
as  cheaply  as  any  city  in  the  world  ? — I should 
think  so  as  regards  fish,  because  it  is  nearer  the 
sea  than  most  places. 

13667.  Not  nearer  to  the  sea  than  you  are  at 
Manchester ; you  are  nearer  the  salmon  at  Man- 
chester than  we  are  in  London? — We  have  had 
salmon  in  Manchester  very  cheap  lately. 

13668.  An  honourable  Member  asked  you 
whether  you  considered  England  a sacred  spot, 
and  from  her  position  as  an  island  liable  to  be 
exempt  from  contagious  diseases ; I think  you 
stated  that  you  did  not  consider  her  to  be  so 
exempt  ? — I do  not. 

13669.  Do  you  believe  that  sheep-pox  is  in- 
digenous to  this  country  ? — No,  I do  not. 

_ 13670.  Do  you  know  that  small-pox  is  not  in- 
digenous, but  is  an  introduced  disorder  ? — I think 
it  was  originally  introduced  here,  but  I think 
myself  it  is  indigenous  now. 

13671.  It  has  become  so,  but  it  is  of  recent  im- 
portation ?— Yes. 

13672.  Take  venereal  disease,  that  is  of  recent 
importation,  is  it  not  ? — Yes,  I think  so. 

13673.  Therefore,  England  may  claim  the 
credit  of  being  a sacred  spot  in  so  far  as  it  had 
opportunities  of  being  isolated  as  regards  those 
diseases? — Yes,  to  a certain  extent. 

13674.  You  do  not  attribute  the  high  price  of 
meat  in  your  district  to  the  great  increase  in  the 
price  of  wages  ? — No,  I do  not. 

0.58. 
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13675.  Mr.  Barclay.]  I think  you  said  that 
you  did  not  believe  that  veterinary  treatment  did 
any  good  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? 
No,  niy  experience  tends  to  show  that  it  does  not. 

136/6.  Do  you  think  it  does  any  good  as 
regards  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Not  the  least. 

13677.  Do  you  think  it  does  any  good  in  cattle 
plague  ? — Not  the  least.  . 

13678.  Nor  in  slieep-pox  ? — I never  saw  a case 
of  sheep -pox,  so  I could  not  say. 

13679.  In  regard  to  cattle,  you  know  that 
there  are  a good  many  diseases  to  which  cattle 
are  subject  besides  those  that  I have  named? — 
Yes. 

13680.  This  country  is  not  free  from  those 
diseases  ? — No. 

13681.  May  it  he  generally  said  that  each 
country  has  special  diseases  of  itself? — No,  I do 
not  think  it  may,  except  with  regard  to  cattle 
plague. 

13682.  And  sheep-pox  ? — I do  not  know  any- 
thing about  sheep-pox,  because  I never  saw  a 
case  of  sheep-pox. 

13683.  And  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — I think 
pleuro-pneumonia  is  an  indigenous  disease  to 
this  country ; I think  wc  shall  never  be  rid  of  it. 

13664.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  his- 
tory of  foot  and  mouth  disease? — Yes;  I have 
read  that  it  was  imported  here. 

13685.  Do  you  know  when  it  first  made  its 
appearance  in  this  country  ? — I believe  it  was  in 
1838. 

13686.  Do  you  believe  that? — I have  read  it; 
I cannot  say  auytliing  else- 

13687.  The  fact  of  its  appearing  here  for  the 
first  time  would  be  a material  point  in  the  con- 
sideration of  whether  it  was  an  indigenous  disease, 
or  whether  it  was  imported? — That  was  the  first 
time  it  was  recorded  in  this  country ; we  have  no 
record  of  it  here  before  1838,  hut,  nevertheless, 
it  might  have  been  in  the  country. 

13688.  Had  it  been  out  of  this  country  for 
some  time  previously  to  1838  ? — I never  heard  of 
it  before  then ; that  is  the  first  record  we  have  of 
its  coming  into  this  country. 

13689.  I suppose  your  conclusions  are  the 
same  with  respect  to  pleuro-pneumonia  ? — Y es. 

13690.  You  referred  to  a certain  case  to  show 
that  the  Act  of  Parliament  applying  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease  was  inoperative,  or  rather  ineffi- 
cient, for  preventing  the  spread  of  disease ; what 
was  the  name  of  that  place  where  the  disease  ex- 
isted ? — Sir  Humphrey  de  Trafford’s  place. 

13691.  I think  that  was  the  only  place  you 
referred  to  as  indicating  the  uselessness  of  the 
existing  Act? — That  was  the  only  case  I re- 
ferred to. 

13692.  Have  you  any  other  case  or  argument 
in  proof  of  the  uselessness  of  the  present  Act  ? — 
No,  I have  no  other  proof  now ; I could  bring 
proof's  if  they  were  required,  but  I have  nothing 
in  my  mind  at  present. 

13693.  I think  I understood  you  to  say  that 
the  local  authority  prevented  the  movement  of 
two  herds  of  cattle  upon  that  estate? — There 
were  three  or  four  herds;  they  were  all  upon  one 
farm,  in  one  occupation. 

13694.  Did  you  look  into  the  powers  of  the 
local  authority  upon  that  subject? — Yes;  we 
wrote  to  the  Privy  Council  Office  about  it  at  the 
time. 

13695.  Did  they  give  you  any  reply  with  re- 
ference to  the  power  of  the  local  authority? — 
They  said  that  without  knowing  the  locality  they 
could  not  give  us  any  certain  reply. 

3z  2 13696.  Did 
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Mr.  13696.  Did  you  tell  them  that  one  herd  of  allow  those  animals  to  be  moved  alono-  a h‘o-1 
S.  Lambert,  cattle  was  a mile-and-a-half  distant  from  the  other  for  the  purpose  of  saving  from  two  to 

one?— Yes.  pounds  a head  to  the  owner  of  the  animator! 

ig  y 13697.  The  Order  in  Council  states  that  “ the  would  not  be  fair  to  the  public,  if  you  could  t 
73‘  local  authorities  may  make  power  for  the  removal  the  disease  at  a loss  of  two  or  three  nou  1 °P 
of  cattle  out  of  any  field,  stable,  cow-shed,  or  other  head  ; but  that  would  not  stop  the  disease11  to 
premises,  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  had'  disease  will  not  stop  until  it  has  run  its  corns  ^ 
been  found  to  exist;”  the  local  authority  held  13714.  Assuming  you  have  the  disease6' ’ 

“ premises  ” to  include  all  the  land  under  one  narrow  limits  upon  a farm,  do  you  believe  that 
occupation? — Yes,  that  appears  to  be  so.  there  are  any  precautions  which  can  betake 

13698.  Have  you  any  instance  of  the  police  which  would  prevent  the  spread  of  disease  to  aU 
carrying  disease,  as  you  have  stated? — I cannot  the  animals  upon  that  farm? — Only  the  total 
bring  any  clear  instance  myself,  only  that  the  stoppage  of  all  men  and  things  off  that  farm, 
police  are  reported  to  have  taken  the  disease  from  13715.  Do  you  think  it  is  possible  to'  ston 
the  Liverpool  market.  When  it  spread  from  disease  from  spreading  to  all  animals  off  that  farin 
Liverpool  to  Prescot  it  was  supposed  to  have  by  confining  the  animal  by  itself  and  taking  nre-> 
been  taken  by  the  police,  because  no  cattle  had  cautions?— -No;  when  you  see  an  animal  infected" 
gone  there.  _ other  animals  would  have  been  in  contact  and 

13699.  If  the  police  had  not  interposed  what  they  are  infected  by  that  time, 
would  you  have  done  to  those  cattle  that  were  13716.  You  do  not  think  that  any  precautions 
attacked  with  disease?— We  should  have  sold  could  prevent  the  spread  of  disease  over  a farm 

supposing  that  the  cattle  were  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease?— I do  not  think  that  any 
precautions,  when  the  disease  is  so  rife  as  it  was 
last  year  will  prevent  its  spreading  upon  a farm. 

13717.  I quite  agree  that  when  the  disease  is 
so  rife  as  it  was  last  year,  it  would  be  difficult  to 


them. 

13700.  And  what  would  have  been  done  with 
them  ? — They  would  have  been  eaten. 

13701.  But  prior  to  being  eaten  when  they 
were  taken  from  the  park  ? — They  would  have 

been  taken  to  a slaughterhouse,  or  to  a market.  nuum 

13702.  Would  they  have  been  taken  along  a prevent  its  spread,  but  it  is  very  much  decreasing 
highway,  or  would  they  have  been  exposed  in  a now,  is  it  not?— It  has  totally  disappeared  in 
market : Those  which  were  very  bad  we  should  Lancashire;  the  disease  ceases  with  the  dry 
have  slaughtered,  and  those  not  so  bad  we  should  weather. 

haTo,AXoP°wCl.in  the  market.  , . , 13718.  Assuming  that  it  ceased  in  Lancashire, 

io7ud.  where  would  those  which  would  have  would  you  propose  to  put  any  restrictions  upon 
been  slaughtered,  have  been  slaughtered  at?— At  any  herd  where  disease  broke  out  again?  — I 
the  nearest  slaughterhouse.  would  not. 

??.704:  ,Th®y  wotdd  have  been  moved  along  a 13719.  You  would  allow  the  disease  to  spread 
hway  previously  to  that  ?— Yes.  through  Lancashire  as  it  did? — I would  put  no 

13705.  Do  you  think  that  a judicious  or  fair  restrictions  on  foot  and  mouth  disease;  the 
arrangement  in  the  interests  of  the  public  ? — farmers  do  not  want  it,  and  the  dealers  do  not 
T es,  1 do ; assuming  it  was  only  foot  and  mouth  want  it. 

C 1Bfo^nr  a i 13720.  Are  you  aware  that  we  have  had 

io7ub.  Supposing  this  was  the  only  case  of  evidence  from  farmers  who  say  they  want  re- 
i00t  l disease  in  the  neighbourhood,  do  strictions  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — I have 

talked  to  large  cattle  farmers  in  the  north,  and 
they  all  think  the  restrictions  should  be  taken 
off;  they  think  they  are  absurd  and  ridiculous. 

13721.  Those  witnesses  we  have  had  must  be 
very  exceptional  then  ? — They  are  as  far  as  my 
experience  goes. 

13722.  Do  you  think  that  the  import  of  foreign 
cattle  should  be  unlimited  ? — No  ; I would  have 

„ . , . - — • — them  put  in  quarantine  for  24  hours,  and  have 

a public  highway  with  its  feet  suffering  from  dis-  them  examined  by  a veterinary  inspector, 
tkfv/i  d V SvPpoSed  t0  leave  infecti°n  upon  13723.  What  diseases  would  you  expect  to 
it  6S‘  • „ , discover  in  that  time? — If  the  animals  came  from 

• V ,.ould  a man  moving  off  the  estate  a country  where  there  was  no  rinderpest  I should 
v 0nTU?i°-nithex  h#way  m the  same  not  expect  to  see  that  disease. 

168  5 1 think  the  dirt  uP°n  Ws  shoes  13724.  Am  I to  understand  from  that  answer 
that  you  approve  of  the  division  of  countries  into 


you  think  it  would  have  been  a fair  thing  to  have 

moved  those  cattle  along  a public  highway ? 

Yes,  I think  so. 

13707.  Do  you  think  there  would  have  been 
no  risk  of  communicating  the  disease? — There 
would  have  been  no  more  risk  than  from  the  men 
upon  an  estate  ; the  men  would  have  been  just  as 
liable  to  take  it  as  the  cattle. 

*3708.  I suppose  that  an  animal  moved  along 


would. 

13710.  Do  you  think  the  risk  would  be  as 
great  with  a man  as  with  an  animal? — Yes,  quite. 

13711.  Is  there  anything  impracticable  in  such 
a case  as  I supposed,  where  it  was  the  only  dis- 
eased animal  in  the  neighbourhood,  or  would 


scheduled  and  unscheduled  countries? — When 
the  rinderpest  exists  in  a country,  I think  that 
country  should  be  scheduled. 

13725.  If  the  Privy  Council  have  any  doubt 


thsro  v™,  » «uuxu  about  the  existence  of  rinderpest  in  any  country, 

nreventwb+hp  SmCT  I03!,  occasi?ned  hJ  or  X cattle  were  brought  through  a country 
nr>i  ° . ovement  of  that  annual? — where  rinderpest  existed,  you  would  schedule 

A88  hy  ke®Pm,g  there  as  a that  country  ?— Yes,  if  rinderpest  had  existed  in 


centre  of  infection  ; it  causes  further  loss. 

13712.  What  would  the  loss  be  of  slaughtering 
the  animal  upon  the  premises  ?— The  loss  mitrht 
have  been,  perhaps,  three  or  four  pounds,  because 
the  butchers  if  they  have  an  animal  diseased  will 


the  country  where  the  animals  came  from. 

13726.  Under  those  circumstances  the  cattle 
would  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  debarkation  ? 
—Yes,  they  would. 


|,,ir  •'i  '”11’  — v.*  w.lu  13727.  Do  you  approve  of  such  regulations?— 

137i?  n }';  r tv  xel  T - n0t  ty  * at  a11-  Yes> 1 think  no  reflation  can  be  too  stringent 
U,13.  Do  you  thick  ,t  fair  to  the  public  to  as  regards  that  disease. 

13728.  Then 
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13728.  Then  if  the  Privy  Council  confine 
themselves  to  scheduling  countries  in  which  they 
have  reasonable  doubt  whether  rinderpest  exists, 
or  not,  you  would  approve  of  their  action  so  far  ? 
—Yes,  I would.  . 

13729.  Would  you  approve  ot  scheduling 
countries  where  pleuro-pneumonia  was  known  to 
exist?— No. 

13730.  Do  you  think  a 24  hours  quarantine 
would  enable  an  inspector  to  determine  whether 
an  animal  had  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  not  ? — I 
could  tell  in  one  hour  whether  an  animal  had 
pleuro-pneumonia,  or  not. 

13731.  In  what  state  would  the  disease  be  by 
that  time? — If  an  animal  shows  symptoms  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  it  is  in  such  an  advanced  stage 
that  no  amount  of  medicine  or  veterinary  skill 
would  cure  it ; when  a cow  shows  symptoms  of 
pleuro-pneumonia  her  lungs,  as  a rule,  are  solid. 

1 13732.  What  are  the  first  symptoms  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia?— The  first  symptoms  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia are  dullness  and  cessation  of  feeding, 
and  rumination. 

13733.  But  taking  a professional  examination 
of  the  animal,  what  would  they  be  ? — The  first 
symptoms  are  increase  in  the  action  of  breathing. 

13734.  What  advantage  would  inspection  be 
in  those  24  hours’  quarantine  in  determining 
pleuro-pneumonia  ? — If  a cow  was  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  when  she  came,  it  would  be 
discoverable  during  that  time. 

13735.  That  is  only  when  an  animal  had  the 
disease  in  a highly  developed  stage  ? — It  is  im- 
possible to  tell  the  disease  in  an  early  stage. 

13736.  Those  24  hours’  quarantine  would  not 
be  any  advantage  in  determining  pleuro-pneu- 
monia in  its  first  stages? — No,  not  in  its  earlier 
stages. 

13737.  Have  you  any  objection  to  a foot  and 
mouth  diseased  animal  being  shown  in  a fair  or 
market? — No,  not  the  least. 

13738.  You  said,  I think,  that  scab  was  a 
disease  very  easily  prevented  ? — It  is  very  easily 
cured. 

13739.  Would  you  have  any  objections,  if  scab 
was  discovered  in  a cargo  of  foreign  sheep,  to 
make  provision  that  they  should  be  dipped  before 
they  were  sent  inland? — I would  allow  them  to 
be  dressed  at  the  port  of  landing  before  they 
were  sent  inland. 

13740.  Do  you  think  that  that  would  be  a rea- 
sonable precaution  ? — I think  it  would  be  a safe 
precaution. 

13741.  Do  you  think  the  supply  of  calves  from 
England  to  Ireland  should  be  stopped  ? — No,  I 
think  not. 

13742.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  highly  in- 
jurious to  Ireland  to  stop  the  shipment  of  calves 
from  England  to  Ireland? — It  would  cause  a 
decrease  in  their  supply  of  fat  beef  back  again 
into  England ; those  calves  are  taken  over  and 
sent  back  again  to  England  as  fat  beasts. 

13743.  But  from  the  line  of  examination  upon 
that  point  I understood  there  was  a very  great 
risk  of  those  calves  taking  disease  from  England 
to  Ireland  ? — When  there  is  disease  in  England, 
and  those  calves  go  from  a diseased  stock,  there  is 
great  risk,  no  doubt. 

13744.  But  do  you  think  the  advantage  of 
getting  calves  is  greater  than  the  risk  caused  by 
taking  them  across  ? — I think  so,  otherwise  the 
dealers  would  not  buy  them. 

13745.  Mr.  Dent  1 You  state  that  you  are  con- 
0.58. 


nected  with  the  trade  in  Liverpool  as  well  as 
Salford?— I am. 


13746.  Are  you  a partner  with  Mr.  Verdon? — 
I am  not. 

13747.  The  trade  of  Liverpool  is  in  the  hands 
of  a very  few,  is  it  not  ? — Yes,  it  is. 

13748.  Plow  many  firms  are  there,  because  I 
tliink  1 understood  that  all  the  small  dealers  had 
been  exterminated  in  Liverpool? — They  have 
been  exterminated  from  Liverpool  on  account  of 
their  being  afraid  of  having  their  beasts  seized 
if  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease ; that  is 
one  thing  they  have  gone  away  for. 

13749.  Why  do  you  imagine  the  price  of  meat 
is  likely  to  fall,  that  it  is  not  likely  to  be  perma- 
nent?— I think  a favourable  grass  and  turnip 
season  will  cause  more  beef  to  be  fed,,  and  more 
grown,  and  we  shall  have  a fall  in  the  price. 

13750.  Do  you  go  much  about  England  and 
Ireland  ? — I go  a good  deal  about  England,  but 
not  much  about  Ireland. 

13751.  Do  you  think  there  has  been  a consi- 
derable increase  in  the  home  production  of  cattle  ? 
— Yes,  lately  there  has  been  a great  increase. 

13752.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  cattle 
producing  districts  of  the  Continent  ? — I do  not. 

13753.  Chairman.']  You  think  that  a favour- 
able grass  season  would  cheapen  the  price  of 
meat? — Yes,  I do. 

13754.  Was  not  last  season  the  most  favour- 
able grass  season  which  vve  have  had  for  yeai's  ? 
— It  was  for  grass,  but  very  unfavourable  for 
feeding  stock,  on  account  of  the  wet  and  cold 
weatliei’. 

13755.  Was  not  it  the  fact  that  the  unfavour- 
ableness of  the  season  arose  from  the  large  amount 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  which  we  had  then? — 
That  was  one  cause ; another  was,  that  cattle  do 
not  thrive  in  wet  and  cold  weather,  and  last  season 
was  a wet  and  cold  season. 

13756.  Do  you  consider  foot  and  mouth  disease 
a harmless  epidemic  ? — I do  not  consider  it  harm- 
less, but  I consider  it  impossible  to  stop  it  in  the 


country. 

13757.  It  depends  upon  wet  and  dry  weather 
more  than  anything  else? — That  is  my  opinion; 
the  disease  invariably  breaks  out  iu  a very  wet 
season.  I have  talked  t.o  other  people  in  the 
trade,  and  they  all  agree  with  me  in  that  opinion. 

13758.  Was  not  foot  and  mouth  disease  very 
general  in  1867,  when  it  was  a very  dry  season? 
— I do  not  think  it  was  general  in  our  part  of  the 
country. 

13759.  You  think  that  a milch  cow  does  not 
lose  more  than  1 upon  the  average,  from  an 
attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ? — No. 

13760.  Do  not  they  lose  a quarter  frequently? 
That  is  when  they  are  badly  milked. 

13761.  Are  not  their  milking  qualities  fre- 
quently impaired  ? — No. 

13762.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  animals 
come  back  to  the  same  amount  of  milk  as  they 
had  before  ? — Yes,  they  invariably  do  so. 

13763.  Mr.  Pell j Do  not  they  slink  the 
calves? — Yes,  it  has  a tendency  to  make  them 
abort. 

13764.  Chairman.]  How  many  cows  have  you 
had  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — During 
the  last  week  or  two  we  have  had  half-a-dozen. 

13765.  How  many  milch  cows  have  you  had 
attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia? — About  three 
years  ago  we  had  three  or  four  attacked  out  of  a 
herd  of  about  40. 

3 z 3 13766.  At 


Mr. 

S.  Lambert. 

10  July 
1873. 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


550 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  TIIE 


Mr.  13766.  At  what  intervals  were  they  attacked  ? 
i>.  Lambert.  —There  were  about  three  weeks  between  each 
case. 

10QJllly  13767.  So  that  your  coal  tar  did  notstop  those 
1°73-  two  or  three? — I think  the  disease  had  a hold  of 
them  before  we  began  to  burn  the  tar. 

13768.  Do  you  mean  that  they  were  all  con- 
taminated one  from  the  other  ?— I believe  we 
must  have  bought  an  infected  beast  to  start  with, 
in  some  way  or  other. 

13769.  Do  you  know  that  equally  successful 
results  in  killing  out  pie uro~pneumonia  have  been 
attained  by  other  means  without  burning  gas  tar  ? 
— I have  not  heard  that. 

13770.  You  think  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  spread  by  dogs  and  horses,  and  that  a bullock 
is  not  more  likely  to  carry  the  disease  than  a 
man  ? — I think  that  if  a man  goes  from  one  lot  of 
cattle  to  another  he  is  just  as  likely  to  carry  it  as 
a bullock  is. 

. 13771.  But  does  not  an  ox  continue  to  deposit 
its  saliva  as  it  walks  along  ? — It  might  a little. 

13772.  A man  would  not  reproduce  it  a6  he 
walked  along,  he  would  simply  have  what  he 
carried  upon  his  feet?— That  is  all. 

13773.  What  regulations  have  you  had  with 
reference  to  the  fat  market  in  Salford ; I suppose 
the  beasts  can  all  be  taken  out  ? — Yes. 

13774.  And  then  can  go  anywhere?  — Yes, 
those  that  are  not  diseased ; those  that  are  dis- 
eased go  elsewhere,  and  are  killed. 

13775.  If  a scabby  sheep  were  there  it  would 
have  have  to  be  killed  ? — Yes,  if  the  inspector 
saw  it,  it  would  have  to  be  killed. 

13/76.  There  is  nothing  against  a fanner  com- 
ing into  the  Sali'ord  market  and  buying  what  lie 
considered  to  be  half  fat  sheep  and  bringing  them 
back  ?— -There  are  very  few  instances  of  store 
sheep  being  bought  in  the  Salford  market  by 
farmers. 

• ^ ^^at  do  the  butchers  in  the  summer 
tune  do  with  the  sheep  which  they  buy?— Those 
winch  they  do  not  slaughter  they  turn  into  a 
Held ; the  butchers  generally  have  a field  of  their 
own  somewhere  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
town. 

. So  that  those  scabby  sliecp  could  go 

v * tliey  bc  flowed  to  go  there. 
lo7/9.  lou  think  that  the  prices  are  gene- 
rally cheaper  in  London  than  in  Salford''— 
Yes. 

137S0.  Are  you  not  aware  of  this  fact,  that 
with  regard  to  London,  live  stock  have  not  in- 
creased at  all  during  the  last  20  years,  and  that 
the  dead  meat  which  has  come  into  the  metro- 
of  that  “aiket  haS  9ua(kupled  ?— -I  am  not  aware 

13781.  You  do  uot  think  that  that  would  have 
anything  to  do  with  decreasing  the  price  of  meat? 
—it  would  have  something  to  do  with  it:  if  the 
"OkJownVaS  "rCater’  ^ie  P“ce  would  be  .sure  to 


13782.  Is  it  not  the  case  that  in  manufacturing 
towns  m the  north  they  have  a very  strong  dis- 
"ke  to  dead  meat  ?— I believe  so. 

13/83.  And  that  salesmen  and  butchers  do  all 
they  can  to  increase  that  dislike  ?— The  salesmen 
do  “2*  “’d  I do  not  flunk  the  butchers  do  at  all. 

13/84.  You  think  that  if  all  foreign  imports 
were  slaughtered  at  the  ports  we  should  uot  have 
any  stock  here  at  all  ? — I think  we  should  not. 


13785.  Are  you  aware  that  when  the 
stnctions  first  began  in  1866,  and  ,e 

whole  of  the  cattle  and  cheep  ‘ht 

countries  had  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port"1'™ 

had  the  largest  importation  that  we  eve 
That  was  during  the  time  of  the  cattle 
wll'n  I***  «a  Was  very  de  r 

13786.  I think  you  are  in  error  about  tin  . • 
the  year  1866  the  price  of  meat  fell  conJfcV 

13787.  The  price  of  meat  never  rose  above 
whereas  the  price  in  1872  was  91 
believe  it  fell  in  price  towards  the  winter  of  ir/sa 
13788  In  the  year  1871  there  were  e“L£ 
able  restrictions  on  foreign  sheen  • th™  i t 
almost  all  to  be  killed  at  the  water 'side 
they  had.  • j-es, 

13789.  In  the  latter  part  of  the  year  1871  tk, 
restrictions  were  removed?— The  restriction! 
were  removed  in  April  1871. 

13790.  Notwithstanding  the  price  being  hieher 
m 18  / . than  m 1871,  there  were  100,000  sheen 
more  imported  in  1872  than  in  1871,  so  that  that 
does  not  jn-ove  that  the  restrictions  stopped  the 
™E?rt  !~lhoy  tl‘d  not  come  to  Lancashire  in 
18,2  ; we  had  a less  supply  of  foreign  sheep  in 
Lancashire  m 1872  than  m 1871 ; we  had  an  im- 
mease  importation  m 1871. 

13791.  And  there  were  no  restrictions  then? 
— ihc  restrictions  began  iu  June  1872,  on  ac- 
count of  the  cattle  plague  breaking  out  at  Hull 
13/92.  I suppose  Manchester  depends  very 
U|.'0U  Irish  Btoclc  ?— Very  largely- 
13/ Jo.  It  is  m consequence  of  its  being  so 
near  Ireland  that  Irish  stock  goes  to  Manchester 
rather  than  comes  to  London? — I suppose  that 
is  the  cause,  and  the  high  price  as  well;  the  price 
regulates  the  supply.  1 

13794.  And  in  consequence  of  London  bein* 
so  much  easier  of  access  to  the  Continent,  the 
greater  portion  of  the  stock  from  the  Continent 
comes  to  London? — It  is  not  easier,  so  far  as  my 
experience  goes ; wc  can  bring  sheep  from  the 
Comment  as  cheap  to  Manchester  as  to  London, 
within  a very  few  pence. 

13/95.  1 am  not  speaking  about  the  cost,  but, 
coming  by  water,  it,  is  easier  for  them  to  go  to 
London  than  it  is  to  Manchester  ?— It  is  easier. 

13796.  Mr.  Cawley.]  Your  answer  with  regard 
to  the  number  of  slice])  having-  fallen  oft' had 
reference  to  the  supply  in  Liverpool  and  Mau- 
chcster,  had  it  not? — It  had  reference  to  the 
balford  market. 

13/97.  As  regards  the  comparative  price  in 
London,  as  a matter  of  fact,  the  butchers  do  come 
from  Manchester  to  London  to  buy  cattle,  and 
take  them  back  again  to  the  Salford  cattle  mar- 
ket?— Yes. 

13798.  Chairman .]  Do  they  buy  English  as 
well  as  foreign  cattle  ? — They  buy  English  as 
well  as  foreign  cattle,  in  the  spring  months  espe- 
cially. * ° 

13/99.  Mr.  lJell.~\  Was  not  it  constantly  the 
practice,  before  the  foreign  trade  became  a large 
trade  in  England,  for  men  to  come  up  from  the 
manufacturing  districts  to  purchase  cattle  in 
London  ? — No  it  was  the  opposite  way  before;  I 
thmk  the  men  brought  cattle  from  Liverpool 
and  Manchester  to  sell  in  London  before  the 
cattle  plague  began. 
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Mr.  George  Woodcock,  called  in;  and  Examined. 

13800.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright .]  You  are  from  Shef-  13813.  What  has  happened  to  the  Scotch  meat  Mr.  (•_ 
field,  are  you  not? — lam.  daring  the  last  two  or  three  weeks? — We  have  Woodcock. 

13801.  What  is  your  occupation  there  ? — I am  not  any  Scotch  meat  sent  to  us.  

butcher  and  cattle  dealer.  _ 13814.  Do  you  think  there  has  been  any  diffi-  10  July 

13802-  Have  you  a large  business? — Yes,  a culty  with  regard  to  that? — I should  think  there  jS73- 
crood  trade.  . had  been. 

° 13803.  Have  you  been  in  business  there  for  a 13815.  But  supposing  that  meat  could  be 
long  time? — For  more  than  30. years.  brought  in  good  condition  from  Hull  to  Sheffield, 

13804.  Your  interest  in  this,  question,  so  far  and  that  compulsory  slaughter  did  not  lessen  the 
as  I understand  it,  is  that  you  wish  for  free  trade  import  of  meat,  it  would  probably  be  injurious  to 
in  cattle  ; you  wish  cattle  to  come  to  Sheffield,  the  butchers  of  Sheffield  in  any  case  ? — Yes. 
and  not  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports? — We  do.  13816.  It  would  injure  their  trade,  would  it 
13805.  That  is  your  chief  interest  in  this  ques-  not  ? — It  would, 
tion? — It  is  my  chief  intei'est,  and  has  been  for  13817.  It  might  injure  the  butchers  without 
some  time.  . injuring  the  trade  ? — It  might. 

13806.  What  is  your  objection  to  cattle  being  13818.  You  contend  that  it  injux-es  both? — 
slaughtered  at  the  ports?— There  are  many  rea-  Yes,  our  inspectors  now  are  very  particular,  more 
sons  which  I could  give,  but  I will  endeavour  to  so  than  they  used  to  be.  I am  not  going  to  say 
give  you  one  or  two;  I do  not  mean  to  say  but  they  are  more  particular  than  they  ought  to  be; 
that  it  is  very  inconvenient  to  the  butchers  for  if  meat  is  unsound,  it  is  unsound ; if  they  come 
the  stock  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports,  and  then  and  find  a quarter  of  beet,  no  matter  of  how  good 
to  be  conveyed,  say  70  or  80  miles,  which  is  the  a quality,  if  it  is  green,  it  is  condemned  at  once, 
distance  of  the  nearest  port  from  our  town  ; the  13819.  Is  there  any  dead  meat  coming  from 
meat  is  not  so  nice,  and  there  is  a difference  in  the  Hull  to  Sheffield  at  the  present  moment  ? — There 
price,  owing  to  the  conveyance  of  it ; I think  I are  some  ports  which  are  open ; they  bring  beasts 
am  rightly  informed,  at  least  from  my  experience  to  Sunderland  and  Newcastle,  and  round  about 
of  it,  it  costs  twice  or  a little  over  to  bring  a beast  there,  and  we  get  some  of  them  alive,  and  if  we 
dead  to  what  it  would  alive  ? — Is  that  so.  can  get  them  alive,  we  shall  not  buy  them  dead, 

13807.  A truck  costs  us  2Z.,  and  you  can  put  most  certainly, 
eight,  and  sometimes  nine  animals  in  it ; say  eight  13820.  Have  you  ever  had  much  dead  meat 
at  5 s.  each;  I am  speaking  of  from  Hull  to  Shef-  brought  from  Hull  to  Sheffield? — We  have  a 
field,  which  is  the  nearest  port  we  have,  and  good  deal. 

Liverpool  is  about  the  same  ; if  you  bring  a 13821.  Chairman .]  How  many  miles  is  it 
camass  of  beef  it  costs  11 5.  from  Sheffield  to  Hull  ? — I think  it  is  75  miles. 

13808;  Instead  of  5s.? — Yes.  13822.  Mr.  J.  Bright.']  In  bringing  that  dead 

13809.  A live  animal  costs  5s.  and  a dead  meat,  have  the  trains  been  punctual?  — Not 
animal  costs  11s.  ? — Yes.  always. 

13810.  What  would  that  be  upon  1 lb.  of  13823.  Sometimes  they  are  very  unpunctual, 
meat? — It  is  not  perhaps  such  a great  deal  upon  are  they  not? — Sometimes  they  have  been  de- 
1 lb.  of  meat,  but  taking  a truck  of  beasts  together  layed  very  much. 

it  makes  a difference ; I was  giving  that  as  one  13824.  That  would  make  the  distance  equal 
of  the  reasons  why  I object,  but  the  main  reason  to  half  as  much  again,  would  it  not  ? — It  would 
is  the  meat  not  being  so  nice ; I know  it  has  been  make  it  rather  awkward,  indeed.  I know  one  or 
said  here  this  afternoon,  How  is  it  that  they  two  cases  in  which  railway  companies  have  had 
should  send  dead  meat  from  Scotland  at  all  times  to  compensate  the  owners  of  the  meat, 
of  the  year?  If  it  is  the  same  with  them  as  it  is  13825.  You  say  that  there  has  been  a good 
at  Sheffield  it  is  not  so  nice  as  it  would  be  if  deal  of  dead  meat  from  Hull  to  Sheffield  ? — 
killed  at  home ; we  do  have  good  beasts ; I have  Yes. 

seen  some  sides  of  beef  which  have  been  con-  13826.  Has  there  been  much  in  summer  as  well 
demned;  the  beasts  would  have  been  worth  24 Z.  as  in  winter  ? — No. 

or  25  Z.,  and  they  have  been  condemned  by  the  13827.  In  the  spring  and  autumn  you  may 
inspectors  when  they  got  to  Sheffield,  and  have  sometimes  have  very  damp  and  close  oppressive 
been  boiled  down.  days? — Yes,  we  do. 

13811.  Chairman.']  Did  they  come  fi*om  Scot-  13828.  Then  it  would  be  very  unpleasant  ? — 
land? — No,  from  IIull;  and  there  is  another  The  meat  would  look  soft,  but  still  it  would  keep 
thing:  you  were  talking  of  the  slaughter-houses  longer  than  in  the  middle  of  summer  consider- 
at  Hull ; I have  been  there,  and  when  you  get  ably. 

10  or  12,  or  15  beasts  killed  in  those  small  places  13829.  Then  you  think  it  would  be  of  great 
|t  is  impossible  for  it  to  keep  ; the  meat  is  packed  consequence  to  Sheffield  to-  have  cattle  coming  to 
before  it  is  cool,  and  it  is  sent  up  by  railway,  and  the  interior  from  Hull  ? — W e do ; I might  say 
it  it  is  warm  weather  the  carcasses  are  scarcely  that  I am  the  president  of  our  association,  the 
worth  anything;  that  is  the  case  with  #many  of  Butchers’  Association;  we  have  had  several 
* meetings,  and  we  have  been  unanimous  upon  the 

13812.  Mr.  J.  Bright."]  May  that  be  from  a question ; it  is  not  the  first  time  that  I have  been 
want  of  proper  convenience,  and  a want  of  space  to  London  upon  this  question ; I have  been 
m the  slaughterhouse  1 — That  would  help  a little,  before  Mr.  Forster  before  now,  and  seeing  as  we 
but  with  such  weather  as  we  have  had  these  last  think  that  the  country  is  not  infected,  it  seems 
two  or  three  weeks,  very  damp  weather,  with  very  hard  to  me,  as  there  does  not  appear  to  be 
thunder  about,  it  is  an  impossibility.  I saw  two  any  disease  in  the  country,  that  the  Government 
good  calves  which  came  from  Hull  on  Monday  should  be  trying  to  put  any  restrictions  upon  the 
which  were  condemned.  trade. 

0.58.  3 z 4 13830.  Chairman .Q 
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13830.  Chairman .]  What  country  do  you  refer 
to  ? — I mean  our  own  country,  and  other  coun- 
tries; I believe  restrictions  have  been  recently 
taken  off  from  one  or  two  countries  which  were 
scheduled  before. 

13831.  Mr.  Jacob  ftright.]  Do  you  get  many 
sheep  from  Hull  ? — Not  many. 

13832.  How  is  it  that  you  do  not? — Because 
we  do  not  get  beef,  and  we  do  not  care  to  go  over 
unless  we  can  get  both  beasts  and  sheep ; if  I 
were  to  go  myself,  if  I could  get  beef,  I should 
go  and  buy,  but  simply  to  buy  sheep  I do  not 
go. 

13833.  Mr.  Dent.']  Perhaps  you  do  not  care 
so  much  about  foreign  sheep  as  they  do  in  Lan- 
cashire ? — There  are  some  of  them  very  good 
ones. 

13834.  Chairman.]  Do  you  know  the  Sheffield 
market  ? — Yes,  I do. 

13835.  Do  not  the  foreign  sheep  from  Hull 
come  to  your  market  in  the  same  way  that  they 
do  to  Salford  ? — A few ; it  is  not  so  large  a 
market  as  Salford  market. 

13836.  Are  you  not  rather  particular  in  having 
a very  good  class  of  meat  in  Sheffield,  as  a rule, 
in  comparison  with  other  towns? — I should  think 
perhaps  we  are. 


my  own  market;  I may  add  that  X believe  a 
class,  the  butchers  would  bear  almost  mhd 


tered  at  the  ports,  and  not  coming  into  tkirl'^’i 
towns,  than  anything  else.  nu 

13842.  One  of  the  inconveniences  which  vm. 
mentioned  first  was,  depending  upon  whether  it 

was  a regular  or  a casual  market  ? Yes 

13843.  I suppose  wc  should  all  agree  that 
butchers  would  not  like  to  go  a hundred  mile 
upon  the  chance  of  there  being  somethin*  to  he 
sold  when  they  got  to  the  end  of  the  journey 
but  my  question  was,  whether  or  not  the  meat 
could  be  slaughtered  and  conveyed  in  ordinary 
weather  without  injury  ? — I admit  that  it  could 
be  got  to  Sheffield  sweet ; but  I do  not  think  it 
would  look  as  well,  or  keep  so  long  by  a long 
time,  as  it  would  at  home  ; there  is  no  question 
of  that. 


13844.  Mr.  Dent.  1 Do  not  some  of  the  West 
Riding  butchers  send  meat  to  London  ?— Some- 
times, perhaps,  at  the  back  end  of  the  year,  when 
there  are  many  sheep  coming  out  of  the  west,  and 
so  on. 


13837.  Therefore,  perhaps  you  do  not  care  so 
much  for  the  ordinary  description  of  foreign 
sheep  as  other  towns  do  ? — Perhaps  not. 

13838.  I understand  you  to  say  that  the  diffe- 
rence between  live  and  dead  meat  is  this,  that 
whereas  a live  bullock  is  worth  almost  double 
what  it  i3  dead,  they  charge  you  double  the 
price  for  half  the  weight  ?—  Yes,  that  is  so. 

. 13839.  Mr.  Cawley.]  Have  you  any  customers 
m London  to  whom  you  send  meat  from  Shef- 
field ?— No. 

13840.  Do  you  know  any  families  who  do  get 
their  meat  from  Sheffield  ? — No. 

13841.  Ordinarily  speaking,  with  proper  pre- 
cautions with'!  reference  to  killing  meat,  that  is 
to  say,  precautions  with  reference  to  the  character 
of  the  slaughter-house,  and  allowing  the  meat 
properly,  to  cool  before  being  packed,  do  you 
think  it  is  impossible  to  send  dead  meat  a hundred 
miles  without  its  being  injured  in  ordinary  wca- 
tlier  ?— -I  do  not ; but  there  are  several  reasons, 
as  I said  before ; I believe  with  proper  care  it 
will  travel  in  ordinary  weather,  perhaps  not  at 
Midsummer,  as  then  it  will  go  very  soon  indeed, 
and  at  the  price  that  meat  has  been  at,  that  is  a 
very  serious  loss,  and  a loss  to  the  country  as 
well;  take  myself,  for  instance;  I want  five  beasts 
a week  myself,  on  the  average,  .for  my  own 
cutting  ; it  would  not  do  for  me  to  go  to  Hull ; 
when  I got  to  Hull  it  might  happen  that 
the  packet  had  not  arrived,  and  that  I had  left 


13845.  You  have  come  here  to-day  to  speak 
entirely  to  the  foreign  trade,  and  the  inconve- 
nience of  slaughter  at  the  ports  ?— Yes. 

.13846.  What  is  it  that  you  wish  to  have  ?— I 
wish  that  there  should  be  every  precaution  taken ; 
and  I agree  with  Mr.  Lambert,  that  wherever 
there  is  a country  where  there  is  disease,  it 
should  be  scheduled,  and  that  the  cattle  should 
not  come  a yard  beyond  the  port  ; or  if  the  cattle 
had  to  come  across  a country  which  had  the 
disease,  it  should  be  just  the  same ; but  I do 
think  that  where  a country  is  free,  and  inspected 
by  intelligent  and  business-like  men,  the  cattle 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  come  to  inland  towns  from 
that  country. 

13847.  By  “ the  disease  ” you  mean  the  cattle 
plague,  do  you  not? — Yes,  I do. 

13848.  You  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
adopt  restrictions  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia ? — No;  not  the 
same  as  with  respect  to  rinderpest,  it  is  not  so 
fatal  a disease  ; and,  as  far  as  I could  see,  I have 
not  seen  foot  and  mouth  disease  lately. 

13849.  It  has  almost  ceased  now,  has  it  not? 
— Yes;  I was  at  the  Wakefield  market  yester- 
day, and  I did  not  see  one  animal  which  had  any- 
thing like  it. 

13850.  Was  there  much  Irish  stock  in  the 
Wakefield  market  yesterday  ? — Yes,  there  was  a 
little;  they  were  chiefly  from  Lincolnshire,  and 
Ireland,  and  Yorkshire. 


Mr.  William  Brown,  called  in ; and  Examined. 


13851.  Mr.  Cawley.]  You  are  a Butcher  and 
Cattle-dealer  m Salford,  are  you  not?— I am. 

13852.  And  have  been  for  how  long  ?— Twen'tv- 
rour  years  for  myself. 

13853.  How  many  beasts  and  sheep,  upon  an 
average,  do  you  purchase  per  week?— I should 
say  from  70  to  100  beasts,  and  from  300  to  500 
sheep  and  lambs  a week. 

13854.  How  many  of  those  do  you  slaughter 
yourself . About  one -half,  and  sometimes  morp 
than  one-half. 

13855.  You  slaughter  from  40  to  50  beasts  a 


week,  do  you  not  ? — About  40  beasts  a week 
upon  the  average,  taking  the  12  months. 

13856.  How  many  sheep  do  you  slaughter 
upon  the  average  ? — Some  weeks  about  150,  and 
some  weeks  about  300 ; it  just  depends  upon  the 
market. 

13857.  Slaughtering  so  many,  do  you  sell  them 
all  in  carcases  ?— -Yes,  all  in  carcases ; I do  not 
retail  any. 

13858.  Are  those  chiefly  consumed  in  Man- 
chester and  Salford,  or  do  they  go  to  the  sur- 
rounding 
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rounding  towns?— Stockport,  and  the  surround-  of  the  trade  away  from  it;  instead  of  increasing,  Mr. 

in*  towns.  a3  other  markets  have  done  since  they  com-  W.  Brown. 

“gggg.  Bury  and  Rochdale? — Yes;  and  any  menced,  it  has  been  decreasing.  

people  that  we  may  have  coming  from  there.  1387G.  The  supply  to  the  Liverpool  market  to  July 

1 13860.  How  is  the  dead  meat  sent  ? — Some  by  has  been  decreasing,  has  it  not,  whatever  the  l873- 
rail  and  some  butchers  come  to  the  market  with  cause  may  be? — Yes,  since  these  men  came  into 
their  own  pony  traps,  and  they  go  away  and  the  market. 

they  take  the  meat  with  them.  13877.  With  regard  to  the  difference  in  the 

13861.  What  would  be  the  greatest  distance  range  of  prices  between  London  and  Lancashire, 

which  they  would  take  it  in  that  way  ? — They  is  that  a matter  which  you  have  paid  attention 

would  take  it  from  eight  to  ten  miles  in  pony-  to?— Yes;  I have  a brother  who  has  always 

carts.  gone  the  Liverpool  market,  and  he  generally 

13862.  The  towns  which  you  supply  have  all  buys  in  the  north ; but  this  year  the  London 

direct  communication  by  railway  to  Manchester  market  has  been  cheaper  than  any  other  markets ; 

and  Salford,  have  they  not? — Yes.  he  has  come  to  London  all  this  year,  for  four 

13863.  With  regard  to  the  Liverpool  market,  months  out  of  the  six,  at  any  rate, 
do  you  know  that  well? — I know  it  well;  I do  ^ 13878.  Occasionally,  as  it  seems  to  have  been 
not  think  I have  missed  going  there  10  times  in  this  year,  you  were  lower  in  Salford? — Yes; 
the  last  23  years.  this  week  my  brother  came  back,  and  did  not 

13S64.  You  buy  cattle  there? — I buy  cattle  there,  buy  anything  in  the  London  market.  Lastweek 

13865.  Some  of  those  cattle  which  you  buy  he  had  40  beasts  and  some  sheep,  but  on  Mon- 
there  you  sell  in  the  Salford  market,  do  you  not  ? clay  lie  did  not  buy  anything  in  it,  and  he  said 
— Yes.  that  he  could  buy  them  just  as  cheap  in  Man-  * 

13S66.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  mode  adopted  Chester, 
by  the  inspectors  there  with  regard  to  foot  and  13879.  You  have  heard  Mr.  Lambert’s  evi- 
mouth  disease,  have  you  anything  to  say  with  dence  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; do 
reference  to  that? — I think  it  is  a very  bad  plan  you  agree  with  him  generally,  or  are  there  any 
indeed;  I never  saw  it  in  any  other  market  only  points  upon  which  your  differ? — I agree  with 
there;  the  police  go  there  with  two  veterinary  him  upon  that  subject;  I think  there  is  nothing 
surgeons;  they  walk  into  the  market,  one  of  them  which  can  stop  foot  and  mouth  disease  from 
with  a couple  of  towels  in  his  belt,  and  they  go  coming  on  to  the  land. 

through  all  the  beasts  in  the  market,  and  if  they  13880.  What  do  you  say  to  the  movement  of 
think  there  is  a doubt  about  au  animal  they  open  stock  ? — I think  that  in  the  case  of  foot  and 
its  mouth  and  examine  it,  and  they  keep  on  exa-  mouth  disease  you  ought  to  allow  them  to  go 
mining  all  the  animals  in  the  market  like  that.  I wherever  they  think  proper  to  be  slaughtered 
do  not  tliink  that  they  ever  seem  to  wash  their  within  a few  days.  I think  there  ought  to  be  no 
hands.  I think  that  is  a very  good  mode  of  com-  restrictions  upon  them. 

municating  the  disease  to  all  other  beasts  if  .they  13881.  The  prices,  at  all  events,  have  increased 
find  any  with  disease  upon  them.  in  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire  very  much,  have 

13867.  You  think  that  is  a very  good  mode  of  they  not? — Yes. 
inoculating  the  other  beasts  with  disease? — Yes,  13882.  Can  you  say  from  memory,  taking  the 

I do.  last  25  years,  or  from  the  commencement  of  your 

13868.  You  never  saw  that  done  in  any  other  being  in  business,  what  has  been  the  average 
market? — Not  in  any  other  market  that  I increase? — I should  think,  what  I could  buy 
was  in.  when  I commenced  business,  22  years  ago,  for 

13869.  Do  not  they  examine  the  beasts  in  other  1,000  L,  would  now  cost  me  from  2,500 1.  to  2,700 l.' 
markets? — I do  not  think  I ever  saw  them  exa-  I was  buying  heifers  when  I first  commenced 
mine  the  cattle  in  any  other  markets ; at  Salford  business  for  3i  d.  per  lb.,  or  for  a year  or  two 
I have  seen  a man  examine  an  animal ; if  he  could  under  4 d. ; now  I have  given  10  d.  per  lb.  just 
see  that  it  was  diseased  without  opening  its  mouth,  lately. 

he  would  send  it  away  ; but  if  it  has  not  been  so  13883.  With  regard  to  the  retail  price,  what  is 
that  he  could  see  it,  without  opening  its  mouth,  it  ? — I cannot  say  much  about  that,  I am  not  in 
he  has  not  said  anything  at  all  about  it.  the  trade. 

13870.  Perhaps  they  are  not  inclined  to  be  so  13884.  It  has  not  increased  quite  so  much  r — 
sharp  in  the  Salford  market? — They  were  not  so  Nothing  like  it:  I think  I never  saw  the  butchers 
sharp  as  the  county  police,  who  came  into  the  so  poor.  I never  knew  them  to  be  so  poor 
Liverpool  market.  as  they  are  at  the  present  time ; that  is  to  say, 

13871.  Are  they  county  police  in  the  Liver-  the  people  who  retail  the  meat, 
pool  market? — Yes;  the  market  is  outside  the  13885.  The  butchers  are  not  so  well  off  as  they 
borough.  were? — They  have  not  been  able  to  make  their 

13872.  Chairman.']  Is  the  Stanley  market  in  money  out  of  the  meat.  This  year  has  been  the 
any  way  a store  market  ? — There  are  a few  at  worst  I ever  knew  for  them,  I think, 
times  there;  people  may  come  in  the  spring  of  13886.  With  regard  to  dead  meat,  have  you 
the  > ear,  and  a few  sheep  might  go  out  of  the  paid  any  particular  attention  to  the  transport  of 

market  for  store  purposes,  but  very  few.  dead  meat? — Yes,  I have ; it  comes  regularly  to 

13873.  But  not  cattle  ? — No.  me  to  sell  now. 

13874.  Mr.  Cawley.]  The  Irish  store  cattle  do  13887.  You  sell  other  meat  besides  that  which 
not  come  there? — No;  if  anything  went  out  for  you  lull,  do  you  not? — Yes. 
feeding  it  might  be  a few  Scotch  sheep.  13888.  Where  do  you  get  it  chiefly  from  ? — ' 

13875.  Has  this  mode  of  examination  in  the  Mine  has  generally  come  from  Hull. 

Stanley  market  had  any  effect  upon  the  supply  to  13889.  Have  you  any  from  Liverpool? — No. 

the  market,  in  your  judgment  ? — I should  think  it  13890.  Is  it  all  foreign  ? — They  are  the  foreign 

has  brought  it  down  to  nearly  half  of  what  it  was  beasts  which  were  not  allowed  to  come  inland, 
some  time  ago ; it  has  taken  a good  third  at  least  unless  dead. 

0.58.  & 4 A 13891.  Do 
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Mr.  13891.  Do  you  buy  it,  or  is  it  sent  to  you  to  are  kept  worse  there  than  in  any  other 

V.  Hr  own.  sell  on  commission?— It  is  sent  to  me  to  sell  on  England.  county 

io~37lv  comm'ssion.  13905-  Mr.  Pell]  When  you  say  tW 

i87<*  13892.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  -what  loss  kept  worse,  do  you  mean  that  they  are  not  f 

'*'■  per  pound  does  that  involve? — There  is  nearly  well  ?—  They  are  not  fed  so  well ; they  milk  rt!  S° 
2d.  per  pound  difference  between  the  beasts  all  through  the  summer,  and  then  at  tl 
which  are  killed  in  our  market  and  the  beasts  end  of  the  year  they  are  in  calf  again-  \ 
coming  from  Hull  dead.  great  many  of  the  dairy  farms  thSy  rivetllj?  * 

] 3893.  You  infer  from  that,  that  if  those  beasts  little  hay,  but  not  much,  and  most  of  the  f Cm  8 

had  been  sent  to  Manchester  alive,  and  killed  keep  them  out  of  doors  as  lono-  as  they  no^lT 

there,  you  could  have  sold  them  from  1 %d.  to  2d.  can  at  the  back  end  of  the  year  and  { .j.sMbV 

per  pound  more  ? — From  Hrf.  to  2d.  per  pound  comes  a hard  time,  and  they  have’ to  brine  th  ** 

more.  up,  there  is  not  one  in  10  who  will  give  them 

13894.  Do  you  think  that  is  due  to  causes  anything  besides  hay ; in  some  places 'thev  ™ 
which  are  in  any  way  preventible  ? — No ; it  give  them  straw.  ^ ma^ 

might  not  make  much' difference  in  the  winter,  13906.  Your  business  is  to  buv  live  stock  ] 
when  meat  could  go  very  easily  by  rail,  and  take  kill  them  and  sell  them  in  the  carcass  ?— Ym  o i 
very  little  harm,  if  it  took  any.  live  cattle  as  well.  5 ana 

13895.  Do  you  know  the  slaughterhouses  at  13907.  That  has  not  been  a losing  business  I 
Hull?— Yes  ; I have  been  in  them'.  hope  ? — I have  not  broke  many  times  ’ 

13896.  Are  they  everything  that  you  could  13908.  Would  not  the  introduction  of  the  trade 
wish  as  a butcher  ?— No ; they  are  in  the  old  in  dead  meat,  if  it  was  brought  into  competition 
• part  of  the  town,  and  are  very  old,  tumble-down  with  yours,  be  likely  to  interfere  with  the  pros 
places,  as  far  as  I could  see.  pects  of  your  own  particular  business? -Not  at 

13897.  Taking  all  these  things  into  con-  I would  as  soon  sell  dead  meat  on  commis- 
sideration,  and  with  your  experience,  what  should  as  anything  else  ; but  of  all  the  people 

you  say  would  be  the  general  deterioration ; or  “ave  known  who  have  been  dealers  in  dead 
is  it  your  opinion  that  under  any  circumstances  meat  from  Hull,  or  any  other  place,  I should  think 
there  must  be  deterioration,  and  if  so,  what  with  mne  out  of  every  10  have  failed  in  it. 
meat  coming  by  railway  ? — It  must  be  a great  13909.  You  do  not  look  upon  them  as  very 
loss  to  any  person ; the  meat  is  not  so  good  by  dangerous  opponents ; they  were  not  strong 
having  to  come  so  far;  and  when  the  butcher  enough  in  the  back?-— No;  because  the  people 
gets  it  into  his  hands  to  cut  it  up,  he  cannot  cut  w 10  can  Se^  *be  Irish  beasts  to  come  alive 
it  up  to  the  same  advantage  as  he  can  a beast  cau  a“Vays  face  the  bringing  in  of  any  dead 
which  is.  killed  at  home.  The  meat  is  not  so  meat. 

firm,  owing  to  the  shaking,  and  its  coming  upon  13910.  But  still  it  would  be  a dangerous  com- 
the  railway.  And  another  thing  is,  that  when  it  petition,  .would  it  not,  if  any  dead  meat  was 
gets  to  a family,  and  is  placed  upon  the  dish,  it  brought  in  by  any  arrangement  from  Hull?— 
will  not  cut  so  firm  ; it  gives,  owing  to  its  being  ^ s>  they  could  bring  it  in  so  as  to  show  like 
shaken  upon  the  line,  and  more  so  at  this  time  the  meat  we  kill  at  home,  no  doubt  people  would 


of  year  than  any  other 


13898.  Do  you  attribute  that  to  the  shaking 


not  care  about  the  meat  being  killed  at  the 


01-  to  the  packing  ?— To  the  siiaking'ani'tolhl  „ 139U;  fi*  5™.  'hink  there  is  no  fear  about 
transit  of  it ; they  cannot  bring  it  so  well  Ule  m?“  “TeinS killed  at  ™ ports  competing  with 

13899.  With  regard  to  tfe  scab  in' sheep,  yTa?7v  ...  , „ 

what  do  yousay  with  reference  to  that  disease  ? . “9  u.  1 on  stud  the  meat  went  up  to  the  small 

—1  think  there  is  so  little  of  it  existing,  that  it  is  f — Yes ; some  as  high  as  Stockport  and 

not  much  thought  about.  I should  think  I have  „ 

seen,  for  the  lost  12  months,  20,000  sheep  a week,  Itq  m ,?  ■ 8/— Yes'  , , , , 

and  in  ,,11  the  20,000  1 have  not  noticed  100  in  i l,914’  “ “ “ unusual  practice  for  aided 

all  the  markets  put  together  with  scab  in  them  “““her  and  his  friends  to  sit  upon  that  meat,  is 
13900.  Do  yon  think  that  the  nature  of  the  bl“  W°uU  401t“7 

disease,  and  the  means  to  cure  it,  are  such  as  wj,  S*  .. . , ..  . . . ... 

ought  to  make  it  aground  for  slaughtering  them?  u J,  S*?  - Do  yof  P'Y  ,a-ea 
-NO ; I think  so  little  of  it,  that  you  might  let  ■“!  ^t.4  ^ ,r°m  Hu“ 

it  go  certainly ; it  is  a disease  which  will  tnread  ? , wluo1? 18  ho“e  ly  ?“?  “a  hf 

if  S is  neglected ; no  person  lias  it  unless  he  has  J"  * f 88  way  “,w  ’wh  7»u  know  it  is  dealt  with 
a bad  shepherd,  or  something  of  that  sort.  fe , ^ , m,e“  .?  Jo  ri?5  ,tllmk  80i  ,th? 

loQoi  n.|  v , _ * , shaking  for  50  or  60  miles  would  be  a great  deal 

thinw  rtls  * i““?A'-It  P°  y0“  k“0Br  “I-  worse  tllai1  £ve  or  six  miles  iu  a cart. 

Chegh’ “ * 0heakn!?— 1 know  a Me  about  13916.  Now,  taking  the  meat  which  is  not 
mono ' rv.,i,i  ,,  , . fetched  by  local  traders,  but  which  you  would 

, f’n  . y°V  te^  the  Committee  what  send  by  railway  to  the  surrounding  towns,  is 
they  thatpaekedin  baskets  or  cloths  ?— Whenever  it 
stock  in  plicqlil  -o  t lm  C ^ey  feed  very  little  is  going  in  a town  the  sheets  are  spread  in  a cart, 
SS  f ; ere  r/ew  dair?  farms-  1 the  meat  is  put  into  the  cart  ipon  them. 

fe?dL  TeI  ^n4  t0  do  13917-  B“‘>  going  by  railway,  how  is  it 

TnZ*  \ -tbere  are  ver^  P^bed  ?— It  is  packed  in  sheets  before  it  leaves 
lew  sheep  in  the  county  of  Cheshire.  the  market. 

rfwffu?  f'7  I'a'’e.“  8reat  ^ oi  13918.  And  then  it  is  put  into  the  meat  van? 

„ ■ y if  “ sreat  “any  OOW8>  “ bc“g  — 1 d°  not  think  they  have  many  meat  vans 

Si ^ H5'ow,re  tleSeCO'mlty-4  n about  Manchester;  it i put  into  some  of  the 

13904..  How  are  the  cows  kept ; are  they  very  trucks, 
careful  in  keeping  them  ?— I sTiould  think  they  13919.  Is  it  put  in  indiscriminately  along  with 

the 


13913.  In  carts? — Yes. 

13914.  It  is.not  an  unusual  practice  for  a local 
butcher,  and  his  friends  to  sit  upon  that  meat,  is 
it  ?— It  is  possible,  but  they  would  not  do  it  any 
good  by  doing  so. 

13915..  Do  not  you  think  that  meat  might  be 
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the  cargo? — No,  not  with  the  cargo;  but  I do 
not  think  they  have  any  proper  meat  vans  in 
Manchester,  but  they  would  put  the  meat  into 
trucks  by  itself. 

13920.  How  far  is  Hull  from  Bury  ? — It  is 
about  31  miles  from  Manchester,  and  about  a 
hundred  or  more  from  Hull. 

13921.  How  far  is  Bury  from  Manchester? — 
About  eight  miles. 

13922.  Then  your  meat  receives  about  one- 
twelftli  the  shaking  that  the  meat  coming  from 
Hull  would  ? — Out  of  the  140  beasts  there  would 
not  be  more  than  two  which  would  go  as  far  as 
Bury  or  Stockport. 

13923.  But  still  that  meat  would  receive  one- 
twelfth  the  shaking  in  that  way  ? — Yes. 

13924.  The  effect  of  that  is  to  make  it  very 
tender,  as  I understand  ? — No  ; that  is  not  so. 

13925.  You  said  it  would  make  it  very  soft? 
— That  is  a very  different  thing. 

13926.  Is  it  not  the  practice,  when  you  get 
a tough  beefsteak,  to  beat  it  ? — I do  not  know 
whether  it  does  any  good  or  not.  I have  heard 
of  cooks  doing  that ; Dut  I do  not  think  that  that 
will  improve  it. 

13927.  You  know  that  a good  deal  of  meat 
of  the  very  tenderest  and  choicest  quality  comes 
up  from  Aberdeen,  and  it  does  not  suffer  from 
shaking? — It  would  be  better  if  it  came  alive. 

13928.  It  is  so  good  that  nobody  has  ever 
wished  to  have  anything  better  ? — Perhaps  they 
have  not  tried  the  other  way ; however  far  it 
comes,  it  is  better  to  come  alive  than  dead. 

13929.  Do  you  know  why  the  trade  in  live 
meat  has  fallen  off,  and  the  trade  in  dead  meat 
has  increased,  from  Aberdeen  to  London  ? — I do 
not  think  it  lias;  I should  say  it  has  not.  I 
really  do  not  know,  but  I am  certain  of  one 
thing,  that,  wh  ere  ver  the  meat  comes  from,  it  is  less- 
ened in  value  by  being  shaken  about  in  coming. 
If  there  is  more  dead  meat  sold  now  in  London 
than  there  previously. was,  I should  think  it  can- 
not be  from  anything  else  except  from  being 
obliged  to  be  killed  at  the  ports,  and  come  up 
dead,  I cannot  speak  to  that,  but  in  the  other 
markets  the  dead  meat  trade  does  not  increase. 

13930.  If  there  be  this  positive  advantage  in 
sending  up  meat  alive,  do  not  you  think  that  so 
keen  a people  as  the  Scotch  would  have  dis- 
covered that.  There  is  no  obligation  to  kill  the 
meat  at  Aberdeen? — I have  known  people  in 
Liverpool  who  have  gone  into  the  dead  meat 
trade,  but  they  have  not  prospered  by  it.  I 
knew  a man  at  Berwick,  who  went  into  the 
dead  meat  trade ; but  he  has  gone  to  the  wall 
at  the  finish;  it  was  supposed  that  he  could 
make  a little  more  of  the  skins. 

13931.  Then  it  would  seem  to  be  that  the 
longer  the  journey  the  better  the  people  could 
carry  on  the  business,  because  Aberdeen  is  half 
as  far  again  as  Berwick  ? — I do  not  know  anyone 
who  has  prospered  by  the  dead  meat  trade. 

13932.  Do  you  know  anything  about  foreign 
cattle  abroad  ? — I do  not  know  very  much  about 

13933.  Do  you  know  the  price  of  meat  abroad? 
— I do  not. 

. 13934.  You  do  not  know  that  the  price  of  meat 
is  rising  very  rapidly  upon  the  Continent? — I 
know  it  is  very  dear  upon  the  Continent,  but  I 
have  no  fixed  idea  of  it. 

13935.  You  believe  that  the  present  arrange- 
ments made  for  the  foreign  cattle  trade  rather 
restrict  the  importation  than  otherwise  ? — Yes,  1 

0.58. 


believe  the  people  who  send  beasts  cannot  make  Mr. 
anything  like  the  same  money  as  they  could  if  W.  Brawn* 
they  were  to  come  to  the  English  markets  alive.  TT 

13936.  And,  therefore,  the  foreigner  does  not  10o_u  ^ 
send  them  in  the  same  number  as  he  would  if  18'3‘ 
they  were  allowed  to  come  inland? — No;  we 
should  have  more  foreign  beasts  in  the  Man- 
chester market  if  the  restrictions  were  taken  off. 

13937.  In  other  words,  we  have  less  foreign 
beasts  under  the  restrictions,  and  then  as  a matter 
of  consequence  abroad  they  have  more;  they 
have  more  left  in  the  country;  that  would  be 
true,  would  it  not  ? — I should  think  that  would 
be  so. 

13938.  And  still,  in  the  face  of  all  that,  meat 
gets  dearer  and  dearer  upon  the  Continent? — I 
could  not  say  that;  I daresay  it  may,  if  the 
population  increased  I do  not  see  why  it  should 
not  get  dearer  there. 

13939.  Is  it  not  lair  to  argue  from  that  that 
the  increased  price  is  not  due  primarily  to  the 
restriction  which  the  Government  have  felt 
obliged  to  put  upon  the  trade  ?— The  restrictions 
have  been  one  great  thing. 

13940.  But  the  English  restrictions  do  not 
exist  abroad,  and  still  meat  has  got  very  much 
deai’er  abroad? — But  we  should  have  had  meat 
cheaper  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  restrictions. 

13941.  But  would  you  admit  that  when  we 
had  the  sharpest  restrictions  of  all,  which  was  in 
the  year  1866,  meat  was  unusually  cheap? — I do 
not  know'  about  that ; we  sold  some  meat  dear 
then ; it  got  cheaper  towards  the  finish,  but  in 
the  beginning  of  the  year,  in  March,  we  sold 
some  meat  very  dear. 

13942.  Mr.  Dent.']  But  one  reason  for  the 
lower  price  during  the  rinderpest  time  was,  that 
people  were  killing  all  the  beasts  for  fear  of  rin- 
derpest ? — Yes. 

13943.  And  the  English  beasts  came  into  the 
market  not  in  very  prime  condition  ? — They  came 
in  very  poor  condition. 

13944.  Did  I understand  you  to  say  that  25 
years  ago  you  had  bought  heifers  for  about  3 d. 
a lb.  ? — Y es,  from  3 d.  to  4 d. 

13945.  That  is  about  3 s.  6d.  per  imperial 
stone  ?— We  buy  by  the  score  with  us. 

13946.  That  would  be  5 s.  a score  ? — Yes. 

13947.  What  were  the  small  Irish  heifers  from 
grass  sold  for  ? — Small  Irish  heifers  from  grass, 
and  large  Irish  heifers  (I  think  in  1848  or  1849 
there  were  plenty  of  Irish  heifers)  of  eight  score 
sold  for  about  from  8 Z.  to  9 Z.  a piece ; there  was 
none  better. 

13948.  Were  they  fed  in  Ireland? — Yes,  they 
were  fed  in  Ireland. 

13949.  The  Liverpool  market  has  decreased, 
you  say  — Yes. 

13950.  Has  the  Salford  market  then  increased 
while  Liverpool  has  decreased  ? — Salford  has  in- 
creased within  the  last  few  years ; it  has  in- 
creased more  through  Liverpool  than  it  would 
have  done. 

13951.  The  supply  of  stock  for  the  manufac- 
turing districts  has  not  decreased,  has  it  ? — No, 
not  about  Manchester ; the  Manchester  market 
has  kept  increasing  this  last  few  years. 

13952.  Mr.  Cawley.]  Are  you  speaking  of 
beasts  ? —Yes ; last  year,I  think,  the  Manchester 
market  would  have  decreased,  but  up  to  last  year 
I think,  the  Manchester  market  has  been  in- 
creasing very  much  in  numbers. 

13953.  Both  in  beasts  and  sheep? — I should 
think  it  would  not  have  increased  in  sheep  since 

4 A 2 1868  ; 
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Mr.  1868  ; that  would  have  been  the  largest  year  we 
IF.  Brown,  have  had  in  Manchester;  that  was  a very  hot,  dry 
— T-.  year,  and  there  was  a very  large  number,  which 

made  very  little  more  than  their  skins,  I should 
l873-  think. 

13954.  The  supplies  from  Ireland  of.  fat  stock 
have  not  decreased,  have  they  ? — They  have  into 
Liverpool  and  Manchester. 

. 13955.  To  what  do  you  attribute  the  great 
rise  in  the  price  of  meat?— I should  think,  for 
one  thing,  the  consumption  is  greater;  and  be- 
yond that,  the  quantity  of  meat  has  not  increased 
to  the  same  extent  as  the  consumption. 

13956.  I suppose  the  consumption  of  meat  has 
very  greatly  increased? — Yes,  it  has. 

13957.  Do  a number  of  people  now  eat  meat 
who  did  not  eat  meat  formerly? — Yes  ; I knew 
plenty  of  places  25  years  since  where  they  used 
to  get  it  about  once  a week  or  once  a month,  but 
now  they  want  it  once  or  twice  a day. 

13958.  Is  not  there  a difference  in  the  class  of 
animals  that  they  require  ; I am  told  that  those 
very  fat  Lincolnshire  sheep  which  used  to  sell  so 
well  in  the  manufacturing  districts  will  not  sell 
now? — They  are  worth  per  pound  least  of  any- 
thing which  comes  into  the  market. 

13959.  The  artizan  and  the  labouring  class 
who  used  to  buy  the  fat  mutton  will  not  buy  it 
now  ; they  want  smaller  and  leaner  mutton  ? — 
In  Bolton  and  Wigan  where  the  colliers  are,  and 
where  the  fat  mutton  used  to  be  sold,  most  of  the 
people  will  not  take  it,  and  it  cannot  be  sold  in 
any  town  out  of  Manchester  like  it  used  to  be. 

139G0.  All  that  has  a tendency  to  increase  the 
smallness  of  the  weights  and  improve  the  quality  ? 
— Yes;  if  you  have  a nice  small  sheep  you  can 
sell  it  at  9 d.  or  9£  d.  per  lb.;  but  il  you  have  a 
fat  Lincolnshire  sheep  it  would  be  much  if  you 
made  7 d. 

13961.  The  prosperity  of  the  country  has  had 
a great  effect  upon  the  increase  of  prices,  has  it 
not? — Yes,  no  doubt. 

13962.  Your  population  has  increased  in  num- 
bers as  well  as  in  wealth,  has  it  not? — Yes.  it 
has.  I think  what  has  made  meat  get  so  dear  is, 
that  the  population  has  increased  so  much  faster 
than  the  beasts  and  sheep  have  increased  in 
number. 

13963.  Do  you  deal  much  in  English  stock  ?— 
Yes. 

13964.  Do  you  find  that  the  supplies  of  home 
stock  cattle  and  sheep  have  kept  up  to  the  mark  ? 
— Yes,  I think  this  last  twelvemonths  or  two 
years,  Wakefield  market  has  been  much  better 
supplied  with  Lincolnshire  and  Yorkshire  beasts, 
and  round  that  district,  than  I ever  knew  before ; 

I have  not  gone  much  further  up  the  country 
than  that.  3 

13965.  Then  I understand  that  you,  like  the 
former  .witness,  wish  to  have  the  foreign  trade 
unrestricted,  unless  there  is  absolutely  rinderpest 
rn  a foreign  country  ?— Yes,  either  rinderpest  or 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

13966.  Would  you  schedule  a country  if  they 
had  pleuro-pneumonia  in  it?— I would  have  all 
the  cattle  slaughtered  in  it  at  once,  just  the  same 
as  in  the  case  of  rinderpest. 

13967.  As  I understood  the  last  witness,  and 
I suppose  you  mean,  the  same,  if  it  was  declared 
that  rinderpest  existed  in  any  country,  vou 
would  have  all  foreign  beasts  from  that  country 
slaughtered  at  the  port  where  they  were  landed  ? 
—Yes,  if  there  was  any  beast  came  out  of  a 
foreign  country  where  there  was  rinderpest,  I 


would  have  them  all  slaughtered  at 

",T31988°Vll0'Vt'’em  “ B°  i”1“1  1 1 

13968.  Supposing,  as  itwa.  at  the  close 

last  war,  there  was  cattle  plao-ue  in  t le 

that  France,  which  had  bien a free  “* 

placed  in  the  scheduled  list ; I suppose  von  Wn 
consider  that  that  was  right?-?S  T sClT”  “ 
13969.  Would  you  So  the  s«e  ifh’ 
declared  that  there  was  pleuro-pneumonia  exit! 
ing  in  that  country  P-Yca,  I would  not  aC 
those  cattle  to  go  inland  anywhere  where  , . 
was  cattle.  eie 

13970.  Then  you  would  adopt  a stricter  rol. 
than  is  adopted  at  present,  because  at  nresmt 
animals  are  allowed  to  come  from  countries  whs,, 
pleuro-pneumonia  exists,  and  if  there  is  no  anima 
affected  found  in  the  cargo,  they  are  allowed  t„ 
go  all  over  the  country?— At  present  they  will 
allow  yon  to  take  a heart  with  pleuro-pneumonia 
anywhere,  but  if  it  is  foot  and  mouth  disease 
will  not.  " 

13971.  I think  you  are  wrong  about  that  !_ 
No;  1 had  a case  of  that  myself. 

13972.  Because  they  did  not  Hud  yon  out 
perhaps? — No,  the  police  found  it  out;  the 
veterinary  surgeon  told  me  that  there  was  a 
beast  which  had  the  lung  disease,  and  I was  told 
I could  be  allowed  to  take  that  away  anywhere 
but  if  it  had  been  foot  and  mouth  disease  I could 
not. 

13973.  Was  that  a Salford  policeman?— No 
that  was  a county  policeman. 

13974.  Chamnan.}  You  mean  that  you  could 
remove  that  to  the  nearest  slaughterhouse  for 
immediate  slaughter?— Yes.  I could  remove  that 
animal  to  a slaughterhouse  four  or  five  miles  off, 
whereas,  if  it  had  been  foot  and  mouth  disease 
I could  not  have  removed  the  animal  out  of  the 
field. 

13975.  You  agree  with  the  previous  witness, 
that  you  would  have  no  restrictions  upon  footand 
mouth  disease  ? — No ; I would  have  restrictions 
upon  foot  and  mouth  disease  if  I thought  you 
could  only  stop  it,  but  I do  not  think  there  are 
any  restrictions  which  you  could  put  on  it  which 
would  stoj)  it  from  going  through  the  country. 

13976.  The  last  witness  complained  of  one 
centre  having  been  kept  up  for  some  time;  if 
there  had  been  only  that  one  centre,  do  not  you 
think  that  was  better  than  having  10  or  a dozen? 
— If  they  could  have  kept  it  to  that,  it  would 
have  been  a very  good  job,  but  if  it  comes  to  wet 
weather  it  will  not  stop  in  one  place. 

13977.  You  think  it  springs  up  anywhere?— 
Yes ; during  these  last  six  weeks  it  has  been 
rather  drier  and  better  weather,  and  I have  not 
seen  a beast  in  the  market  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  for  the  last  six  weeks  or  two  months. 

13978.  Do  you  agree  with  the  last  witness, 
that  meat  is  dearer  in  Manchester  than  it  is  in 
London  ? — I do. 

13979.  Your  butchers  come  down  and  buy, 
not  only  foreign  cattle,  but  English  cattle? — Yes, 
the  Norfolk  cattle. 

13980.  Why  do  not  your  butchers  come  down 
to  Norwich-hill  and  buy  cattle  there,  instead  of 
our  sending  bullocks  up  to  London,  and  then 
their  going  all  the  way  up  to  Manchester?— 
Some  of  them  do,  but  they  would  rather  go  to 
this  market,  because  they  can  meet  both  foreign 
and  Norfolk  cattle;  you  could  soon  overstock 
Norwich  market;  you  could  very  soon  make  it 
dearer  than  this  market. 

13981.  They  do  not  apparently  take  much 
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pains  about  the  delivery  of  meat  by  rail  in  your 
district ; they  do  not  have  vans  to  hang;  it  up  m 
the  same  as  they  do  from  Scotland  ?— No. 

13982.  Almost  all  the  meat  which  comes  from 
the  West  of  England,  or  the  North  of  Scotland, 
is  hung  up  in  vans?— We  have  not  the  same 
accommodation  for  the  dead  meat  trade  in  Man- 
chester as  they  have  there. 

13983.  Do  your  customers  who  come  and  take 
meat,  say  eight  or  10  miles  by  roacl,  buy  any 
edible  offal ; that  is  to  say,  the  heart,  the  head, 
the  liver,  and  the  tongue  ? — No,  those  are  always 
sold  in  Manchester,  we  do  not  give  them  the 
chance ; if  I killed  a thousand  beasts  a week,  I 
could  sell  the  offal  of  them  in  Manchester  very 
easily  ; the  offal  is  a very  easy  thing  to  sell. 

13984.  There  is  a constant  demand  for  it  in 
Manchester,  is  there  not  ?— Yes,  any  quantity  of 

13985.  Mr.  Pell.']  You  stated  that  the  rise  in 
the  price  of  meat  was  due  very  much  to  the  in- 
creased wealth  of  the  people  ? — Yes. 

13986.  Do  you  think  that  it  is  attributable  also 
to  the  great  waste  which  goes  on  in  the  consump- 
tion of  meat? — Yes,  I think  we  waste  as  much 
meat  in  England  as  they  eat  in  Germany. 

13987.  Is  there  any  difficulty  in  selling  breasts 
of  mutton  now  ; do  you  know  whether  they  are 
ever  absolutely  flung  away  from  want  of  sale  ? — 
No,  I should  say  they  would  take  breasts  of 
mutton,  at  the  price  meat  has  been  during  the 
last  few  months. 

13988.  And  shins  of  beef? — Yes,  they  would. 

13989.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  hear  what 
I have  witnessed  in  Yorkshire,  namely,  shins  of 
beef  being  flung  out  to  the  hogs  to  eat  ? — -I  would 
be  surprised ; it  is  time  for  them  to  give  over 


butchering  in  that  neighbourhood;  I should 
think  that  in  that  country,  25  years  ago,  they 
hardly  knew  what  meat  was  to  eat;  my  brother 
went  into  the  Craven  country  a few  years  since, 
and  he  was  on  a farm  of  over  300  acres,  and  when 
he  came  home  we  asked  him  if  he  ever  ate  meat, 
“ Yes,”  he  said,  “ once  there  was  a lamb  died, 
and  we  ate  it.” 

13990.  Chairman.]  Do  you  think  that  the 
diseases  amongst  sheep  and  cattle  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  increase  of  the  price  of  meat  ? — 
There  is  no  doubt  about  it ; I think,  myself,  that 
if  it  was  not  for  disease  (and  foot  and  mouth 
disease  has  most  to  do  with  it),  we  should  have  a 
greater  weight  of  meat  in  the  same  cattle. 

13991.  Do  you  think  that  the  very  dry  seasons 
of  1868  and  1870  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
present  high  price  of  meat  ? — I think  they  had  ; 
there  were  many  lambs  came  out  of  Lincolnshire 
that  year,  and  we  would  not  give  8 s.  a piece  for 
them  unless  the  skins  were  worth  6 s.,  because 
there  was  no  meat  on  them ; they  were  so  poor 
they  did  not  get  over  it,  not  one  in  10.  If  a man 
bought  100  lambs  he  had  hard  work  to  get  10  out 
of  them. 

13992.  Mr.  Cawley .]  With  regard  to  the  meat 
brought  from  Hull,  does  that  come  by  luggage 
train  ? — Yes. 

13993.  Do  you  know  what  time  that  is  upon 
the  journey  ? — It  leaves  Hull  about  10  at  night, 
and  is  due  in  Manchester  at  seven  in  the 
morning.  . 

13994.  Is  that  meat  packed? — Yes,  it  is  packed 
in  sheets  and  put  in  vans.  ■ 

13995.  It  is  about  twice  the  time  of  an  ordinary 
quick  train,  is  it  not  ? — Yes,  it  is. 


Mr. 

W.  Brown. 
10  July 

1873. 
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Monday , 14 th  July  1873. 


MEMBERS  PRESENT : 


Mr.  James  Barclay. 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright. 
Mr.  Callan. 

Mr.  Cawley. 

Mr.  Clay. 

Mr.  Dodson. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster. 


Mr.  Kavanagh. 
Mr.  Monsell. 
Mr.  O’Conor. 
Mr.  Pell. 

Mr.  Clare  Read. 
Mr.  Tipping. 


The  Right  Honourable  WILLIAM  EDWARD  FORSTER,  in  the  Chair. 


Mr.  James  "W" ebb,  called  in  5 and  Examined. 


1 3996.  Mr.  Clare  Read.']  You  are  a Member 
of  the  Royal  Y eterinary  College,  I believe  ? — 
I am. 

13997.  Are  you  practising  in  connection  with 
your  father  at  Bishop’s  Stortford  ? — I am. 

13998.  Youi  father  is  also  a member  of  the 
Royal  Veterinary  College,  is  he  not? — Pie  is. 

13999.  He  has  been  in  practice,  I suppose, 
some  years  ? — About  35  years. 

14000.  How  long  have  you  passed  your  exa- 
mination ?— Three  years  last  April. 

14001.  Have  you  been  practising  since  then? 
— Yes,  all  the  time. 

14002.  Did  you  attend  the  Metropolitan  Cattle 
Market  upon  the  27th  May  1872  ? — I did. 

14003.  And  upon  the  following  Monday,  June 
3rd?— I did. 

14004.  And  upon  the  following  Monday,  June 
10th?— I did.  J 

14005.  What  did  you  go  there  for ; were  you 
professionally  engage  d there  ?— I was  engaged  to 
go  there  by  Mr.  Waller. 

14006.  W hat  is  Mr.  Waller  ? — I believe  lie  is 
secretary  to  the  Home  Cattle  Defence  Associa- 
tion. 

14007.  He  sent  you  there  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  whether  there  were  any  foreign  cattle 
affected  with  disease  there,  did  he  not? — Yes, he 
did. 

14=008.  We  will  take  the  10th  June,  which  was 
the  last  of  your  visits;  what  did  you  observe  upon 
that  day?— I detected  a great  number  of  Dutch 
and  Spanish  cattle  suffering  foot-and-mouth 
disease. 

14009.  About  how  many? — There  were  up- 
wards of  30  beasts  and  several  calves. 

14010.  Were  they  Dutch  calves,  or  what  sort 
of  calves  were  they  ?— They  were  Dutch  calves. 

14011.  There  were  Dutch  and  Spanish  cattle 
to  the  number  of  upwards  of  30  affected  with 
foot-and-mouth  disease  ? — There  were. 

14012.  Did  you  examine  those  cattle? — I did 
very  carefully,  both  the  mouths  and  the  feet. 

14013.  So  much  so  that  somebody  rather  ob- 
jected to  your  inspection  ? — Yes,  the  owners  of 
the  cattle  became  very  disagreeable  to  me  after 
they  found  out  what  I was  doing. 

14014.  You  have  seen  a good  deal  of  foot-and- 


mouth  disease,  I suppose,  not  only  there,  but  in 
other  parts  of  England  ? — I have. 

14015.  You  could  not  be  mistaken  as  to  what 
it  was  ? — Certainly  not. 

]4016.  You  are  quite  certain  that  those  cattle 
were  suffering  from  disease  ? — Quite  so. 

14017.  Was  it  a bad  form  of  the  disease  ?— In 
most  instances  it  was  in  its  worst  form. 

14018.  How  long  do  you  apprehend  the  disease 
had  been  upon  those  cattle  ?— I could  safely  say 
that  they  had  had  it  nine  or  ten,  or  even  more 
days  than  that ; but  I could  quite  say  ten  days. 

14019.  Then  I siqipose  that  being  on  the  Mon- 
day they  would  be  newly-imported  cattle  ?— Yes, 
I understand  they  are  all  freshly-imported  cattle 
which  come  on  Mondays. 

14020.  How  long  do  you  suppose  the  disease 
is  m developing  itself  in  the  usual  way  ?— The 
average  time  is  from  48  hours  to  three  days; 
sometimes  I have  known  it  a week ; but  that  is 
the  average. 

14021.  In  those  instances,  you  seem  to  be  very 
positive  that  they  could  not  have  contracted  the 
disease  in  this  country? — No,  not  unless  they 
had  been  in  the  country  upwards  of  10  or  12 


14022.  Did  you  direct  anybody’s  attention  to 
the  fact  of  those  cattle  being  diseased? — Yes,  I 
went  to  the  inspector,  Mr.  Rayment. 

. 14023.  And  you  directed  the  attention  of  the 
inspector  to  those  cattle  ? — I did. 

14024.  What  did  he  do?— As  soon  as  I . in- 
formed him  of  it,  he  said  that  he  should  not  let 
me  point  them  out  to  him,  but  that  he  should  go 
round  at  his  usual  time,  and  inspect  them  him- 
self.- 


14025.  What  time  of  the  morning  was  this? — 
It  was  about  half-past  five. 

14026.  W ere  those  cattle  soon  afterwards  re- 
moved ? — Yes,  many  of  them  were ; they  were 
selling  them  quickly. 

14027.  Did  you  hear  anything  about  an  officer 
of  the  Privy  Council  coming  ? — I did.  I heard 
that  there  was  one  sent  down,  but  he  did  not 
come  until  the  afternoon,  when  the  cattle  were  all 
gene. 

14028.  Were  they  taken  away  by  purchasers 
to  their  slaughterhouses  ? — Yes,  I got  some  one 

to 
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to  watch  them  to  see  whether  they  were  sold  or 
not,  and  when  I came  back  the  person  told  me 
that  the  animals  were  gone ; he  did  not  follow 
them  up  as  I told  him. 

14029.  That  was  upon  the  10th  J une.  Have 
you  any  memorandum  at  all  of  what  occurred 
upon  the  3rd  June  ? — I have  not. 

14030.  Have  you  any  memorandum  of  the 
27th  May  ? — No  ; I have  one  of  the  30th  May. 

14031.  That  is  to  say,  you  wrote  upon  the 
30th  about  what  you  had  seen  upon  the  27th  ? — 
Yes. 

14032.  What  did  you  see  upon  the  27tli  May? — 
I saw  a great  many  animals  affected  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease.  As  nearly  as  I can  say  there 
were  between  50  and  60  Dutch  and  Spanish 
cattle,  but  the  greater  number  were  Dutch. 

14033.  Should  you  say  that  they  were  in  an 
advanced  state  of  the  disease  or  not  ? — Yes,  the 
greater  number  of  them  were. 

14034.  Did  you  see  any,,  sheep  suffering  from 
scab  at  all,  upon  any  of  your  visits  ? — I did. 

14035.  Upon  any  of  those  three  Mondays  ? — 
Upon  the  10th  of  June. 

14036.  What  did  you  see  upon  the  10th  of 
June  ?— I saw  several  sheep  affected  with  scab. 

14037.  What  sort  of  sheep  were  they  ? — Foreign 
sheep. 

14038.  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  Dutch 
or  German,  or  what  ? — I do  not  know. 

14039.  Did  you  call  anybody’s  attention  to  that 
fact  ? — I did  not. 

14040.  Was  the  disease  sufficiently  developed 
for  you  to  detect  it  without  very  much*  trouble  ? 
— It  was  very  little  trouble,  because  the  animals 
were  scratching  and  rubbing  themselves  against 
the  posts  of  the  pens  they  were  in. 

14041.  Do  you  suppose  those  cases  must  have 
escaped  the  notice  of  the  inspector  when  the 
sheep  were  landed  ? — I should  imagine  so. 

14042.  You  do  not  suppose  the  disease  was 
developed  between  the  time  of  their  inspection 
and  the  time  of  their  being  in  the  market? — 
Certainly  not. 

_ 14043.  Nor  yet  the  cases  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  ? — No,  1 am  sure  of  it. 

14044.  Did  you  see  any  English  cattle  affected 
with  foot-and-mouth  disease  when  you  were 
there  ?— I did  not  go  amongst  those  ; I was  only 
requested  to  go  amongst  the  foreigners. 

14045.  You  have  been  there  since,  and  have 
not  made  any  further  report,  I believe  ? — I have 
been  once  there  this  year,  but  I did  not  make 
any  report. 

14046.  You  did  not  see  anything  to  report 
upon  ?— I did  not. 

14047.  You  do  not  constantly  visit  this  Metro- 
politan Market,  but  only  when  you  are  specially 
sent  ? — That  is  so. 

14048.  Chairman.']  Did  you  make  any  com- 
munication to  Mr.  Rayment,  the  Inspector  of  the 
Metropolitan  Cattle  M arket  ? — I did.  I went  to 
him  personally. 

14049.  Do  you  remember  what  day  you  did 
that? — The  10th  of  June. 

14050,  I have  a letter  here  from  him  to  Mr. 
Cope,  in  which  he  states  that  when  you  informed 
him  on  the  10th  of  June  of  the  disease  existing 
among  the  Dutch  cattle,  " I at  once  carefully  re- 
examined them,  and  I could  not  find  any  evi- 
dence of  the  existence  of  disease  amongst  them ; ” 
did  he  inform  you  that  he  had  done  that? — I have 
not  spoken  to  him  since. 

0.58. 


14051.  What  are  the  other  days  you  mention 
besides  June  10th?— The  27th  May  and  3rd 
June. 

14052.  Mr.  Clare  Read.]  Had  your  father 
previously  been  at  the  Metropolitan  Market  ?— 
He  had. 


14053.  Did  he  make  any  report  about  disease 
there  ? — He  did. 

14°54.  Chairman.]  Did  he  make  a report  to 
Mr.  Rayment? — He  made  a report  to  Mr. 
Waller. 

14055.  Was  any  report  made  to  the  inspector 
of  the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market? — No. 

14056.  I find  that  Mr.  Rayment  upon  referring 
to  his  book  upon  Monday,  May  27th,  and  June 
3rd  and  10th,  says  that  no  case  of  disease  was 
recorded ; but  he  remembers  your  informing  him 
of  some  Dutch  beasts  being  affected  on  10th  June 
1872,  and  he  states  that  m consequence  of  your 
information  he  carefully  re-examined  those  animals, 
and  could  not  find  that  they  were  affected  with 
disease;  but  you  were  not  aware  of  that  re- 
examination?— I did  not  know  that  he  had  re- 
examined them  ; he  said  that  he  should  go  round 
the  market  at  his  usual  time. 

14057.  Do  you  at  all  recollect  how  many 
Dutch  beasts  there  were  in  the  market  on  the 
10th  of  June? — No,  I do  not  remember  the 
number. 

14058.  Mr.  Rayment  states  that  there  were 
but  few  Dutch  beasts  in  the  market  upon  that 
day,  and  probably  all  the  beasts  had  been  landed 
in  24  hours  ? — I do  not  know  that. 

14059.  Have  you  had  any  communication  with 
Mr.  Cope  ? — No,  I have  not. 

14060.  Were  you  aware  that  our  inspector,  Mr. 
Cope,  was  sent  down  to  examine  into  the  matter  ? 
— I heard  afterwards  that  there  was  an  official 
from  the  Privy  Council  who  went  down  to  in- 
spect them,  but  that  was  in  the  afternoon. 

14061.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  these 
Dutch  beasts  which  were  in  the  market  upon 
June  10th,  had  been  left  over  from  the  previous 
market  day  ? — I do  not  know  that  they  had. 

14062.  Should  you  imagine  that  they  had  or 
not  ?— I have  no  idea  about  that. 

14063.  Are  you  aware  that  the  Dutch  beasts 
which  were  in  the  market  on  June  10th,  of  which 
I am  told  there  were  43,  had  passed  three  different 

g»rt  inspectors,  namely,  19  of  them  by  Thames 
aven;  19-8  by  Harwich;  and  16  by  Brown’s 
Wharf?— I have  understood  that  they  were  in- 
spected at  the  other  side  of  the  water  and  this  ; 
but  I do  not  know  where. 

14064.  But  you  were  not  aware  that  those 
animals  had  undergone  three  different  inspec- 
tions ? — No. 

14065,  Mr.  Barclay.]  Have  you  any  doubt 
about  the  fact  of  these  animals  being  affected  with 
foot-and-mouth  disease  ? — Not  the  slightest 
14066..  What  were  the  symptoms  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  which  these  animals  manifested 
exteriorly  ? — They  were  exceedingly  lame  ; I saw 
them  when  they  were  coming  up  the  road ; the 
men  had  great  difficulty  in  getting  them  along ; 
I saw  them  tied  up,  and  I then  examined  their 
mouths,  and  I looked  at  some  of  their  feet  when 
they  would  let  me,  and  there  were  the  vesicles 
which  you  see  upon  the  tongue  and  the  roof  of 
the  mouth,  and  in  front  of  the  pad  of  the  upper 
jaw,  and  I found  the  vesicles  had  cicatrised,  that 
is  to  say,  there  was  a scab  over  them. 

14067.  Showing  that  the  animals  were  in  cer- 
4 A 4 tain 
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tain,  cases  recovering  from  the  disease  ? — They 
were  recovering,  of  course. 

14068.  That  is  to  say,  all  the  primary  symptoms 
had  been  developed  ? — The  primary  symptoms 
had  been  developed ; this  was  in  quite  an  ad- 
vanced state  of  the  disease. 

14069.  The  animals  had  passed  the  primary 
symptoms  of  the  disease,  and  were  either  on  their 
way  to  recovery,  or  to  taking  the  secondary 
symptoms  ? — The  vesicles  were  cicatrised  over, 
which  they  usually  are,  about  the  ninth  or  tenth 
day. 

14070.  And  if  those  animals  were  fresh  im- 
ported animals  they  would  have  been  affected 
with  the  disease  before,  or  about  the  time  of 
leaving  the  port  of  shipment  in  Holland ; 
assuming  that  it  was  about  five  or  six  days  pre- 
viously ? — That  would  be  so. 

14071.  Did  you  say  in  your  examination-in- 
chief that  there  were  Spanish  cattle  offered  with 
foot-and-mouth  disease  in  the  market? — They 
were  chiefly  Dutch. 

14072.  Were  there  any  Spanish  ?— -Yes. 

14073.  In  what  stage,  do  you  recollect,  was  the 
disease  with  respect  to  the  Spanish  cattle  ? — In 
most  of  the  cases  I should  say  that  the  cattle  had 
had  it  from  7 to  12  days. 

14074.  You  think  that  the  Spanish  animals 
had  been  labouring  under  the  disease  in  its  in- 
cipient form  for  a period  of  not  less  than  seven 
days? — Quite  so. 

14075.  You  reported  to  Mr.  Rayment,  the 
market  inspector,  that  you  saw  those  animals 
affected  with  the  disease  ? — I did. 

14076.  Did  Mr.  Rayment  go  along  with  you 
to  inspect  the  animals  ? — No. 


14077.  Did  he  make  any  observation 
aaid  no.  more  than  that  he  should  go  round  at  hit 
usual  time,  and  inspect  them.  s 

14078.  He  did  not  come  along  with  you  to  in 
spect  the  animals  ? — He  did  not.  * m' 

14079.  Did  you  ask  him  to  come  ? — I did. 

14080.  And  he  declined  to  come  until  hi' 
usual  time  for  going  round  and  examining  ? 
Yes.  5 1 

14081.  Are  you  aware  how  long  afterwards  it 
was  that  he  dtd  take  h,s  round  ?-B.  commenced 
about  half  an  hour  afterwards  ; ho  commenced 
about  six  o’clock. 

14082.  Did  those  cattle  remain  for  his  exami- 
nation?— No;  several  of  them  had  gone  before 
he  came  round. 


14083.  Were  any  of  those  affected  with  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  left  for  his  examination?-— 
There  were ; and  he  passed  over  them,  and 
scarcely  took  any  notice ; he  merely  walked  past 
them. 

14084.  Did  you  point  out  to  him  the  affected 
animals  ? — I did  not,  after  he  refused  to  come 
with  me ; I have  not  seen  him  to  speak  to 
since. 

14085.  Did  you  find  foot-and-mouth  disease  in 
the  market  on  the  other  days  when  you  examined 
the  animals  there  ? — I did. 

14086.  Chairman .]  You  never  examined  the 
English  beasts? — I never  went,  amongst  them. 

14087.  Do  you  know  how  long  these  Spanish 
beasts  had  been  in  the  country  ? — I have  not  any 
idea,  but  I have  always  understood  that  they 
have  freshly-imported  ones  for  the  Monday’s 
market. 


Mr.  Cl  \.re  Sewell  Read,  a Member  of  the  Committee ; Examined. 


14088.  Chairman.]  I understand  that  there 
is  some  evidence  which  you  would  wish  to  give 
with  regard  to  the  working  of  the  Contagions 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  in  Norfolk  ? — That 
is  so. 

14089.  With  regard  to  the  first  application  of 
the  Act  of  1869  to  Norfolk,  I suppose  it  was  in 
the  same  year  ; how  did  you  set  to  work  to  carry 
the  Act  out? — I think  that  the  Act  was  passed  in 
August  1869,  and  at  that  time  the  cattle  plague 
committee  had  tendered  its  resignation,  and  wc 
had  no  local  authority.  The  Privy  Council  sent 
down  orders  to  the  different  cattle  plague  in- 
spectors, who  were  appointed  under  the  Cattle 
Plague  Act,  and  those  men  of  their  own  accord, 
after  the  instruction  from'  the  Privy  Council, 
went  about  the  country  inspecting  all  cases  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  of  which  there  were  se- 
veral in  the  district  at  that  time ; and  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  considering  that  they  had  acted  without 
their  authority,  thought  that"  the  Privy  Council 
who  had  set  them  to  work  ought  to  pay  them, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  the  majority  of  them 
have  never  been  paid  at  all. 

14090.  When  you  say  that  there  was  no  local 
authority,  there  surely  was  a local  authority  in 
Norfolk  by  the  Act,  as  there  was  for  every  other 
place  ?— 1 pointed  out  at  the  time  in  the  House, 
that  as  a great  number  of  the  cattle  plague 
committees  had  been  abolished,  there  was  no 
chance  of  the  Act  coming  into  operation  until  the 
Michaelmas  Quarter  Sessions. 

14091.  But  by  the  Act  the  Justices  in  general, 


or  the  Quarter  Sessions  assembled,  were  consti- 
tuted the  district  local  authority  in  Norfolk,  as 
well  as  in  other  places? — Just  so,  but  as  I say, 
they  could  not  meet  until  the  Quarter  Sessions  at 
Michaelmas,  consequently  between  the  passing 
of  the  Act  and  the  meeting  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions at  Michaelmas,  the  Privy  Council  put  the 
Act  in  force. 

14092.  Was  it  your  opinion,  or  the  opinion  of 
the  gentlemen  in  Norfolk,  that  there  was  no 
authority  under  whom  those  inspectors  acted? — 
Simply  the  authority  of  the  Privy  Council  who 
had  sent  them  down  instructions. 

14093.  By  instructions,  you  mean,  I suppose, 
the  forms  which  were  sent  all  over  the  kingdom  ? 
—Yes,  quite  so.  They  acted  upon  those  instruc- 
tions, and  visited  all  over  the  country  for  the 
foot-and-mouth-disease. 

14094.  Had  you  the  latter  part  of  Section  4 
before  you  at  the  time  when  you  came  to  that 
opinion;  had  you  your  attention  drawn  to  the 
fact  that  the  last  words  of  that  section  saved  the 
powers  of  committees  then  in  existence  ? — Yes, 
but  then  the  committee  did  not  exist.  We  of 
the  cattle  plague  committee,  had  been  dismissed 
some  mouths  previously. 

14095.  By  what? — By  the  Quarter  Sessions. 
I mention  this  fact  to  show  that  the  county  of  Nor- 
folk put  the  Act  in  force  as  soon  as  it  could,  that 
is  to  say,  at  the  Michaelmas  Quarter  Sessions. 

14096.  Then  there  was  a committee  appointed 
at  the  Michaelmas  Quarter  Sessions? — At  the 
Michaelmas  Quarter  Sessions  17  magistrates  were 

appointed 
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appointed  by  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and  19  boards 
of  guardians  were  asked  to  send  one  representative 
each  to  the  committee,  which  they  did.  They 
appointed  a sub-committee  of  five  members,  com- 
posed of  three  magistrates  and  two  farmers.  The 
General  committee  meets  perhaps  once  in  six 
months,  or  once  a year,  and  the  sub-committees 
meet  very  frequently;  one  of  the  members  of 
the  sub-committee  attending  at  the  office  every 
Saturday.  . 

14097.  Then  in  1869  you  sent  up  a memorial 
or  an  opinion  to  the  Privy  Council  with  regard  to 
the  Foot-and-Mouth  Disease  Orders,  did  you  not? 
—We  did ; that  is  to  say,  with  reference  to  those 
Orders  which  had  been  just  issued ; we  had  a very 
laro-e  outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth  disease,  and  we 
found  it  impossible  to  put  the  pleuro-pneumonia 
rules  in  force,  which  I think  was  the  substance  of 
the  Order. 

14098.  That  was  the  Order  in  which  in  con- 
sequence  of  representations  from  some  counties, 
■we  issued  general  instructions  to  the  . local 
authorities  to  put  in  force  rules  somewhat  similar 
to  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules? — Yes. 

14099.  And  that  was  the  Order  which  we 
found  in  consequence  of  representations  from 
Norfolk,  and  from  other  counties,  that  it  was 
desirable  to  cancel,  and  in  place  of  that  to  give 
an  opportunity  to  the  local  authority  to  pass 
Orders  if  they  thought  fit?— Yes,  quite  so;  we 
thought  that  the  Orders  which  had  been  issued 
by  the  Privy  Council  were  very  good  in  cases  of 
small  outbreaks;  but  that  when  an  outbreak 
became  so  universal  as  it  did  in  Norfolk,  we 
could  not  enforce  it. 

14100.  That  Order  being  replaced  by  the 
power  to  issue  Orders,  have  you  ever  used  that 
power  ? — We  have  done  so  ; we  have  issued  a 
special  Order  to  say  that  no  cattle  which  were 
herded  with  foot-and-mouth  diseased  animals 
should  be  exposed  in  any  fair  or  market  or  be 
driven  along  a highway. 

14101;  I think  you  would  like  to  state  to  the 
Committee  what  you  asked  the  Privy  Council  to 
do  in  1872,  with  regard  to  fairs  and  markets? — 
We  considered  the  case  had  got  so  desperate 
then,  that  a total  cessation  of  fairs  and  markets 
for  six  weeks  would  be  necessary. 

14102.  What  was  the  date  of  your  sending  up 
that  request? — I think  it  was  in  August  1872. 

14103.  And  that  would  have  implied  the 
shutting  up  of  all  fairs  and  markets,  including 
the  Castle  Hill  Market,  for  six  weeks? — Just  so, 
except  for  fat  stock. 

14104.  Had  you  any  other  Order  issued  by 
your  district  local  authority  which  you  would 
like  to  mention?— There  is  an  Order  issued  with 
regard  to  sheep  scab.  We  obtained  the  authority 
of  the  Privy  Council  to  issue  an  Order  to  this 
effect,  and  I think  it  is  very  necessary  indeed 
that  it  should  become  general.  " Every  person 
having  in  his  possession  or  under  his  charge  a 
sheep  affected  with  sheep  scab,  shall  forthwith 
treat  such  sheep,  or  cause  it  to  be  treated,  with 
some  dressing  or  dipping,  or  other  remedy  for 
sheep  scab.”  We  found  that  although  we  could 
shut  the  sheep  up  we  had  no  power  to  cure  them, 
and  the  cure  is  very  easy  indeed,  if  people  will 
but  put  it  in  practice. 

14105.  I suppose  that  Order  was  issued  in 
carrying  out  tie  29th  Section  of  the  Animals 
Order  of  the  20th  September  1871? — Just  so; 
we  particularly  asked  the  Privy  Council  to  give 
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us  such  power,  and  they  issued  that  Order,  I 
believe,  very  soon  afterwards. 

14106.  Was  any  other  Order  issued  ? — With 
regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  we  granted  a license 
for  the  removal  of  animals  which  had  been  herded 
with  diseased  animals,  to  London,  and  that,  I 
think,  was  a very  good  Order,  as  long  as  the  cor- 
don existed  round  London,  but  it  is  the  only  case 
in  which  I have  dissented  from  the  acts  of  our 
committee,  and  I do  not  think  it  ought  to  be 
allowed  now. 

14107.  Do  you  remember  when  you  issued 
that  Order  ? —It  has  been  continued  from  time  to 
time,  I think,  for  about  two  years. 

14108.  Would  you  like  to  make  any  obser- 
vation with  regard  to  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules 
under  the  Act? — By  the  Act  animals  which  are 
actually  diseased  can  be  removed  to  the  nearest 
slaughterhouse  without  any  certificate  whatever 
or  license,  if  the  local  authority  so  will,  but 
under  no  circumstance  can  the  local  authority 
grant  an  Order  for  the  removal  of  healthy  cattle 
which  have  been  herded  with  them,  except  for 
immediate  slaughter ; and  the  consequence  is  we 
have  been  obliged  in  Norfolk  to  disobey  that 
Order ; we  have  had  cattle  upon  the  marshes  in 
the. month  of  November  which  have  been  actually 
perishing  from  the  effects  of  the  weather,  and 
from  the  lack  of  provender,  and  we  have  been 
obliged  to  have  those  animals  removed  with  a 
proper  escort  to  some  well-sheltered  spot  upon 
the  man’s  farm  (these  marshes  not  being  con- 
tiguous to  it),  and  declare  that  fresh  spot  to  be 
infected,  in  lieu  of  the  marsh  from  which  they 
had  been  removed. 

14109.  That  would  imply  that  you  would  re- 
commend an  alteration  of  the  third  pleuro- 
pneumonia rule  under  the  Act  ? — I would. 

14110.  What  alteration  would  you  recommend? 
— That  the  local  authority  should  have  power  to 
allow  cattle  which  are  not  ready  for  immediate 
slaughter,  and  which  have  been  herded  with 
diseased  animals,  to  be  taken  to  some  convenient 
spot  for  food  and  shelter,  and  that  the  place  to 
which  they  are  removed  should  become  an  in- 
fected spot,  in  lieu  of  the  one  from  which  they 
were  removed. 

14111.  You  wish  to  state  how  many  prose- 
cutions you  have  had  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act? — We  have  had  82  prosecutions  in  the 
county  of  Norfolk,  9 dismissed,  one  withdrawn, 
and  72  convicted,  and  we  have  inflicted  some 
very  heavy  fines.  I will  just  instance  one  or  two  ; 
a farmer  for  removing  sheep  upon  a highway, 
which  were  the  subject  of  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
was  fined  35  l. ; for  not  giving  notice  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  one  man  was  fined  10?.,  and 
another  26  l. ; for  exposing  scabby  sheep  in  the 
market  one  man  was  fined  20?.;  for  exposing 
foot-and-mouth  disease  in  the  market,  one  man 
was  fined  51 1.  in  one  case,  and  30  l.  in  another; 
of  course  those  were  large  lots  of  cattle ; I only 
bring  those  cases  forward  to  show  that  we  have 
been  very  severe. 

14112.  Do  you  think,  with  reference  to  your 
large  market  at  the  Castle  Hill,  that  the  action 
taken  in  prosecuting  and  imposing  these  heavy 
fines  has  done  anything  towards  stopping  the  ex- 
osure  of  diseased  animals?— I believe  it  has; 
would  say  that  the  Norwich  market  is  so  large, 
that  with  only  one  inspector  and  an  assistant,  it  is 
very  difficult  for  them  to  detect  all  the  cases  of 
disease.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I will  just  state 
the  number  of  animals  which  were  exhibited : the 
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Mr.  last  three  weeks  in  June,  the  numbers  were 
4\  8.  mad,  2,485,2,538,  and  2,732  cattle,  and  10,000, 13,000, 

K.r.  and  14,000  sheep. 

7~j  . 14113.  What  number  of  inspectors  have  you  ? 

]ig_.  ^ — We  have  12  inspectors  for  the  county  of  Nor- 

folk,  and  there  is  one  for  the  city  of  Norwich. 

14114.  Are  all  those  inspectors  veterinary  sur- 
geons ? — They  are  all  veterinary  surgeons ; they 
have  certain  districts  allotted  to  them,  and  all  the 
local  fairs  and  markets  in  the  county  are  inspected 
by  them. 

14115.  You  stated  that  they  had  assistants; 
does  that  12  include  the  assistants? — The  only 
man  who  has  a recognised  assistant  is  Mr.  Inspec- 
tor Smith,  who  is  the  inspector  for  the  city  of 
Norwich,  and,  as  the  railway  station  there  is  in 
the  city,  and  the  lairs  are  just  outside  the  city, 
the  county  have  agreed  to  pay  for  a sub-inspector, 
so  that  there  might  be  no  clashing  of  interest  be- 
tween them. 

14116.  I suppose  thei'e  are  instructions  given 
to  the  police  to  aid  the  inspectors  ? — Yes,  in  every 
way  that  they  can. 

14117.  Do  you  rely  upon  the  police  to  any  ex- 
tent?— We  do,  as  regards  the  removal  of  cattle 
along  the  roads,  and  also  to  see  that  they  are 
not  brought  off  the  farms  where  disease  is  known 
to  exist. 

14118.  What  are  your  expenses  in  working  the 
Act;  in  the  first  place  with  regard  to  inspec- 
tors ?— The  whole  expenses  of  working  the  Act 
(and  consists  almost  entirely  of  pay  to  inspec- 
tors) were,  in  1870,  823 1. ; in  1871,  915/.  ; in 
1872,  1,275  /. ; and  for  the  quarter  ending  Lady- 
day,  1873,  563/.;  so  that  we  are  gradually  in 
creasing,  although  we  do  not  inspect  for  foot  and 
mouth. 

14119.  With  regard  to  the  increase  of  diseases, 

I suppose  foot-and-mouth  disease  considerably  in- 
creased last  year?— In  1871  there  were  32,000 
cases ; and  in  1872  we  had  upwards  of  200,000 
cases. 

14120.  What  were  the  number  of  deaths? I 

have  not  got  that ; but  they  were  very  few  in- 
deed. 

14121.  What  are  the  statistics  with  regard  to 
pleuro-pneumonia? — In  1871  we  had  389°  cases 

and  m 1872  we  had  1,550. 

14122.  What  were  they  in  1870?  — They 
were  much  less.  3 

14123.  I have  heard  it  stated  sometimes  that 
some  of  this  increase,  especially  in  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, may  be  owing  to  the  regulations  for  re- 
porting disease  having  been  more  understood  and 
more  completely  acted  upon ; do  you  at  all  be- 
lieve that  to  be  the  case?— No;  I believe  our 
cases  have  been  fairly  reported  ; certainly  in  the 
year  1871,  as  well  as  in  the  year  1872;  but  I am 
quite  confident  of  this,  that  a 28  days’  isolation  of 
a farm  is  of  no  effect  whatever ; it  is  not  suf- 
ficiently long.  If  the  Committee  would  allow 
me,  1 would  give  you  an  instance  which  was  nut 
mto  my  hand8  on  Saturday  by  Mr.  Inspector 
bmith,  of  Norwich.  Forty  oxen  were  purchased 
on  the  2nd  of  November,  and  they  were  all  kept 
by  themselves  : the  first  outbreak  was  on  the  10th 

0f  ti  eu!r/i1  ’ ^^r.G  Was  not  an°fher  outbreak 
until  tli  e 4th  of  February,  which  was  an  inter- 
val of  56  days  ; and  the  third  outbreak  occurred 
on  the  1st  of  May,  being  an  interval  of  106 
days;  this  farm  had  been  twice  relieved  from 
the  Act  of  I arliament,  so  the  owners  might  have 
sold  those  beasts,  and  sent  them  where  he 
pleased. 


i 14124.  Would  you  recommend  tlie 
, of  the  28  days  ?-I  should,  certainly  ■ b„f  T T“" 
something  will  be  done  about  killing  in  tk.71* 
> of  pleuro-pneumonia.  * e case 

. 14125  What  extension  would  you  recommend? 

-I  would  make  it  three  months.  To  show  2 
. how  extremely  fatal  pleuro-pneumonia  is 
- comity  of  Norfolk,  out  of  the  382  cases  which”! 

had  m 1871  206  were  killed,  86  died,  & 
. 81  recovered ; and  out  of  1,560  eases  in  1872  S 
were  killed,  280  died,  and  286  recovered  ’ 
14126.  I suppose  you  had  severe  outbreaks  „f 

pleuro-pneumonia  m former  years  ? Yes 

; Ilad  " import  19  out,  of  every  25 

cattle  that  we  graze,  and  if  any  county  has  pleVo 
pneumonia,  it  is  sure  to  find  its. way  to  us  if  WP" 
had  none  of  our  own. 

m W-.T0"  tl“t  of  the  cattle  grazed  in 

Norfolk,  19  out  of  every  20  are  imported  ?— Yes 
hut  I do  not  mean  foreigners.  ’ 

14128.  Those  cattle  come  chiefly  from  Ireland? 
— Yes,  chiefly  from  Ireland. 

14129.  And  from  Scotland  also  ? — A few  come 
from  Scotland,  but  we  depend  chiefly  upon  Ire- 
land. 

14130.  Do  you  wish  to  mention  any  particulars 
of  any  report  of  your  chief  constable  ?— At  the 
Lady-day  Quarter  Sessions  of  1S73,  the  chief 
constable  and  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
both  reported  that  the  Act  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia, did  not  seem  to  have"  the  slightest 
effect. 

14131.  Did  they  give  any  grounds  for  stating 
that  ? — Simply  that  although  they  had  tried 
all  they  possibly  could  to  put  the  Act  in  force, 
there  seemed  to  bo  a gradual  increase  of  the 
disease. 

14132.  You  do  not  imply  that  they  wish  no 
legislative  notice  to  bo  taken  of  the  disease  ?— No, 
certainly  not. 

14133.  There  was  no  suggestion  made  in  the 
report  to  that  effect? — Not 'at  all. 

14134.  Several  counties  have  applied  for  power 
to  slaughter  under  pleuro-pneumonia ; has  the 
county  of  Norfolk  done  so? — No;  I should  say 
that  it  ought  to  he  the  last  to  apply,  because  if  all 
the  other  counties  did  it,  wo  should  be  very  happy 
to  do  the  same  ; Imt  considering  that  we  import 
such  an  enormous  quantity  of  cattle  in  proportion 
to  what  we  breed,  wc  are  sure  to  get  it  from 
other  counties,  the  disease  being  continually  im- 
ported. 

14135.  I am  not  asking  about  motives,  but  you 
are  aware  that  several  other  counties  have  applied 
for  that  power,  though  Norfolk  has  not  ? — Norfolk 
has  not,  but  if  Norfolk  were  a breeding  county 
she  would  directly. 

14136.  You  have  a cattle  insurance  society, 
have  you  not? — Wc  have  a Norfolk  Farmers 
Live  Stock  Insurance  Company. 

14137.  Have  you  any  statistics  which  you  wish 
to  mention  with  regard  to  that  comjjany? — With 
regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  losses  from  that 
disease  averaged  in  1864  and  1865,  30  per  cent 
of  all  the  losses,  and  in  the  year  1866,  when  the 
cattle-plague  restrictions  were  in  force,  the  loss 
fell  to  1 per  cent;  in  1867  it  rose  to  8 per  cent., 
in  1868  -69  the  losses  averaged  22  per  cent,  and 
last  year,  1872,  they  again  rose  to  31  per  cent., 
showiug  that  they  are  just  as  bad  as  they  were 
before  we  had  the  cattle  plague. 

14138.  But  this  means,  that  of  the  number  of 
animals  which  die,  a certain  proportion  of  them 
die  of  pleuro-pneumonia? — Just  so. 

14139.  Then 
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14139. ' Then  this  Insurance  Company  is  against 
death  from  any  cause  ? — Yes,  from  any  cause 
except  cattle  plague,  that  being  provided  for  by 
Act  of  Parliament. 

14140.  Then  the  statistics  may  show  one  of 
two  things : they  may  show  either  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia bears  a very  large  proportion  to  the 
diseases  in  a year  in  which  diseases  generally 
are  prevalent,  or  it  may  mean  that  there  has  been 
a remarkably  healthy  time  with  regard  to  other 
diseases  ? — I think  it  tends  to  prove  that  when 
the  cattle  were  perfectly  isolated,  as  they  were  in 
1866,  you  had  then  a remarkable  decrease  of 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

14141.  But  in  order  to  get  at  the  statistics 
which  would  really  show  that,  we  must  have  the 
amount  of  animals  that  were  affected  with  pleuro- 
pneumonia out  of  the  whole  number  of  cattle  ? — 
I only  give  them  for  what  they  are  worth. 
There  is  one  further  suggestion  which  1 should 
like  to  make  with  regard  to  the  orders  for  pleuro- 
pneumonia and  sheep  scab,  and  that  is,  that  it  is 
very  unnecessary  for  an  inspector  to  visit  a case 
of  chronic  pleuro-pneumonia.  For  instance,  we 
have  had  cattle  that  would  not  die  and  would 
hardly  live ; but  still  the  owner  persisted  in  not 
killing  them,  and  we  have  had  inspectors  week 
after  week  to  the  extent  of  eight  or  ten  weeks 
going  to  see  this  one  animal,  and  reporting  it  to 
the  Privy  Council,  and  we  suggest  that  that  is  un- 
necessary ; we  think  that  the  owner  ought  to  let 
the  inspector  know  when  the  animal  is  dead  or 
when  it  has  recovered,  and  then  the  inspector 
should  make  his  final  visit  and  declare  the  premises 
to  be  free. 

14142.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  quite  safe  to 
do  that  ? — I do.  I do  not  see  the  necessity  in  a 
case  like  that  for  the  inspector  going  every  week, 
because  the  farm  is  always  watched  by  the 
police. 

14143.  But  you  would  not  apply  that  in  the 
case  of  a herd  ? — No. 

14144.  But  in  the  case  of  a single  animal  or  in 
the  case  of  one  or  two  ? — Yes  ; in  the  case  of  one 
or  two  animals  which  have  had  the  disease,  and 
are  supposed  to  be  recovering  from  it. 

14145.  I do  not  see  any  Order  relating  to  that? 
— But  tlxe  inspector  has  to  make  a return  every 
week  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  he  will  not  make 
the  return  unless  he  sees  the  animal. 

14146.  Does  the  return  state  that  the  in- 
spector has  seen  them? — Yes,  it  is  strong  infer- 
ence that  he  should  see  the  animal,  or  he  could 
not  make  a return.  The  inspector  has  in  the 
same  way  to  see  to  sheep  scab,  and  report  every 
week  the  condition  of  the  animals,  until  they 
are  free. 

14147.  Has  your  local  authority  ever  made 
any  representation  to  the  Privy  Council  upon 
that  matter  ? — Yes. 

14148.  I am  informed  that  we  have  had  appli- 
cations of  that  kind,  and  that  we  have  returned 
an  answer  similar  to  what  I have  stated,  that  all 
that  it  is  necessary  is  to  have  reasonable  ground 
of  belief? — We  have  been  very  desirous  in 
Norfolk  to  carry  out  the  Act  as  strictly  as  we 
could,  but  we  shall  know  what  to  do  now. 

14149.  Do  you  wish  to  make  any  suggestion 
with  regard  to  Section  103  of  the  Act? — I do;  it 
is  this,  that  with  regard  to  the  Act  it  imposes  a 
penalty  in  certain  cases ; but  it  does  not  say,  nor 
is  it  mentioned  in  any  other  part  of  the  Act,  ex- 


pressly before  what  court  it  is  to  be  recovered, 
and  the  method  of  enforcing  the  conviction  for  a q 
penalty  in  the  second  place,  in  consequence  of 
which  a distress  warrant  has  to  be  issued,  and  the 
recovery  of  penalties  has  therefore  been  found 
troublesome.  If  power  were  given  by  statute  to 
imprison  in  default  of  payment,  the  penalties, 
as  a rule,  would  be  paid  at  once. 

14150.  Is  not  that  power  given  by  the  Sum- 
mary Procedure  Act?— No,  you  have  to  issue  a 
distress  warrant. 

14151.  With  regard  to  the  city  of  Norwich, 
have  you  any  remark  to  make  ? — I only  wish  to 
observe  that  the  city  of  Norwich  has  acted  in  the 
most  perfect  harmony  with  the  county  of  Norfolk ; 
if  it  had  not,  I do  not  know  how  we  could  pos- 
sibly have  put  the  Act  in  force. 

14152.  The  Castle  Plill  market  is  within  the 
city,  is  it  not?-— Yes,  it  is  within  the  city,  and 
the  city  authorities  have  in  every  way  acted  with 
us  and  consulted  us  upon  several  occasions,  and 
I should  like  it  very  much  if  they  formed  part  of 
our  local  authority. 

14153.  What  you  wish  to  convey  I suppose  is, 
that  if  the  local  authority  of  the  city  of  Norwich 
held  off  entirely  from  the  local  authority  of  the 
county,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  get  on  ? — 
We  should  have  to  barricade  the  city  of  Nor- 
wich ; that  is  the  only  way  in  which  we  could 
enforce  our  Orders.  I wish  further  to  say  this  : 

As  it  has  been  stated  in  this  Committee  that  local 
authorities  do  not  try  to  put  the  Act  in  force, 

I have  had  the  satisfaction  of  stating  what  the 
county  of  Norfolk  has  done,  and  I do  not  think  it 
possible  for  a county  situated  as  we  are,  that  we 
could  have  done  anything  else,  or  could  possibly 
have  acted  more  stringently,  and  yet  we  have 
done  little  or  no  good. 

14154.  You  are  in  an  exceptionally  difficult 
position  on  account  of  depending  so  much  upon 
animals  imported  from  outside  the  county? — 
Yes;  if  there  is  disease  in  the  kingdom,  we  are 
almost  sure  to  have  it  in  Norfolk. 

14155,  Mr.  Bar  clay. From  your  experience 
as  a farmer,  do  you  think  that  the  loss  per  head 
by  slaughtering  out  animals  would  be  greater 
with  the  animals  which  you  have  in  Norfolk, 
than  with  the  Aberdeenshire  cattle  ? — No. 

14156.  You  have  seen  it  given  in  evidence 
here,  that  the  loss  by  slaughtering  out  550  animals 
m Aberdeenshire  amounted  to  4,230  l.  ? — I be- 
lieve so. 

14157.  The  compensation  at  the  rate  of  one- 
half  the  loss  upon  that  would  amount  to  2,1 15  l.  ? 
—Yes. 

14158.  You  have  stated  that  during  the  last 
year  there  were  1,550  animals  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  in  Norfolk;  that  is  rather  less 
than  three  .times  the  number  in  Aberdeenshire  ? 
—Yes. 

14159.  The  rental  of  Norfolk  is  very  nearly 
two  millions  sterling,  according  to  these  returns  ? 

— The  gross  estimated  value  was  two  millions 
and  a quarter. 

14160.  But  the  assessable  amount? — That  was 
nearly  two  millions. 

14161.  That  at  a penny  a pound  would  amount 
to  over  8,000 1.1 — Yes,  about  that. 

14162.  And  three  times  the  loss  in  Aberdeen- 
shire would  come  to  12,690/.,  one-half  of  which 
would  be.  over  600  Z.,  or  less  than  a penny  in  the 
pound  upon  Norfolk? — That  would  be  so. 
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MINUTES  OP  EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  THE 


Mr.  & J. 

Rayment. 

14.  July 
1873. 


Mr.  Samuel  James  Rayment,  called  in ; and  Examined. 

14163.  Chairman."]  Are  you  the  Inspector  of  beasts  arrive? — The  first  tiling  in  the  morn' 
the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  ? — I am.  about  three  o’clock.  0 m°’ 

14164.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Webb  coming  14180.  What  time  were  they  inspected?  — 
to  you  in  the  month  of  June  1872,  with  regard  Between  five  and  six;  I had  previously  inspected 
to  some  animals  which  he  considered  had  foot-  t'iem  between  five  and  six,  and  when  Mr.  Webb 


and-mouth  disease  ?— I do. 

14165.  Do  you  remember  the  day  in  June 
upon  which  he  came? — Yes. 

14166.  What  day  was  that? — Monday  morn- 
ing, June  10th. 

141 67.  Did  he  state  to  you  that  he  believed 
there  were  some  Dutch  cattle  in  the  Islington 


came  to  my  office  it  was  about  six,  as  near  fls 
can  be.  6 

14181.  Is  every  case  of  foot-and-mouth  dis 
ease  reported  by  you  ?— Yes ; every  case  in  which 
1 am  satisfied  that  an  animal  is  affected. 

14182.  But  it  is  a very  rare  thing,  is ’it  not  to 
large  market  in  the  year  1872  without 


find  i 


xnere  were  some  juurcn  came  in  ine  Islington  * „ . . j 

Market  which  had  foot-and-mouth  disease  ? — He  y . 1 . 'T1  \ oo  aud-mouth  disease?— 

dM  Just  about  that  time  trade  was  exceedingly 

14168.  Did  you  examine  those  cattle?— I re-  .alifrfsh  ,be"sta  “ mar- 

examined  them  carefully,  aud  I failed  to  detect  ^ut  ,)nf|  eno  leasts  turned 

anything  whatever  the  matter  with  them. 

14169.  Did  you  look  at  their  mouths  ? — I did. 


out,  and  there  were  no  beasts  remaining  "alive 
from  the  previous  market  day. 

14183.  But  in  May  and  June  1872,  when  foot- 
14170.  Did  Mr.  Webb  make  any  report  to  and-mouth  disease  was  very  general  throughout 
you  before  that  time  ? — Only  on  that  morning.  England,  it  would  not  be  an  extraordinary  oc- 
14171.  Do  you  recollect  whether  with  regard  currence  to  find  a beast  affected  with  foot-aud- 
io May  20th  and  May  27th,  and  June  3rd,  any  niouth  disease? — It  was  not  so  in  the  metropolitan 
cases  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  among  foreign  market  at  that  time. 

animals  were  reported  by  you  ? — No;  I reported  14184.  Do  you  recollect  in  the  autumn  of 
none  upon  those  dates.  1871,  27  Dutch  sheep  being  bought  by  Mr. 

14172.  Have  you  any  recollection  whatever  Waller  and  Mr.  Guorrier,  which  were  said  to  he 
with  regard  to  the  Dutch  animals  which  were  in  , su  •lects  0 , 4-and-mouth  disease  in  an 
the  market  on  June  10th,  with  reference  to  how  f ^anocd  stage  by  Mr.  Lepper,  of  Aylesbury  ?_ 
long  they  lmd  been  imported? — Yes,  upon  the  r have  no  recollection  of  Mr.  Lepper,  of  Ayles- 
previous  market  day  we  had  but  two  animals  U1-V  examining  any  sheep;  but  I remember 
turned  into  the  lairs  of  the  market,  which  shows  |GU!e  “W  which  were  found  to  be  affected  with 
that  the  trade  was  brisk,  and  that  there  were  no  toot_and'mou1th  diseasc>  *®d  Professor  Simonds 
stale  beasts  as  they  are  termed ; and  as  a matter  UI>  af  "1C  t"nc»  and  we.r°  slaughtered 

of  fact  the  whole  of  the  Dutch  beasts  in  the  mar-  • “®. ,narket  5 the7  wcre  ?ea  t with,  I think,  in 
ket  on  this  day  came  by  three  routes,  bv  the  fame,  way  as  we  should  deal  with  foot- 

Thames  Haven,  by  Harwell,  and  by  Brown’s  and'ni‘>uth  diseased  beasts  ; a cordon  existed 
Wharf;  they  were  examined  by  the  different  around  Herndon  at  the  time,  and  they  were 
inspectors  at  those  places,  and  were  afterwards  * 16  m1arJicfc>  . . ..  , 

inspected  by  me  in  the  Metropolitan  Cattle  f1®0*  Who  discovered  them  to  be  d.seased  at 
Market,  that  time  r — I think  1 saw  them  upon  luesday 

^lme  T j?  "'Uc.1  y?u  W=ro  they  not  in  the  market  upon  the 

often  liave  caeee  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  m the  Monday  ?-Thnt  I cannot  say,  but  I believe  they 

were. 


market  ? — No. 

14174.  Then  you  are  pretty  free  from  it? — 
Yes,  we  are  pretty  free  from  it. 

14175.  Were  any  cases  of  Spanish  animals 
which  were  affected  reported  to  you? — No. 

14176.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Cope  with  regard  to  Mr.  Webb’s  complaint  ? — 
Mr.  Cope  came  to  the  market  either  that  day  or 
a day  or  two  afterwards,  stating  that  he  was  iu- 
formed  that  foot-and-mouth  disease  existed  in  the 
market  amongst  some  foreign  beasts,  and  lie  ac- 


14187.  Mr.  Lepper  gave  evidence  here  to  say 
that  they  were  in  an  advanced  state  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  and  must  have  been  treated  for 
sonic  considerable  time  ? — I cannot  say  that  Mr. 
Lepper  ever  saw  the  sheep ; I am  not  aware  of 
the  fact;  lie  did  not  direct  my  attention  to  them. 

14188.  But  still  there  were  some  sheep  diseased 
upon  the  Tuesday  ? — There  were  some  sheep  upon 
the  Tuesday  affected  with  foot-and-mouth  disease. 
Professor  Simonds  saw  them  ; there  is  no  doubt 


companies  me  round  the  market  and  round  the  about  that, 
lairs,  and  he  failed  to  discover  the  least  sign  of  14189.  Where  did  you  say  they  were  ?— In  the 
disease  amongst  any  of  them.  lairs  of  the  market. 

um  Mr.  Clare  licadJ]  How  long  after  Mr.  14190.  They  had  probably  been  in  the  market 
v\  ebb  had  called  your  attention  to  the  fact  of  on  the  previous  day  ? — They  might  have  been,  but 
these  beasts  being  diseased,  (lid  you  go  and  look  I could  not  say  for  certain. 

at  them?— Directly.  14191.  Were  tl,oy  killed  in  the  slaughter- 

141,  8.  He  says  that  you  declined  to  go  with  houses  of  the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market?— In 
him,  and  that  you  did  not  go  for  some  time  ? — I the  slaughterhouses  attached  to  the  Metropolitan 
did  decline  to  go  with  him;  I naked  Mr.  Webb  Cattle  Market, 

it  be  had  looked  among  the  English  beasts,  14192.  Mr.  Barclay.']  Are  you  able  to  say  that 
mid  he  said  he  had  not;  1 thanked  him  for  the  those  cattle  which  were  in  dispute  upon  the  10th 
information,  and  I at  once  went  and  examined  of  June  had  no  vesicles  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 
the  Dutch  beasts. . . in  their  mouths  ? — I am  positive  of  it ; I examined 

14179.  What  time  in  the  morning  did  these  their  mouths  myself. 

14193.  And 
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14193.  And  there  were  no  vesicles  in  their 
mouths  ’—None  at  all. 

14194.  Mr.  Clare  Read .]  What  time  did  the 
animals  begin  to  leave  the  market? — They  were 
leaving  all  day. 

14195.  Did  any  of  them  go  away  before  six 
o’clock  ?— Scarcely. 

14196.  Then  those  which  were  supposed  to 
have  been  diseased  could  not  have  left  before  you 
saw  them  ? — I do  not  say  that  they  could  not 


have  left  before,  but  it  was  quite  contrary  to 
custom  for  them  to  leave  before  that  time. 

14197.  If  a man  had  a diseased  bullock,  and 
he  wanted  to  get  rid  of  it,  that  is  what  he  would 
have  done  ? — That  would  have  been  the  natural 
course  for  him  to  adopt. 

14198.  Chairman.]  You  still  think  that  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  the  animals 
about  which  there  had  been  a complaint  to  have 
been  removed  before  you  went  there? — Quite 
impossible. 


Mr.  S.  J. 
Rayment. 

14  July 
1873. 
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County  in  Ireland,  and  other  Particulars,  during  the  Year  ended  31st  December  1872 
General  Abstract,  showing  the  Extent  to  which  Sheep  Scab  prevailed  in  each  County 
in  Ireland,  and  other  Particulars,  during  the  Year  ended  31st  December  1872 
Table  showing  the  Number  of  Farms,  Lands,  Premises,  or  Places  in  each  ProyinM  in  , 
Ireland  under  Restrictions  at  certain  Dates,  on  account  of  being  Infected  with  Foot 
and  Mouth  Disease,  Pleuro-Pneumonia,  and  Sheep  Scab,  during  the  Year  1872 
Table  showing  the  Number  of  Outbreaks  of  Foot  and  Mouth  Distemper,  Pleuro-Pneu- 
monia, Sheep  Scab,  and  Sheep  Pox,  which  occurred  in  Ireland  in  the  Years  1871  and 
1872,  distinguishing  those  Cuses  which  were  Reported  by  the  Owners  of  the  Infected 
Place  from  those  which  were  discovered  by  other  Means  - 
0.58.  4 C 
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Appendix,  No.  12 — continued. 


Table  showing  the  Number  of  Instances  in  which  Cattle  Disease  Council  Orders  have 
been  contravened  in  each  Province  in  Ireland,  and  in  which  Proceedings  have  been 
taken  ; also,  the  Result  of  each  Prosecution,  for  the  Years  1871  and  1872 
Return  of  the  Number  and  Description  of  Foreign  Animals  Imported  into  Ireland 
during  the  Years  ended  31st  December  1871  and  1872,  specifying  the  Ports  from 
which  Imported,  the  Names  of  the  Importing  Vessels,  the  Number  ot  Animals  which 
Died  on  each  Voyage,  the  Number  Certified  by  the  Government  Inspector  as  beine 
Diseased,  and  the  Number  ordered  to  be  Slaughtered  in  the  Custom  House  Docks 
previous  to  their  Delivery  - 

Abstract  showing  the  Yearly  Expenses  now  (1873)  allowed  for  the  Office  of  the  Irish 
Veterinary  Department  (referred  to  in  Answer  and  Question  No.  5302)  . 

Copy  of  General  Order  issued  to  Constabulary  of  Ireland  in  1800  (referred  to  at 
Query  5331)  • . _ 

Copy  of  Report  on  Cruelty  to  Animals  on  their  being  shipped,  sent  to  Constabulary 
and  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  for  their  information  and  guidance  (referred  to  in 

Answer  to  Query  5331) 

Letter  from  Professor  Ferguson  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police,  dated  20  September  1870  - 
Summer  Hill  Station  Report,  dated  26  September  1870 

Letter  from  Superintendent  Corr  to  Professor  Ferguson,  dated  1 October  1870  - 
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Appendix,  No.  13. 

Papers  handed  in  by  Mr.  John  Algernon  Clarke: 

Estimate  of  the  Annual  Home  Production  of  Meat : 

Table  I.  - Showing  the  Number  of  Cows  and  Heifers  and  the  Number  annually 
Drafted  for  Meat  - --  -- • 

Ta,bl®II^?,,1°"'inltll,e  Numbur  of  Calves  Dropped  per  Year,  and  Number  pro- 
bably Killed  for  Veal  _r_ 

TrtAejn.— Showing  the  Number  of  Cattle  at  different  Ages  probably  Killed  for 

Table  IV.— Showing  the  Numbers  and  Dead  Weight  of  Cattle,  Calves,  Sheep, 
Lambs,  and  Pigs  probably  Killed  for  Meat . 

Table  V —Showing  the  Total  Estimated  Meat  Supply  to  the  relative  Proportion 
furnished  by  Home  and  by  Foreign  Animals 

Summary  - 
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Appendix,  No.  14. 

Papers  handed  in  by  Mr.  Duekham  : 

Comparative  Estimate  of  Loss  sustained  by  the  Stockowners  of  tho  United  Kingdom 
from  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  in  their  Herds  and  Flocks  during  the  Year  1872. 
The  calculation  is  bused  upon  the  Returns  made  for  the  County  of  Hereford,  and  the 
Estimated  Loss  placed  upon  those  Returns  by  the.  Committee  of  the  Herefordshire 
Chamber  of  Agriculture,  the  Losses  in  that  County  being-  considered  to  represent 
the  Average  Losses  m the  Kingdom  - - - . . _ 


Estimated  Value  of  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  f igs  Imported  into  Croat  Britain  during  the 
i ear  18/2,  and  Comparative  Estimated  Losses  sustained  in  the  United  Kingdom 

from  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  during  the  same  Year  ------ 
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Appendix,  No.  15. 

Papers  handed  in  by  Mr.  Thompson : 

1.  Statistics  of  Aberdeenshire  Rinderpest  Association 

2.  Abstract  Statement  as  to  Outbreaks  of  Pleuro-Pneumonia  : 

I.— From  14th  April  to  31st  December  1871  - 


II.— For  the  Year  from  81st  December  1871  to  31st  December  1872  - 
General  Abstract  of  the  foregoing  Statements  - 


3'  A^Ct.0fll,e  Re?iipta  “d  Expenditure  by  the  Local  Authority  of  Aberdeenshire, 
15th' May' 1873  leviablefrom  the  County  for  the  Year,  from  15th  May  1872  to 
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Appendix,  No.  1. 


PAPERS  handed  in  by  order  of  the  Committee. 


CATTLE  DISEASES  (IRELAND). 


Vetbbihary  Depaktheht  op  the  Pbity  Council.  Office,  Dublin  Cabtle. 


RETURN  of  all  Cases  of  Pleuro-pneumonia,  Foot  and  Mouth  Distemper,  Shef.p  Pox,  and  Sheep 
Scab,  which  were  officially  reported  to  the  Veterinary  Department  as  haring  occurred  m Ireland  m t c 
Tears  1871  and  1872  respectively  j distinguishing  those  Cases  which  were  reported  by  the  Owneie  10m  0 

diseorered  by  other  Means,  and,  in  the  latter  Cases,  the  Number  of  Prosecutions  instituted,  with  the  Result. 


Cases  reported  by  tlie  Owners. 

Cases  discovered  by  other  Means. 

Tot 

1. 

Prosecutions. 

YSAHS. 

l 

1 

E 

2 

si 

Sheep  Pox. 

Sheep  Scab. 

§ 

g 

i 

1 

E 

a 

T3 

£ 

Sheep  Scab. 

| 

1 

Foot  and  Mouth. 

f 

I 

6 

i 

Amount  of 
Fines  Levied. 

1871  - 

997 

260,441 

none 

none 

59 

4,343 

none 

none 

1,056 

264,784 

none 

none 

130 

130 

£.  S.  cl. 
96  16  2 

1872  - 

1,386 

214,029 

none 

1,659 

55 

1,898 

none 

107 

1,441 

215,927 

none 

1,766 

145 

146 

230  4 6 

— 

Norn  1.— The  Council  Order,  requiring  sheep  scab  to  be  reported,  did  not  come  into  force  until  the  SOth 

„ 3 The  reaeon  of  there  being  such  a difference  between  the  number  of  oases  net  r.por«  and  the  number  ofprosec.dons,  is 

that  frequently  a great  number  of  affected  animals  'were  involved  in  but  one  o 
„ 3. — The  prosecutions  relate  only  to  the  offence  of  not  reporting  the  disease  in  compliance  with  Council 

„ 4. — In  the  year  1871  there  were  23,891  farms,  lands,  premises,  or  places  under  restrictions  injrelandas  M'f**™***’ 
• consequence  of  having,  or  having  had  for  a simil’ar  cause  £ei 


18  April  1873. 


S diswict.  for  . similar  cause  were  15,081. 

Hugh.  Fergus  on. 
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FOOT  AND  MOUTH  DISTEMPER,  &c.  (IRELAND). 


Veterinary  Department,  Privy  Council.  Office,  Ireland. 


TABULATED  RETURN  showing  the  Number  of  Farms,  Lands,  Premises,  or  Places  in  Ireland  under  Restrictions, 
in  pursuance  of  the  Council  Orders  of  the  3rd  November  1870,  8th  April  1871,  and  80th  May  1872,  issued  in 
accordance  with  the  Powers  vested  in  His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  and  with  the  Advice  of  Her  Majesty’s 
Privy  Council  in  Ireland,  by  the  Acts  29  Viet.  c.  4,  and  33  & 34  Yict.  c.  36,  at  the  Termination  of  each  Week  from 
the  9th  day  of  November  1872  to  the  31st  day  of  May  1873;  also,  the  Number  of  Outbreaks  of  Foot  and  Mouth 
Distemper,  Pleuro-Pneumonia,  and  Siieep  Scab  reported  to  the  Veterinary  Department  during  each  Week  of  the 
said  Period. 


Section  A. 

Number  of  Farms,  Lands,  Premises,  or  Places  under  Restrictions  at  the 
Termination  of  the  Weeks  ended  respectively  on  the  Dates  hereunder  set 
forth,  commencing  when  the  Number  of  Places  under  Restrictions, 
since  their  imposition,  was  at  its  Maximum. 

Section  B. 

Number  of  Outbreaks  of  Diseases  reported 
during  each  of  the  Weeks  particularized 
under  Section  A.,  setting  forth  Names  of 
Diseases. 

DATES. 

Foot  and  Mouth 
Distemper. 

Pleuro- 

Pneumonia. 

Sheep  Scab. 

Total, 

Foot  and  Mouth 
Distemper. 

Pleuro- 

pneumonia. 

^ Sheep  Scab. 

Total. 

4,318 

140 

16 

4,474 

768 

4 

4 

776 

2S  „ „ - 

4,242 

126 

13 

4,381 

698 

4 

30  „ „ - 

4,192  ■ 

116 

14 

4,322 

652 

8 

2 

4,102 

112 

17 

4,231 

485 

4 

6 

495 

14  „ „ - 

3,996 

25 

4,125 

391 

3 

8 

21  „ - - - 

3,626 

103 

26 

3,755 

343 

10 

3 

28  „ „ - 

3,464 

100 

25 

3,689 

304 

- 

1 

4 January  1873- 

3,278 

99 

30 

3,407 

248 

3 

7 

258 

3,023 

96 

28 

3,147 

170 

18  „ „ . 

2,738 

96 

34 

2,867 

127 

4 

25  „ ”... 

2,483 

97 

39 

2,619 

81 

8 

1 February  „ - 

1,871 

94 

45 

2,010 

73 

4 

7 

84 

8 „ - 

1,386 

96 

48 

1,530 

GO 

15  „ , - 

1,433 

94 

47 

1,574 

105 

22  „ n . 

834 

93 

46 

973 

97 

5 

1 March  „ - 

G08 

47 

750 

95 

8 

2 

105 

8 „ „ - 

596 

103 

45 

744 

84 

9 

513 

94 

45 

651 

58 

410 

41 

549 

40 

45 

327 

94 

42 

463 

37 

4 

5 April  ... 

89 

40 

416 

46 

1 

47 

285 

90 

43 

418 

60 

10 

265 

43 

401 

53 

6 

221 

89 

36 

346 

38 

5 

45 

3 May  „ - - - 

180 

30 

301 

21 

4 

25 

123 

26 

245 

29 

11 

183 

18 

4 

171 

10 

14 

76 

66 

0 

148 

14 

8 

4 June  1873.  Hugh  Ferguion. 
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PAPERS  handed  in  by  Mr.  Alexander  Williams. 


Appendix,  No.  2.  MEMORIAL  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  County  of  Chester  to  the 
Privy  Council,  dated  18th  February  1873. 


To  the  Lords  of  Her  Majesty’s  Most  Honourable  Privy  Council. 


The  Memorial  of  Her  Majesty’s  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the  County  of  Chester 
assembled  at  the  adjourned  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  Peace  held  at  Nether  Knuts- 
ford,  in  and  for  the  said  county,  on  the  18th  day  of  February  1873, 


Sheweth, 

That  great  losses  have  occurred  in  Cheshire  from  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  during 
the  last  three  years.  5 

That  from  the  report  of  the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  county,  Captain  Jones  Smith,  a codv 
of  which  accompanies  this  Memorial,  it  is  abundantly  clear  that  much  of  this  disease  is 
brought  into  the  county  by  cattle  imported  from  Ireland. 

Your  Memorialists  therefore  urge  that  greater  care’  be  taken  by  Inspectors  in  Ireland 
m the  inspection  of  animals  carried  by  railways  and  steamboats  to  this  country,  and  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Transit  of  Animals  (Ireland)  Order  of  May  1871,  with  regard  to  the 
cleansing  and  disinfecting  of  railway  trucks  and  pens  be  strictly  carried  out,  and  that  all 
cattle  and  sheep  imported  from  Ireland  into  this  country  be  inspected  at  the  ports  of  lnndino- 
hy  Government  Veterinary  Inspectors  in  the  same  way  as  animals  from  foreign  ports 


(signed)  Harry  Mainioaring, 

Deputy  Chairman. 
George  Eaton. 

Edward  Joynson. 

Clement  Swettenham. 
Wilbraham  Eycrton. 

Philip  Whiteway. 

J.  Coutts  Antrobus. 

Thomas  Thornely. 

C.  J.  Howard. 

Edmund  IT.  Sykes. 


G eorgc  Peel. 
Richard  Christy. 
John  Wood. 

George  W.  Latham . 
William  Ferguson. 
Alfred  Lowe. 

John  Carlisle. 

S.  N.  Norris. 

John  Allen. 

Peter  Stubs. 

Edward  Greenhall. 


RESOLUTIONS  laid  before  the  Vice  President  of  the  Privy  Council  on  the  4th  of  July 
1872,  by  the  Royal  Agricultural  Societv  of  England. 


mu!ually  "ruient  *«•  “ - «*  ume 

and't^pric^pro^ordonLty6 enhanced.^  mail<et  ,re  c0n6'<iu8n8e  materially  diminished 
reqlk,™  to  Severn 't  f“d  l’ort8  in  I*h  Channel  the  precautions 

two  oou"‘rie3  h gTlyf 

vigilance  is  also  observable.  “ interior  of  the  country  a great  want  of 

5.  That 
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5.  That  under  the  circurcum stances  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  feel  it  their  duty  to 
represent  strongly  to  the  Government  the  serious  mischief  hereby  arising,  and  to  urge  them 
to  call  upon  the  magistrates  and  municipal  authorities  in  their  respective  districts  to  adopt 
such  restrictive  measures  as  shall  seem  to  them  best  calculated  to  abate  the  evil,  and  also 
• to  insist  on  the  regulations  recommended  by  the  Inspectors  of  the  Veterinary  Department 
being  promptly  and  efficiently  carried  into  effect 

(signed)  W.  W.  Wynn , President. 


MEMORIAL  of  the  Highland  and  Agricultural  Society  of  Scotland  to  the 
Privy  Council,  dated  5th  March  1873. 


Unto  the  Lords  of  Her  Majesty’s  Most  Honourable  Privy  Council. 

The  Memorial  of  the  Highland  and  Agricultural  Society  of  Scotland,  incorporated 
by  Royal  Charter, 

Sheweth, 

That  your  Memorialists,  as  representing  the  landed  proprietors  and  tenant  farmers  of 
Scotland,  have  taken  a lively  interest  in  the  working  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act,  1869. 

That  your  Memorialists  have  carefully  considered  the  subject,  and  are  of  opinion  that  the 
want  of  a proper  system  of  organisation,  enforcing  uniformity  of  action,  is  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  great  extent  to  which  contagious  diseases  have  spread  throughout  the  country. 

That  at  present  every  local  authority  acts  according  to  its  own  views,  the  consequence 
being  that  the  efforts  of  one  local  authority  are  frequently  rendered  useless  by  the  counter 
action  of  another. 

That  such  counter  action  has  arisen  between  neighbouring  counties,  and  also  between 
counties  and  boroughs  from  the  latitude  given  to  them  by  the  Orders  in  Council. 

Your  Memorialists  therefore  humbly  pray  your  Lordships  to  take  this  most  important 
subject  into  consideration,  and  to  issue  such  orders  as  may  lead  to  a proper  system  of 
organisation  and  uniformity  of  action,  and  prevent  orders  being  given  by  one  local 
authority  at  variance  with  those  of  another. 

(signed)  John  Wilson,  Chairman. 

Edinburgh,  5 March  1873. 


REPORT  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Committee  of  the  Central 

Chamber  of  Agriculture,  as  adopted  and  amended  by  the  Council  on  Tuesday, 

4th  February  1873. 

The  Council  consider  that  the  Act  has  signally  failed  to  accomplish  its  objects,  and  that 
no  measures  adequate  to  deal  with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  can  be  adopted,  until 
the  fresh  importation  of  disease  is  pt evented  by  the  slaughter  or  quarantine  of  all  foreign 
animals  at  the  ports  of  debarkation. 

Provided  the  fresh  importation  of  disease  were  prevented  by  the  adoption  of  the  system 
of  slaughter  or  quarantine,  the  Council  would  recommend  additional  regulations,  as  calcu- 
lated, in  their  opinion,  to  deal  efficiently  with  all  contagious  or  infectious  diseases,  and 
consequently  greatly  to  increase  the  production  of  animal  food, — namely, 

1.  The  Council  are  of  opinion  that  in  dealing  with  cattle  diseases  uniform  action  in 
counties  and  boroughs  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  enforced  throughout  Great 
Britain. 

2.  That  unless  Ireland  be  subjected  to  safeguards  against  disease  similar  to  those 
which  may  be  adopted  in  this  country,  it  will  be  necessary  to  impose  restrictions  on 
the  importation  of  Irish  stock. 

3.  That  in  cases  of  cattle  plague  or  sheep-pox,  the  Veterinary  Inspectors  of  the 
Privy  Council  should  be  empowered  to  order  the  slaughter  of  animals  in  adjacent 
places  as  well  as  those  in  contact  with  diseased  animals;  and  that  the  slaughter  of 
such  condemned  animals  being  carried  out  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  at  large,  the 
owners  of  such  animals  should  be  reimbursed  the  full  value  thereof  at  the  public 
cost. 

4.  That  the  rules  in  the  Seventh  Schedule  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act  of  1869,  as  to  the  treatment  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  should  apply  also  to  cases  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  in  cattle,  sheep-scab,  and  glanders. 

5.  That  all  lairs  or  yards  belonging  to  or  used  by  railway  and  steamboat  companies 
and  market  authorities,  and  all  vessels,  trucks,  horse-boxes,  or  other  vehicles  which 
have  been  used  for  the  conveyance  of  any  animal,  including  a horse,  which  may  within 
forty-eight  hours  of  its  removal  from  any  such  vessel,  lair,  truck,  or  other  vehicle,  be 
found  infected  with  any  contagious  or  infectious  disease,  should  he  treated  as  infected 
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Appendix,  No.  2.  places,  and  no  animal,  including  a horse,  should  be  allowed  to  be  placed  in  any  such 

vessel,  lair,  truck,  or  other  vehicle,  until  after  the  process  of  disinfection,  as  ordered  bv 

the  Privy  Council,  shall  have  been  twice  performed  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  local 
authorities. 

6.  That  in  any  county  in  which,  in  the  months  of  June  or  July,  foot-and-moutfi 
disease  exists,  the  movement  of  animals  should  be  prohibited  during  these  months 
except  with  a license,  such  as  was  used  during  the  prevalence  of  cattle  plao-ue  • and 
that  during  those  months  no  animal  should  be  brought  into  any  county  without” such 
license. 

This  rule  not  to  apply  to  the  movement  of  animals  through  any  county  by  railway. 

7.  That  no  store  animals  should  be  brought  by  sea  into  this  country  except  on  deck 
unless  an  efficient  system  of  ventilation  is  carried  out  in  the  holds  of  vessels. 

8.  Thas  two  places  of  landing  should  be  provided  at  every  port  into  which  cattle 
are  imported. 

9.  That  with  regard  to  stove  animals,  there  should  be  required  a veterinary  certi- 
ficate ofhealthfrom  the  port  of  embarkation,  and  that,  when  such  animals  are  landed 
such  certificate  should  be  endorsed  by  a duly  qualified  Inspector  after  careful  exami- 
nation of  the  animals  by  daylight. 

10.  That  there  should  be  a detention  of  six  hours  for  animals  coming  from  Ireland 
for  the  purpose  of  perfecting  the  inspection,  and  giving  food  and  water. 

That,  in  conclusion,  the  Council  regret  that,  notwithstanding  recent  enactments  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  comfort  of  animals  in  transit,  great  privations  are  still  experienced 
by  them  for  want  of  more  stringent  regulations  and  proper  supervision. 

(signed)  John  Algernon  Clarke , Secretary. 


The  President  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  England  to  the  Right  Hon. 
tV.  E.  Forster,  m.p. 

Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  England, 

Sir,  12  Hanover  Square,  12  December  1872. 

I have  the  honour,  on  behalf  of  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of 
England,  to  submit  to  you  the  enclosed  series  of  suggestions  in  reference  to  the  trade  in 
animals,  and  its  influence  on  the  spread  of  contagious  and  infectious  diseases  amongst  farm 
stock,  in  compliance  with  the  request  which  yon  made  to  a deputation  from  the  Council  on 
July  4th.  These  suggestions  are  based  on  a Report  to  the  Council  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Society,  drawn  up  after  a careful  investigation  of  the  subject  during  the  past  autumn.  A 
copy  of  that  report  is  also  enclosed. 

I am,  &c. 

(signed)  Cathcart, 

The  Right  Hon.  W.  E.  Forster,  m.p..  President. 

Vice  President  of  the  Privy  Council. 


The  Council  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  England  having  received  the  accom- 
panying Report  from  their  Secretary  of  his  investigations  into  the  trade  in  animals,  beg  to 
submit  their  suggestions  on  the  subject  to  the  Vice-President  of  the  Privy  Council : — 

1.  That  a sufficient  number  of  Veterinary  Inspectors  be  appointed  by  the  Government 
at  the  ports,  both  in  England  and  Ireland,  to  examine  properly  every  animal  previous 
to  shipment  or  landing,  as  the  case  may  be. 

2.  That  a return  of  the  animals  found  affected  with  any  contagious  or  infectious 
disease,  with  the  names  of  their  owners  and  the  nature  of  their  disease,  shall  be  fur- 
nished at  such  intervals  as  may  be  deemed  desirable  by  the  Government  Inspectors  at 
the  ports  to  the  Veterinary  Departments  in  London  and  Dublin  respectively,  and  in 
England  to  the  local  authority. 

3.  That  the  prosecution  of  the  owners  of  animals  60  reported  as  diseased  shall  in 
England  be  undertaken  by  the  local  authority,  and  in  Ireland  by  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council. 

4.  That  the  regulations  as  to  right  of  entry,  liberty  to  inspect,  and  evidence  of  the 
existence  of  disease  (the  inspector’s  certificate),  which  are  now  applicable  to  cases  or 
suspected  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  shall  be  extended  lo  foot  and  mouth  disease 
(Act,  sect.  31-33). 

5.  That 
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5.  That  all  lairs  or  yards  belonging  to  railway  and  steamboat  companies,  and  all  Appendix,  No. 
market  places  and  places  set  apart  for  the  holding  of  fairs  for  cattle,  sheep  and  pigs, 

shall  be  divided  into  pens  of  a convenient  size,  and  furnished  with  a sufficient  number 
of  troughs  of  clean  water,  and  that  these  pens  shall  be  cleansed  and  disinfected  in 
accordance  with  the  existing  regulations  of  the  English  Privy  Council  ih  reference  to 
railway  pens  and  landing  places. 

6.  That  the  cleansing  and  disinfection  of  the  steamboats  and  other  vessels  used  for 
the  carriage  of  animals" shall  be  rigorously  enforced;  and  that  no  steamboat  or  other 
vessel  shah  be  allowed  by  the  Government  veterinary  inspector  at  the  port  of  embarkation 
to  receive  animals  until’al'ter  the  master  or  owner  has  produced  and  delivered  a certi- 
ficate signed  by  the  Government  veterinary  inspector  at  the  last  port  of  debarkation, 
certifying  that  such  steamboat  or  other  vessel  has  been  properly  cleansed  and  dis- 
infected ^ince  the  last  landing  of  animals  therefrom. 


7.  That  the  railway  companies  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England  shall  be  compelled  to 
cleanse  and  disinfect  their  railway  trucks  and  sidings  in  accordance  with  the  existing 
regulations. 

8.  That  food  and  water  in  ordinary  quantities  be  supplied  to  all  animals  either  before 
or  after  inspection,  both  at  the  ports  of  shipment  and  landing,  whether  requested  by  the 
persons  in  charge  or  otherwise. 

9.  That  animals  exposed  for  sale  at  fairs  and  in  markets,  both  in  England  and  Ire- 
land. shall  in  all  cases  be  inspected  by  duly  qualified  veterinary  surgeons  or  inspectors 
appointed  by  the  local  authority,  and  that  it  is  essential  that  offenders  against  the  law 
shall  be  adequately  punished  on  conviction. 


10.  That  the  provisions  of  the  Privy  Council  (Ireland)  Order  of  4th  November  1870, 
be  modified  so  as  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  Section  57  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act  with  reference  to  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  other  than  glanders, 
cattle  plague,  or  sheep-pox. 

11.  That  the  neglect  to  conform  to  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  or  of  the  Orders 
in  Council  founded  thereon,  shall  henceforth  be  punished  as  an  offence  against  the 
Act ; and  that  the  penalty  clauses  shall  henceforth  iuclude  a minimum  as  well  as  a 
maximum  fine. 

12.  That  all  cattle  dealers  shall  be  required  to  take  out  a license,  such  license  shall 
be  granted  or  refused  by  the  magistrates  of  the  district  in  which  the  applicant  usually 
resides : and  that  the  said  license  shall  be  suspended  or  revoked  at  the  discretion  of  the 
magistrates  in  the  event  of  the  dealer  being  convicted  more  than  once  of  wilful  non- 
compliance  with  the  regulations  of  the  Privy  Council  or  of  the  local  authorities. 

13.  That  a register  be  kept  in  each  district  of  the  cattle  dealers  licensed  therein. 


14.  That  the  lairs,  yards,  fields,  and  other  premises  used  for  the  temporary  recep- 
tion  of  animals,  -whether  inland  or  at  the  ports  of  landing  and  shipment,  be  duly  certi- 
floated  for  the  purpose  and  registered. 

15.  That  in  order  to  prevent  cruelty,  sheep  and  cattle  should  never  be  carried 
together  in  the  same  truck. 

16.  That  in  order  to  secure  proper  cleansing  and  ventilation  of  the  holds  of  steam- 

boats all  vessels  employed  in  carrying  animals  shall  be  certificated ; and  that  no  cetti- 
ficate,  ^laU^egivtm  to  any  steamboat  or  other  vessd  not  now  engaged  V1  ^ 

the  ventilation  of  the  holds  intended  for  the  reception  of  an.mals  be  performed  by 
means  of  properly  constructed  machine  ventilators. 

17.  That  the  Privy  Council  should  from  time  to  time  send  down  their  ™P“- 
torstotte markets  iLrde, to  see  that  the  regulations 

the  inspector  should  Institute  proceedings  against  persons  whom  he  may  detect  ottend 
ing  against  the  law. 

18  That  at  the  ports  licensed  for  the  importation  of  foreign  animals,  the  local  autho- 
rities shall  provide  slaughter-houses  contiguous  to  the  ordmary  catUe  marked  dso  he 
the  landing  siege  for  cattle  from  unscheduled  countries,  and  within  the  defined  part  ot 
the  port  lor  tlmlanding  and  slaughter  of  animals  from  scheduled  countries  (where  such 
exist)  within  the  boundaries  of  their  jurisdictions,  as  is  the  case  at  Deptloid. 

19.  That  in  all  cases  the  landing  places  for  cattle  from  .*?* ."“schedSw 

countries  should  be  decidedly  apart,  and  that  the  ^cattle 

countries  should  in  all  cases  be  separated  by  some  considerable  interval  from  the  ortli 
nary  markets. 

20.  That  to  enable  the  local  authorities  to  trace  the  dlsPe^1.°” rkerthrname 

infectious  disease,  such  as  cattle  plague  or  sheep-pox,  from  * f departure  shall  be 
and  address  of  the  person  owning  the  cattle  or  sheep  at  t P 

registered  by  the  clerk  of  the  fair  or  market.  2i  That 

0.58.  4 D 
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Appendix,  No.  2.  21.  That  with  reference  to  cattle  plague,  it  is  desirable  to  add  to  Section  53  of  the 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  as  follows: — Where,  under  the  Act,  a place  is 
declared  to  be  an  infected  place,  either  by  the  order  of  the  Privy  Council  or  of  the  local 
authority,  or  by  the  declaration  of  an  inspector,  a return  of  the  cattle,  sheep,  and  other 
animals  (including  horses)  within  the  infected  place,  shall  immediately  be  made  to  the 
clerk  of  the  local  authority  by  every  owner  of  such  cattle,  sheep,  or  other  animals ; and 
in  the  event  of  any  of  the  said  animals  becoming  affected  with  any  disease  whatever 
the  same  shall  be  immediately  reported  to  the  police  by  the  owner  of  such  animals! 
Upon  such  report  being  made  to  tile  police,  the  local  aulhority  shall  cause  the  veteri- 
nary inspector  to  examine  the  animals  affected,  and  certify  in  writing  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  disease. 

22.  That  it  is  most  desirable  that  in  any  legislation  on  the  subject  of  cattle  diseases 
uniform  action  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  generally  enforced. 

23.  That  in  cases  of  cattle  plague  the  veterinary  inspector  of  the  Privy  Council  shall 
he  empowered  to  order  the  slaughter  of  animals  in  adjacent  fields  to  those  actually 
infected,  as  well  as  the  animals  in  the  same  field,  cow-shed,  & c.,  in  the  event  of  such  a 
course  being  considered  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the  plague. 

24.  That  the  prohibition  of  the  importation  of  cattle  from  Russia  should  continue  as 
long  as  cattle  plague  exists  in  that  country  ; and  that  any  country  permitting  the  im- 
portation of  Russian  cattle  during  that  period  should,  ipso  facto,  become  a scheduled 
country. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  suggestions,  they  beg  leave  to  add  the  following,  which,  if 
adopted,  would  render  compulsory  the  action  of  the  local  authorities  in  certain  matters 
which,  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  existing  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  are 
optional  with  them  : — 

Act. — Sect.  41.  Alter  “ may  ” to  “ shall.” 

Sect.  53.  Alter  “may”  to  “shall,”  and  omit  “if  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
appear  to  him  so  to  require.”  , 

Sect.  57.  After  “ coasting  vessel,”  insert  “ or  a vessel  engaged  in  the  cross 
channel  trade.” 

Sect.  57.  After  “execution  of  this  Act,”  for  “ may  ” read  “ shall.” 

Sect.  66.  For  “may,  if  they  think  fit,”  read  “shall.” 

Sect.  86.  First  line,  for  “may”  read  “shall;”  fourth  line,  for  “infectious 
disease,  or”  read  “ infectious  disease,  and.” 

(signed)  Cathcart, 

The  President  of  the  Society. 


EXTRACT  from  Minute  of  Meeting  of  the  Local  Authority  for  Kinross-shire. 

5 May  1873.  * 

“ The  local  authority  considering  the  continued  and  increasing  prevalence  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  the  county,  and  being  of  opinion  that  a compulsory  system  of  stamping  out, 
applicable  to  the  whole  of  Scotland,  is  the  only  satisfactory  and  effectual  means  of  check- 
ing the  disease,  resolved  to  forward  to  Mr.  Adam,  the  Member  of  Parliament,  a repre- 
sentation to  be  submitted  to  the  Privy  Council,  urging  the  adoption  of  a general  provision 
for  the  immediate  slaughter  of  all  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  the 
chairman  was  requested  to  communicate  with  Mr.  Adam  on  this  subject.” 

Extracted  by, 

(signed)  li.  Burns  Begg,  Junior,  Clerk. 


Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts. 


RECOMMENDATIONS  and  Suggestions  agreed  to  at  a Meeting  of  the  Local 
Authority  for  the  County  of  Monmouth,  held  at  Usk  on  the  9th  May  1873,  and 
submitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Honourable  the  House  of  Commons  sitting  on  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acta  and  Orders  in  Council. 

1.  It  being  the  opinion  of  this  local  authority  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  epidemical, 
though  also  contagious,  and  that  it  often  prevails  without  being  imported  or  being  of 

foreign 
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foreign  origin,  and  cannot  be  prevented  or  stamped  out,  and  it  being  within  our  knowledge  ^ppenc]ix  No  2. 

that  the  scab  in  sheep  must  necessarily,  at  times,  exist  in  mountainous  counties,  especially  pp ’ . 

in  wet  seasons,  and  cannot  be  prevented  : 

We  consider  — 

2.  That  while  mountain  runs  for  sheep  exist,  as  in  the  county  of  Monmouth  and  adjoining 
counties,  scab  will  also  exist  unless  a compulsory  system  of  periodical  salving  or  other 
dressing  be  adopted. 

3.  That  in  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  the  scab  the  visits  of  veterinary 
inspectors  should  be  discontinued  (except  for  the  purpose  of  certifying  the  cessation  of  the 
disease)  unless  by  special  order  of  a magistrate. 

4.  But  that  the  rules  with  regard  to  reporting  to  the  police  and  the  moving  of  diseased 
animals  alone  roads  and  bringing  them  into  fairs  and  markets,  cannot  be  too  strictly 
enforced,  and  are  the  most  effectual  remedies  that  can  be  applied 

5.  That  the  police  be  empowered  to  make  reports  to  the  Privy  Council  in  lieu  of 

inspectors.  _ 

By  Order  of  the  Executive  Committee, 

(signed)  Charles  B.  Fox, 

Newport,  Monmouth, 

Clerk  to  the  Committee. 


STATEMENT  of  the  Amount  of  Tolls,  Dues,  and  Payments  received  at  the  Metropolitan  Cattle 
Market  during  the  Years  1871  and  1872. 


tolls : 

244,782  Beasts  - 
1, 586,205  Sheep  - 
30,170  Calves  - 
9,230  Pigs 
8,082  Horses  - 
2,644  Donkeys  - 


DUES: 

244,782  Beasts  - 
112,340  Sheep  pens 


£•  s. 

d. 

2,039  17 

- 

1,321  J7 

9 

125  14  10 

11  14 

I 

202  1 

33  1 

- 

1,536  3 

2 

5,617  - 

190  5 

8 

38  - 

8 5 

50  10 

3 

40  11 

69  15 

G 

29  12 

282  1 

6 

101  10 

24  11 

3,043  19 



10  16 

3 

917  17 

6 

209  17 

51  l 

2 

9,036  8 

3 

144  9 

- 

30,179  Calf  tics  - 

760  Pig  pens  - - - 

165  Calf  pens 
8,082  Horse  ties 
187  Permanent  stands  - 
641  Ditto  - 
692  Daily  stands  - 
11,283  Ditto 
2,030  Wagons,  carts,  &c.  - 
982  Trucks  and  barrows  - 


LAI  RAGE : 

243,516  Beasts  - 

865  Calves  - 

348,072  Sheep  - 

40,251  Ditto,  grazing 
12,254  Pigs  - - • - 

45,SO0J  Trusses  hay 

1,926  Trasses  straw  - 


TOLLS : 


3,734 


227,145  Beasts  - 
1,446,636'  Sheep 
29,351  Calves  - 
8,770  Pigs 
6,531  Horses  - 
2,559  Donkeys  - 


6,531  Horse  tioa 
123  Permanent  stands 
576  Ditto  - 
560  Daily  stands  - 
10,415  Ditto  - 
1,574  Wagons,  &c.  - 
1,000  Trucks  - 


LAI  RAGE  : 

189,817  Beasts  - 
115  Calves 
303,279  Sheep 
30,998  Ditto,  grazing 
8,091  Pigs 

33,639 J Trusses  hay  - 
1,408  Trusses  straw  - 


£.  s. 

d. 

£.  s. 

d. 

5,678  12 

G 

7,540  2 

10' 

366  17 

0 

45  19 

3 

163  5 

6 

31  19 

9 

13,826  17 

40  16 

4* 

27  - 

02  9 

6 

28  - 

260  7 

6 

78  14 

25  - 

522  7 

lj 

2,366  9 

3 

1 8 

9 

802  19 

163  - 

33  14 

3 

5,317  15 

n 

105  12 

8,790  18 

5* 

£. 

23,140  3 

4f 
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Appendix,  No.  2.  STATEMENT  of  the  Amount  of  Tolls,  Dues,  and  Payments  received  at  the 
Foreign  Cattle  Market  at  Deptford  during  the  Year  1872. 


Wharfage,  Lairage,  Market  Due9,  and 
Charges: 

38,129  Beasts  ------- 

817  Calves  ------- 

124,508  Sheep  

173  Pigs 

3,663  Quarters,  beef  ------ 

9 Sides  of  beef  ------ 

4 Calves  (killed)  - 

320  Sheep  (killed) 

1 Pig  (killed)  - 

Slaughter-houses  Charges: 

957  Beasts  ------- 

71  Calves  ------- 

2,599  Sheep  ------- 


£.  s. 

d. 

£. 

s.  d. 

9,685  3 

- 

81  14 

- 

4,669  1 

- 

8 13 

- 

91  11 

6 

- 9 

- 

- 2 

4 

14,540 

13  10 

95  14 

_ 

3 11 

- 

44  18 

4 

3 4 

£. 

14,684 

17  2 

of  thc  LocaI  -Authorities  who,  in  September  1868,  applied  for  Stringent  Begn- 
lations  for  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease. 


County  of  Buckingham. 
Kent  (Wingham  Division). 
County  of  Lancaster. 
County  of  Aberdeen. 


County  of  Elgin. 

Elgin,  Burgh  of. 
County  of  Haddington. 
County  of  Inverness; 


Mames  of  the  Local  Authorities  who,  in  October,  November,  and  December  asked  tor 
Modification  or  Bevocation  of  Order  of  28th  September  1869. 


County  of  Norfolk. 
County  of  Suffolk. 
County  of  Berwick. 


County  of  Edinburgh. 
County  of  Haddington. 
County  of  Huntingdon. 


Names  of  Counties  who  applied  the  Provisions  of  the  Order  of  Council  of 
16th  December  1869. 


County  of  Aberdeen. 
County  of  Northumberland. 
Solce  of  Peterborough. 
County  of  Dorset. 

County  of  Elgin. 

County  of  Essex. 

County  of  Oxford. 

County  of  -Roxburgh. 


County  of  Cornwall. 
County  of  Haddington. 
County  of  Somerset. 
County  of  Kirkcudbright. 
County  of  Salop. 

County  of  Montgomery. 
County  of  Devon. 

County  of  Worcester. 
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Memorandum  showing  how  many  Local  Authorities  object  to  further  Restrictions  in 
respect  to  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  and  how  many  ask  for  further  Restrictions ; also, 
how  many  Local  Authorities  have  made  Regulations  under  the  Act  and  Orders,  and 
bow  many,  as  far  as  is  known,  have  made  no  Regulations,  from  1st  January  1872  to 
31  at  August  1872,  inclusive. 


Local  authorities  who  object  to  further  restrictions 


Local  authorities  asking  for  stoppage  of  fairs  and  markets 
(three  of  which  ask  for  Cattle  Plague  restrictions). 

Local  authorities  asking  for  various  other  restrictions  - 

Total  - - - 


Local  authorities  who  have  made  no  regulations — 

Counties — English  and  Welsh  - - 

„ Scotch  - - - - - 

Boroughs — English  and  Welsh  - 

„ Scotch  ------- 

Total  - - - 

Local  authorities  who  have  made  regulations — 

Counties — English  and  Welsh  - - - - - 

„ Scotch  ------- 

Boroughs — English  and  Welsh  (including  Metropolis)  - 
„ Scotch  ------- 

Total  - - - 


25 

20 

202 

72 


34 

14 

31 

6 


Memorandum  of  Communications,  dated  since  1st  January  1872,  objecting  to  present 
or  further  Restrictions  in  respect  of  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  received  from  Local 
Authorities  and  others. 

1 September  1872. 


Local  Authority. 

Nature  of  Communication. 

District  Rhuins,  County  Wigtown 

Consider-  it  unnecessary  to  enforce  regulations  in 
Part  II.  of  The  Animals  Order  of  1871.  (27th 
.January  1872.) 

Landowners,  Graziers,  Butchers, 
&c.,  principally  in  the  interest 
of  Liverpool. 

Propose  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  may  be  ex- 
empted from  the  operation  of  The  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  1869.  (Beginning  of 
June  1872.) 

Clerk  of  Peace,  County  Essex  - 

Refuse  to  join  local  authority  of  Norfolk  in  memo- 
rialising Lords  of  Council  to  suspend  all  markets 
for  a time.  (14th  August  1872.) 

Clerk  of  Supply,  County  Berwick 

Ajjplication  for  relaxation  of  existing  rules  of  57th 
Section  of  The  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act,  1869.  (22nd  August  1872.) 

0.58. 
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''  2‘  Memorandum  of  Applications  for  more  Stringent  Regulations  in  respect  to  Foot  and  Math 
Disease  received  from  Local  Authorities  since  1st  January  1872. 

1 September  1872. 


Local  Authority. 


Clerk  of  Supply,  County  of  Aber- 
deen. 


Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  Car- 
marthen. 

Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  Cum- 
berland. 

Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  Somer- 
set. 

Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  Middle- 
sex. 

Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  Corn- 
wall. 

Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  Devon 

Town  Clerk,  Maidstone 


Clerk  of  Central  Committee, 
County  of  Norfolk. 


Town  Clerk,  Norwich 


Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  War- 
wick. 


Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  North- 
umberland. 


Ditto  - ditto 

Ditto  - ditto 

Clerk  of  Peace,  County  of  Suffolk 


Clerk  of  Supply,  County  of  Elgin 
Ditto  - ditto 
Clerk  of  Peace,  Shropshire  - 


Nature  of  Application. 


: ‘7  , , T , , "^7  “"ported  into  their 

county  from  England,  Ireland,  and  south  of  Scotland. 
quests  that  all  local  authorities  may  be  constrained  to  tat" 
proper  precautions,  and  that  all  animals  exported  from  Ireland 
may  previously  undergo  a careful  examination  roan, 
February  1872.) 

Suggests  closing  markets  for  four  weeks.  (8th  June  1872.) 

Complains  of  increase  and  virulence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
and  requests  the  immediate  adoption  of  such  measures  as  mav 
be  deemed  expedient.  (9tli  July  1872.)  3 

Complains  of  Bristol  market,  and  urges  Privy  Council  to  stnn 
fairs,  &c.  (30th  July  1872.)  * 

Proposes  heavy  penalties  for  infringement  of  Orders  in  force 
(31st  July  1872.) 

Wishes  to  avoid  applying  to  close  shows,  markets,  and  fairs  but 
suggests  great  caution.  (9th  August  1872.)  5 

Complains  of  Bristol  market  as  source  of  disease,  and  calls  on 
Privy  Council  to  take  stringent  measures.  (9th  August  1879  ) 
Offers  to  take  further  steps  for  the  suppression  of  foot  aid 
mouth  disease  if  the  Privy  Council  consider  it  necessary 
(10th  August  1872.)  3' 

i Proposes  stoppage  of  all  fairs  and  markets  for  store  stock  in  the 
kingdom  for  six  weeks.  That  markets  for  fat  stock  shall  be 
held  under  same  restrictions  as  at  the  time  of  cattle  plague, 
and  store  stock  shall  be  moved  only  under  similar  restrictions 
existing  at  same  period.  (12tli  August  1872.) 

Proposes  no  cattle  shall  be  moved  without  license  from  cattle 
inspector  of  district  from  which  cattle  are  moved.  Unless  this 
is  done,  considers  closing  of  markets  and  fairs  will  be  in- 
effectual. (13th  August  1872.) 

Proposes  powers  should  bo  given  to  local  authorities  to  regulate 
holding  of  markets  and  fairs,  which  arc  held  now  at  so  early 
an  hour  as  to  preclude  inspection  before  admission,  (loth 
August  1872.) 

Asks  for  the  powers  of  prohibiting  movement  of  all  animals 
through  their  district,  save  those  going  to  market  for  slaughter, 
without  passes  to  be  issued  by  local  authority  under  Privy 
Council  Regulations.  (1st  August  1872.) 

Again  urges  that  the  above  powers  be  granted  to  them.  (10th 
August  1872.) 

Expresses  regret  of  local  authority  that  Privy  Council  will  not 
confer  on  them  the  _ powers  asked  for.  (2 1st  August  1872.) 
Proposes  to  close  all  fairs  and  markets  for  store  stock  for  a time, 
and  that  the  disinfection  of  fail’s  and  markets  should  be  made 
compulsory.  That  markets  for  fat  stock,  and  movement  of 
store  stock,  should  be  under  the  same  rules  as  in  the  time  of 
cattle  plague.  -Also  proposes  that  all  animals  moved  in  con- 
travention of  section  57  of  the  Act,  should  either  be  killed  on 
the  spot  or  returned  to  the  owner  in  some  conveyance  at  his, 
the  owner’s,  expense.  (22nd  August  1872.) 

Requests  an  Order  respecting  erection  offences  on  fields  adjoining 
highways  where  contagious  or  infectious  disease  exists.  (27th 
June  1872.) 

Requests  an  Order  empowering  a local  authority  to  regulate  the 
movement  of  cattle  on  the  whole  of  a farm  whereon  foot  and 
mouth  disease  exists.  (15th  J uly  1872.) 

Requests  immediate  stoppage  of  all  fairs  and  markets  for  store 
stock  in  the  kingdom  for  six  weeks.  (28th  August  1872.) 

Note.  Applications  from  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  are,  partly,  similar  to  that  from  Northumberland. 
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* Privy  Council  Office,  Veterinary  Department, 

Princes  Street,  Westminster,  S.W. 

Sir,  29  December  1871. 

I have  to  inform  you  that  the  regulations  relating  to  the  lauding  and  inspection  of 
foreign  animals  arriving  at  ports  in  Great  Britain,  daied  31st  March  1871,  will  cease  to  be 
in  operation  from  the  31st  instant,  and  that  after  that  date  the  following  instructions 
relating  to  your  duties  as  an  Inspector  of  the  Privy  Council  are  to  be  strictly  followed. 


General. 


Inspector ' for  canying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign  Animals  Order  of  1871,  °/^e  pQf  . 

from  the  time  at  which  any  foreign  animals  are  delivered  into  his  charge  by  the  officers  of  187]  Ordei. 
££fosec/. 


2.  The  Inspector  is  also  to  direct  his  attention  to  the  carrying  into  effect  of  the  provisions 
of  Part  I.  of  the  Animals  Order  of  1871,  and  the  Transit  of  Animals  (Water)  Order  ^°py  0ftIl 

of  March  1871;  and  for  this  purpose  he  is  to  visit  occasionally  vessels  carrying  animals  e/1 er  °fl87iaiai*h 
arriving  at  the  place  or  places  for  which  he  is  acting,  and  also  railway  stations  near  thereto,  ’ 

but  he  is  not  to  incur  any  expenses  other  than  those  which  are  necessarily  incurred  in  the  Cop,? 
inspection  of  foreign  animals,  carcases,  and  other  things,  without  a previous  written  autho-  of  An/i  £,^e  TYanaj-. 
rity  from  this  department  in  each  instance.  ^fer 

3.  The  Inspector,  in  rendering  an  account  of  his  travelling  and  incidental  expenses,  must  " '^~2^osed, 
see  that  every  item  is  strictly  in  accordance  with  the  scale  set  down  in  Memorandum 
No.  24— -1871,  and  his  account  must  be  accompanied  by  a certificate  to  the  effect  that  such 
expenses  have  been  incurred  on  account  of  the  public  service,  and  that  his  attendance  has 
been  given  for  so  many  days  of  not  less  than  eight  hours  each,  or  for  so  many  days  and 
nights  of  not  less  than  twenty-four  hours  each,  as  the  case  may  be. 


4.  If  called  upon  by  the  officers  of  Her  Majesty’s  Customs  to  do  so,  the  Inspector  is  to 
examine  and  certify  as  to  the  risk  or  otherwise  of  the  introduction  of  contagious  or  infec- 
tious disease  by  any  animal,  carcase,  hide,  meat,  offal,  hay,  straw,  fodder,  or  other  article 
brought  by  sea  to  the  place  or  places  for  which  he  is  acting. 


5.  The  Inspector  is  to  report  forthwith  to  this  department  any  neglect  on  the  part  of  any 
person  in  carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1869  or  of  any  Order 
thereunder. 


Marking. 

6.  The  Inspector  is  to  see  that  such  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  and  swine  within  a defined  part 
of  a port  as  are  required  to  be  marked  are  marked  in  accordance  with  Article  20  of  the 
Foreign  Animals  Order  of  1871,  and  that  no  animal  required  to  be  marked  is  taken  from 
under  his  charge  until  so  marked. 

Inspection  and  Detention. 

7.  The  Inspector  is  to  commence  his  inspection  of  foreign  animals  as  soon  as  he  conve- 
niently can  after  they  are  placed  under  his  charge. 

8.  The  Inspector  is  to  exercise  his  judgment  whether  his  first  inspection  shall  extend  to 
an  examination  of  each  animal  separately  and  carefully,  or  shall  be  limited  to  a general 
inspection  of  the  whole  cargo;  but  under  any  circumstances  he  is  responsible  for  the 
effectual  examination  of  each  animal. 

9.  The  Inspector’s  final  inspection  is  to  consist  of  a careful  examination  of  each  animal 
separately  during  daylight,  and  is  not  to  take  place  until  after  at  least  twelve  hours  deten- 
tion. Such  detention,  however,  may  be  extended  ai  his  discretion  under  Article  10  of  the 
Foreign  Animals  Order  of  1871,  but  he  is  required  to  report  to  this  department  any  such 
extra  detention  and  the  cause  of  it. 

Contagious  or  Infectious  Disease  Generally. 

10.  Where  the  Inspector  finds  any  contagious  or  infectious  disease  in  any  animal  or 
animals  under  his  charge,  he  is  to  give  notice  to  the  police,  in  order  that  the  Inspector  of 
the  local  authority  may  be  informed  thereof. 

11.  V'here  the  Inspector  is  of  opinion  that  any  animal  under  his  charge,  not  within  the 
definition  of  animal  in  the  Act  of  1869,  may  introduce  contagious  or  infectious  disease,  he 
is  to  detain  such  animal,  and  report  the  circumstances  to  this  department. 
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Appendix,  No.  2.  Cattle  Plague . 

12.  Where  the  Inspector  finds  cattle  plague  in  any  animal  under  his  charge,  he  is  to 
detain  it,  and  all  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  and  swine  brought  in  the  same  vessel  therewith,  and 
cause  it  and  them  to  be  slaughtered  with  the  utmost  practicable  expedition  at  the  nearest 
safe  and  convenient  place.  , 

In  every  such  case  the  Inspector  is  to  detain  auy  animal  not  wilhjfi  the  definition  of 
animal  in  the  Act  of  1869  brought  in  the  vessel,  and  report  the  circumstances  to  this 
department. 


Pleura-  Pneumonia. 

13.  Where  the  Inspector  fiuds  pleuro-pneumonia  in  any  cattle  under  his  charge,  he  is  to 
cause  the  same,  and  all  cattle  brought  in  the  same  vessel  therewith,  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
following  manner : — 

(l.)  The  diseased  cattle  are  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  landing-place. 

(2.)  The  healthy  cattle,  if  landed  at  any  place  other  than  within  the  defined  part  of 
a port,  are  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  landing-place,  or,  if  landed  at  a port  at  which  there 
is  a defined  part,  the  Inspector  may  permit  them  to  be  removed  by  water  into  such 
defined  part  tor  slaughter. 


Foot-and-Mouth  Disease. 

14.  Where  the  Inspector  finds  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  any  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  or 
swine  under  his  charge,  he  is  to  cause  the  same,  and  all  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  and  swine 
brought  in  the  same  vessel  therewith,  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  following  manner : — 

(l.)  The  diseased  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  and  swine  are  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  ianding- 
place. 

(2.)  The  healthy  cattle,  sheep,  goats,  and  swine,  if  landed  at  any  place  other  than 
within  the  defined  part  of  a port,  are  to  he  slaughtered  at  the  landing-place,  but  if 
landed  at  a port  at  which  there  is  a defined  part,  the  Inspector  may  permit  them  to  be 
removed  by  water  into  such  defined  part  for  slaughter. 


Sheep-Pox  and  Sheep-Scab. 

15.  Where  the  Inspector  finds  sheep-pox  or  sheep-scab  in  any  sheep  under  his  charge,  he 
is  to  cause  the  same,  and  all  sheep  brought  in  the  same  vessel  therewith,  to  be  dealt  with  in 
the  following  manner : — 

(l.)  The  diseased  sheep  are  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  landing-place. 

(2.)  The  healthy  sheep,  iflanded  at  any  place  other  than  within  the  defined  part  of 
a port,  are  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  landing-place,  or,  if  landed  at  a port  at  which 
there  is  a defined  part,  the  Inspector  may  permit  them  to  be  removed  by  water  into  such 
defined  part  for  slaughter. 


Divided  Cargoes. 

16.  In  carrying  into  effect  Article  8 of  the  Foreign  Animals  Order  of  1871,  the  Inspector 
at  the  place  where  a part  of  any  cargo  is  landed  is  to  take  care  that  the  Inspector  at  the 
place  where  it  is  proposed  to  land  another  part  of  such  cargo  is  informed  thereof,  and  each 
is  to  see  that  the  last-mentioned  article  is  strictly  carried  into  effect. 

Carcases. 

17.  The  Inspector  may  allow  carcases  of  animals,  which  he  is  satisfied  were  healthy  before 
being  slaughtered,  to  be  removed  from  the  lairs  without  making  a post-mortem  examina- 
tion of  them,  but  he  is  to  superintend  the  slaughter  and  make  a post-mortem  examination  of 
each  diseased  animal. 

18.  If  the  Inspector  is  of  opinion  that  any  carcase  under  his  charge,  if  allowed  to  be 
removed,  would  or  might  introduce  any  contagious  or  infectious  disease,  he  is  not  to  allow 
the  removal  thereof  except  for  burial  or  destruction,  and  is  to  see  that  such  burial  or  destruc- 
tion is  carried  into  effect. 

19.  If  the  Inspector  is  of  opinion  that  any  carcase  under  his  charge  is  unfit  for  human 
food,  he  is  to  give  notice  to  the  police  in  order  that  the  nuisance  authority  of  the  district 
may  be  informed  thereof. 

I am,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

Secretary. 
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SUMMARY  of  the  Papers  which  were  registered  and  specially  treated  in  the  Appendix,  No. 
Veterinary  Department  during  1872. 


The  duties  performed  by  the  clerks  of  the  department  may  be  stated  to  consist  in  the 
treatment  of  179,390  papers  : 


Inward  letters  - 

- 

- 

- 

- 

5,030* 

Other  registered  papers 

- 

- 

- 

- 

528 

Returns,  declarations,  &c. 

- 

- 

- 

- 

39,254 

Certificates  - 

' 

' 

5,659 

50,471 

and  in  the  dispatch  of 


Outward  letters  ------- 

3,043* 

Circulars  - --  --  --  - 

3,276 

Copies  of  Orders  of  Council,  upwards  of  - - 

59,000 

Forms  of  Returns,  and  Certificates,  upwards  of 

63,600 

Outwards  - - - 

128,919 

Inwards  - 

50,471 

Total  - 

179,390 

* These  do  not  include  some  thousands  of  inward  and  outward  letters  and  papers  which 
were  not  of  a nature  to  require  registration  and  special  treatment. 


EXTRACTS  from  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services  for  1868-69,  and  1869-70,  showing  the  Amounts 
paid  out  of  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund  for  Expenses  connected  with  Cattle  Plague  and  with 
the  Veterinary  Department. 


Veterinary  Department - 

* Ditto  - ditto  --------- 

Other  Expenses  connected  with  Cattle  Plague  to  the  31st  December 
1867  (not  under  the  control  of  the  Veterinary  Department):— 

Inspectors  of  Cattle  and  Miscellaneous  Expenses  - 
Advertisements  of  Orders  of  Council  ..... 
Compensation  for  Cattle  slaughtered  by  order  of  Inspectors 

Additional  Amounts  between  1st  February  and  31st  December  1867 : — 

* Inspectors  of  Cattle  (includiug  2,767 1.  los.  6 d.  paid  to  the 

Veterinary  Surgeons  employed  by  the  Customs  Department) 

* Legal  Adviser  - - - - - - 

Additional  Amounts  between  1st  January  and  31st  March  1868  : — 

* Inspectors  of  Cattle  - --  --  --  - 

* Legal  Adviser  - --  --  --  -- 

* Mr.  J.  B.  Simonds,  for  Expenses  of  attending  Veterinary  Con- 

gress at  Zurich  - --  --  --  - 

* Veterinary  Department — Salaries  and  Expenses  from  1st 

January  to  31st  March  1868  


£. 

3. 

d. 

£. 

s . d. 

17,446 

14 

1 

11,058 

17 

6 

28,506 

11  7 

49,397 

2 

3 

19,675 

2 

_ 

25,000 

4,697 

2 

400 

“ 

333 

16 

3 

300 

- 

67 

11 

1 

99,870 

13  7 

- - 

- 

2,438 

17  L 

* This  additional  sum  appears  under  the  Estimate  for  Miscellaneous  Expenses,  in  Class  VII., 
being  a portion  of  the  amount  required  to  repay  to  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund  the 
advances  made  between  1st  February  1867  and  31st  March  1868. 
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EXPENSES  of  the  Veterinary  Department  on  account  of  Salaries,  Incidental  Expenses, 
and  Travelling  Expenses,  subsequent  to  the  31st  March  1868 ; after  which  Date  the  Sums  neces- 
sary to  defray  such  Expenses  were  annually  provided  for  by  separate  Votes. 


1868- 69  Salaries  Account  from  1st  April  1868  to  81st  March  1869 

Incidental  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

Travelling  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

1869- 70  Salaries  Account  from  1st  April  1869  to  31st  March  1870 

Incidental  Expenses]  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

Travelling  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

1870- 71  Salaries  Account  from  1st  April  1870  to  31st  March  1871 

Incidental  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

Travelling  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

1871- 72  Salaries  Account  from  1st  April  1871  to  31st  March  1872 

Incidental  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

Travelling  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

Examination  of  Cattle  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

1872- 78  • fSalaries  Account  from  1st  April  1872  to  3lst  March  1873 

Incidental  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 

Travelling  Expenses  - - ditto  - - - ditto  - 


t The  payments  to  Inspectors  for  Examination  of  Cattle  are  included  under  this  head. 


Estimated  Total  Cost  of  the  Veterinary  Department  for  the  Year  1872. 


£.  s.  d. 

£.  d. 

Rent  of  Offices  - - - _ _ _ I 

300  - - 

Rates 

42  - - 

Furniture  and  Household  Articles,  Gas,  Water,  Fuel 

Repairs,  and  Wages  to  Caretaker,  8tc.  - 

283  15  9 1 

Legal  Expenses  - - 

402  14  0 

Incidental  Expenses  - ______  i 

539  19  11 

Travelling  Expenses 

430  18  10  ; 

Stationery  - 

590  - - 

£. 

12,962  19  7 

The  cost  of  Postage  is  not  included,  as  no  separate  account  has  been  kept 
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Appendix,  No.  3. 


MEMORANDUM. 


SUGGESTIONS  by  Mr.  Barclay,  of  Provisions  for  discovering  and  dealing  with 
Cattle  Plague,  Pleuro-Pneumonia,  and  Sheep-Pox. 


Discovery  op  Disease. 

1.  The  occupant  of  any  farm  or  building  (excepting  licensed  slaughter-houses)  where 
any  neat  animal  dies  or  is  slaughtered,  to  report  such  death  or  slaughter  within  three  days 
to  the  police  or  local  authority. 

2.  The  owner  of  any  animal  affected  with  any  of  the  diseases  above-named,  to  report 
the  same.  ( Provided  by  existing  Act.) 

3.  Every  veterinary  surgeon,  or  person  professing  to  treat  diseased  animals,  to  certify 
cases  of  the  diseases  above-named,  receiving  a sufficient  fee  therefor. 

4.  Police  constables  to  report  any  suspicious  cases  of  disease  which  may  come  to  their 
knowledge. 

Compensation. 

5.  The  owner  of  stock  to  be  compensated  to  the  extent  of  three-fourths  of  his  loss  for 
animals  slaughtered  by  the  local  authority  ; but  no  animal  to  be  valued,  in  estimating 
loss,  at  over  40  l. 

Organisation. 

6.  One  local  authority  for  each  county,  elected  jointly  by  the  county  and  the  boroughs 
within  it. 

7.  The  cost  of  general  management,  printing,  advertising,  and  chief  inspector,  to  be 
charged  rateably  over  the  whole,  and  any  payments  for  compensation  and  sub-inspection 
to  be  charged  against  the  county  or  borough  where  incurred  exclusively. 

8.  At  least  one  inspector,  with  adequate  salary,  to  be  appointed  in  each  county,  devoting 
his  whole  time  to  the  duties  of  his  office  (unless  in  counties  excepted  by  Privy  Council). 

The  chief  inspector  to  be  responsible  to  carry  out  the  whole  duties  under  the  Act 
within  his  county,  to  superintend  the  dealing  with  disease,  and  to  keep  and  report  such 
statistics  as  the  Privy  Council  may  require. 

9.  The  chief  inspectors  to  employ  sub-inspectors  (not  necessarily  veterinary  surgeons) 
to  take  charge  of  herds  where  disease  exists,  and  to  see  the  orders  of  chief  inspector  duly 
carried  out  with  diligence  and  care. 

Mode  oe  dealing  with  Diseased  Animals  and  Herds. 

10.  All  animals  labouring  under  the  diseases  named  to  be  slaughtered  forthwith. 

11.  The  local  authority  to  have  power  to  slaughter  all  animals  in  the  same  herd  with 
diseased  animals ; and,  in  the  case  of  cattle  plague,  all  cattle  in  adjacent  fields  or 
buildings. 

12.  No  animal  to  be  moved  out  of  an  infected  place  for  30  days  after  the  last  case 
( provided  by  existing  Act),  nor  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  during  a further  period 
of  two  months,  without  a certificate  by  inspector. 

13.  Animals  affected  by  disease  may  be  moved  freely  within  an  infected  place  on  the 
land  in  the  same  possession,  provided  no  other  land  (except  a public  road  or  highway) 
intervene,  subject  always  to  any  rule  or  regulations  of  the  local  authority. 

14.  Local  authorities  to  have  power  to  make  any  rules  or  regulations,  or  to  issue  any 
directions  regarding  cattle,  or  persons  in  charge  of  them,  within  an  infected  place. 

15.  Any  local  authority  to  have  power  to  deal  in  such  manner  as  they  may  consider 
expedient  with  any  cattle  labouring  under  foot  or  mouth  disease  found  on  any  public 
road  or  exposed  in  any  market  or  fair,  and  to  charge  any  expenses  against  the  owner,  or 
to  retain  and  sell  the  cattle  failing  payment  in  satisfaction  of  such  expenses.  ( Doubtful 
under  existing  Act). 

16.  Should  any  local  authority  fail  in  duly  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,,  or 
in  suppressing  disease,  the  Privy  Council  to  have  power  to  send  an  inspector  to  give 
directions  for  the  suppression  of  the  disease,  with  power  to  have  such  directions  carried  into 
effect,  charging  all  expenses  so  incurred  against  the  local  authority. 
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PAPERS  handed  in  by  Mr.  Kavanagh. 

Appendix,  No;  4.  ROYAL  DUBLIN  SOCIETY 

Cattle  Transit,  Ireland. 

At  a Meeting  of  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Dublin  Society,  held  on  20th  March  1872, 

The  Marquis  of  Kildare,  Vice  President,  in  the  Chair. 

On  the  motion  of  Viscount  de  Vesci,  seconded  by  Charles  Uniache  Toionshend,  Esq.,  the 
following  Report  was  adopted. 


REPORT. 

The  Committee  of  Agriculture  beg  to  report  to  the  Council  that  in  conformity  with  the 
resolution  of  the  20th  February  1873,  they  have  issued  the  queries  on  the  subjeet  of  cattle 
transit,  in  relation  to  foot  and  mouth  and  other  infectious  diseases  of  cattle,  to  the  principal 
graziers  and  exporters  of  cattle  in  Ireland,  and  having  carefully  examined  all  the  answers, 
after  much  consideration  have  come  to  the  following  conclusions : — 

Fairs  and  Markets. 

1.  They  find  that  the  cattle  brought  to  the  fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland  are  generally? 
free  from  disease. 

2.  That  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  most  prevalent  in  summer  and  autumn. 

3.  They  are  of  opinion  that  fairs  and  markets  ought  not  to  be  held  in  the  streets  of 
towns  nor  on  public  roads,  but  in  fields  or  enclosures  having  ample  means  of  ingress  and 
egress. 

4.  That  fairs  and  markets  should  be  inspected  by  non-resident  veterinary  surgeons  or 
other  qualified  persons,  the  police  being  directed  to  enforce  their  orders,  and  that  when 
cattle  yards  in  the  neighbourhood  of  fairs  or  markets  are  in  use,  they  should  be  iuspected 
and  cleansed,  and  disinfected  under  the  superintendence  of  the  police. 

Railways. 

6.  Cattle-pens  should  be  provided  at  all  stations,  and  be  properly  cleansed  and  disin- 
fected under  the  supervision  of  the  police. 

6.  Time-tables  snould  be  issued  for  cattle  trains,  and  an  average  rate  of  speed  rendered 
compulsory,  great  inconvenience  being  experienced  in  the  uncertainty  of  the  arrival  of  cattle 
trains  at  the  stations,  which  entails  the  necessity  of  dispatching  cattle  several  hours  earlier 
than  should  be  necessary,  thus  exposing  them  to  deterioration  from  ill-treatment,  and  to 
risk  of  infection.  Strenuous  efforts  should  be  made  to  have  trains  timed  to  suit  the  departure 
of  the  steamers. 

7.  The  Committee  find  that  as  a general  rule  cattle  trucks  are  neither  cleansed  nor  dis- 
infected, though  the  provisions  of  the  law  for  that  purpose  are  probably  sufficient,  if 
enforced. 

8-  The  Committee  consider  that  the  provisions  of  Section  9 of  the  Order  in  Council  of 
6th  March  1873,  should  be  extended,  so  far  as  suitable,  to  the  carriage  of  animals  by  railways. 

9.  A chief  officer,  or  officers  of  good  position,  should  be  appointed,  whose  duty  it  should 
be  to  have  ihe  provisions  of  the  law  duly  carried  into  effect  by  authorised  subordinates. 

10.  On  the  several  lines  of  railway  in  the  United  Kingdom,  feeding  and  watering  the 
animals  should  be  compulsory,  if  the  animals  were  beyond  24  hours  in  transit. 

Yards  or  Lairs  at  Seaports. 

11.  Yards  or  lairs  at  seaports  should  be  licensed,  carefully  paved,  regularly  cleansed  and 
disinfected,  and  supplied  with  water  for  the  use  of  cattle.  If  cattle  be  detained  beyond  a 
certain  specified  time  they  should  be  fed  as  well  as  watered. 

12.  In  all  such  lairs  or  yards,  ihe  inspection  of  cattle  could,  if  requisite,  be  more  effi* 
cientlv  carried  out  than  on  the  quays,  where  stock  would  be  massed  together,  and  driven 
hurriedly. 

Steamers. 
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13  In  all  cattle  boats,  pens  of  a limited  size  should  be  provided,  and  provision  made  for 
most  ample  ventilation,  a requirement  which  appears  to  be  in  many  cases  imperfectly  carried 
out  The  Order  in  Council  as  to  cleansing  and  disinfection  of  the  holds  of  steamers  should 

b6^1  A^system 6of  quarantine  at  the  port  of  debarkation,  whereby  cattle  might  be  detained 
for  days,  would  injuriously  interfere  with  trade,  and  would  consequently  increase  the  price 

of  store  cattle  in  Great  Britain.  ...... 

15.  A distinction  should  be  made  between  store  cattle  and  those  intended  for  slaughter. 
The  former  should  be  detained  at  the  port  of  debarkation  for  at  least  three  hours,  for  the 
purposes  of  rest,  feeding,  and  watering;  the  latter  should  be  forwarded  to  their  destination 
without  unnecessary  delay.  , 

16  In  order  readily  to  distinguish  store  cattle  from  those  intended  tor  slaughter,  the 
Committee  recommend  that  the  latter  should  be  marked  by  the  owner  in  a conspicuous 
place  with  a distinctive  and  authorised  brand. 

y 17.  The  provisions  of  Section  10,  of  Transit  of  Animals  (Ireland)  Order,  of  19th  May 
1871  should  be  extended  to  the  ports  of  debarkation  in  Great  Britain,  whereby  the  speedy 
and  convenient  unshipment  of  animals  would  be  secured,  and  a supply  of  food  at  a declared 
price  provided;  such  provision  to  be  enforced  by  the  local  or  other  authorities. 
v The  opinion  being  prevalent  in  Great  Britain,  that  disease,  to  a great  extent,  is  carried 
by  Irish  cattle  exported  thereto,  it  nevertheless  appears,  from  the  information  collected  by 
the  Committee,  that  the  animals  are  healthy  on  removal  from  their  pastures,  but  that  from 
want  of  cleansing  and  disinfecting  of  trucks  and  steamers ; over-crowding  and  absence  of 
adequate  ventilation  in  the  latter,  and  then  sudden  exposure  of  the  cattle  for  hours  in  trucks ; 
the  animals  throughout  their  transit  being  either  insufficiently  or  not  at  all  fed,  watered,  or 
Tested  and  subject  to  such  vicissitudes,  overheated  and  half  starved,  they  are  in  so  weak 
and  reduced  a condition  that  they  are  thereby  rendered  most  susceptible  to  disease.  On 
this  subject  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  'Commons  reported  as  follows “ A journey, 
whether  by  sea  or  rail,  causes  cattle  to  deteriorate  in  value,  and  makes  them  feverish,  and 
tends  to  produce,  if  it  does  not  actually  cause,  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; these  evils  are  very 

much  increased  if  cattle  are  ill-treated  or  not  properly  watered.” 

The  Committee  have  carefully  considered  the  suggestions  of  the  Council  of  the  Koyal 
Agricultural  Society  of  England  on  this  subject,  with  some  of  which,  it  will  be  seen  by 
this  report,  they  substantially  agree,  whilst  from  others  they  feel  bound  to  withhold  their 
assent  as  being  instances  of  over-legislation,  or  as  being  unnecessary. 

The  Committee,  fully  impressed  with  the  serious  disadvantages  resulting  to  the  United 
Kingdom  from  an  undue  and  vexatious  interference  with  the  trade  and  transfer  of  Irish 
cattle  yet  in  the  true  interests  of  that  staple  industry,  feel  coerced  to  advise  the  rigid 
enforcement  of  the  regulations  already  existing  for  the  prevention  of  disease,  supplemented 
by  the  above  amended  suggestions,  from  which  jointly  they  confidently  anticipate  conse- 
quences alike  satisfactory  to  the  Irish  producer  and  the  British  purchaser. 

(signed)  Charles  Vniacke  Townsliend, 


14  March  1873. 


20  March  1873. 


Approved , 


Vice-Chairman, 
Committee  of  Agriculture. 


(signed) 


Kildare , 

Vice  President.. 


RESOLUTION  passed  by  the  Royal  Dublin  Society,  May  1873. 


That  this  Committee  view  with  the  utmost  alarm  the  proposal  submitted  to  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Parliamentary  Committee  to  stop  all  fairs  and  markets,  and  all 
-movements  of  cattle  and  sheep,  during  two  at  least  of  the  ensuing  summer  months.  1 hat 
they  consider,  if  this  suggestion  were  carried  out,  the  loss,  not  only  to  graziers  and  farmers, 
but  to  all  classes  of  the  community,  in  this  country  would  be  incalculable.  I hat  the  Uom- 
mittee  are  of  opinion  that  even  were  a similar  measure  carried  out  simultaneously  in 
England  and  Scotland,  and  in  this  country,  it  would  be  quite  inadequate  to  stamp  out  the 
diseases  for  which  this  remedy  is  proposed. 
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Veterinary  Department,  Privy  Council  Office,  Ireland. 


SUMMARY  RETURN  showing  the  Number  and  Description  of  Animals  Imported  to  and  Exported  fr 
Ireland  during  the  Month  of  May  1873,  and  the  respective  Ports.  om 


Dublin  - 

Drogheda 

Warrenpoint 

Belfast  - 

Cork  - 

Dundalk 

Sligo 

■Waterford 
Londonderry 
Newry  - 
Wexford 
Ballina 


Animals  Imported. 


Animals  Exported. 


4,372 

146 

27 

3,203 


7,850 

3,750 

1,531 


2,816 

1,366 

3,182 


S2  ™ “"S  f tapMtod  Mo  Bund.ll,  which  arc  i.ulud.d  hi  the  tool  number  of  ho™  imported  Mo  th.t  u.,t 

2.  There  were  200  cavalry  hnr.es  eipnrted  from  Dubhu,  which  ar,  included  in  the  total  number  of  horses  exported  from  that  port! 


Vetekinaey  DErASTMENT,  Privy  Council  Office,  Dublin  Castle. 


S1 v“ka“y  ntJtoZL w?  ERTCff-  ,SlT“g  “*8  *°  thc  DaiIr  Bo*™  fm-m,hed  to  the  Imb 
V ? rt  °yM  , Co“ti,tolM5r  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  appointed  to  act  as 

if “ ported 


Animals 

Impor: 

»». 

| Animals  Exported. 

Ports. 

pq  g 

■g 

1 . 

•a 

1 

§8 
O o 

Calves 

If 

1 

1 

Horses. 

1 

1 

-4 

”1 
S 8 
o S 

8 

Is 
i s 

Goats. 

! i 

Horses. 

i 

B 

i 

Ballina  - - - 

i 

— 

Belfast  ... 

57 

16 

1 

140 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

25 

43  , 

2 

_ 

_ 

Cork  - 

9 

61 

17 

1 j 

- 

10,401 

1,565 

2,210 

302 

2,037 

1,222 

1 

9 

Coleraine 

r 

10,866 

133 

6,930 

7 

913 

281 

2 

60 

Dublin 

Dundalk 

755 

124 

30 

829 

: 

- 

85 

I 

I 

14,725 

2,019 

22,738 

8 

3,549 

890 

3 

19 

Drogheda 

84 

2,902 

5,975  . 

5,158 

514 

1,101 

277 

22 

Londonderry 

14 

4,107 

1,308 

13,843 

1 

883 

175 

3 

Newry  ... 

1,796 

2,541 

1,824 

17 

665 

103 

3 

Sligo  - 

_ 

— 

- 

- 

32 

54 

31(1 

57 

8 

_ 

_ 

Warrenpoint  - 

_ 

4 

I 

” 

~ 

- 

06 

36 

1,394 

_ 

214 

5 

_ 

- 

Waterford  - 

_ 

~ 

- 

— 

3,597 

1,527 

2 

139 

105 

_ 

28 

Wexford 

7,179 

39 

2,725 

2,099 

294 

Westport 

_ 

1,004 

- 

2,114 

S 

2,132 

2 

Youghal 

Total  - - - 

~ 

: 

1 

- 

: 

" 

- 

I 

z 

“ 

| 835  | 

259 

1,030 

~ 

5 

134 

1 

- 

54,401 

17,317 

60,304 

854 

13,822 

3,364 

6 

142 

Total  Increase  or  'i 
Decrease  for  the 
month  of  June  | 

In-  j 
crease. 

De- 

crease. 

In- 

crease. 

- 1 

| 

In- 

crease. 

De- 

crease. 

In- 

crease. 

I~ 

Incueaeu. 

Increase. 

Increase. 

In- 

crease. 

De- 

crease. 

De- 

De- 

crease. 

In- 

crease. 

1873,  as  com-  ' 
pared  with  the  I 
month  of  May 
1873  - - ) 

511 

481 

302 

- 

1 

2 

334 

1 

16,233 

4,744 

33,179 

185 

14,265 

630 

2 

78 

6 July  1873. 


Note.- Of  the  755 


s,  imported  into  Dublin,  746  wore  Portuguese,  from  Oporto. 

Hugh  Ferguson , Director  General. 
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PAPERS  handed  in  by  Professor  Baldwin,  24  April  1873. 


MAP 


OF 


ALBERT  MODEL  FARMS,  GLASNEVIN. 


(Referred  to  in  Question  3982.) 


0.58. 


4 E 4 
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SUGGESTIONS  for  ail  Enactment  to  relieve  Ireland  of  the  Loss  now  entailed  on  her  by 
Pleuro-Pneumonia  and  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  and  to  protect  Great  Britain 
from  the  exportation  from  Ireland  of  Animals  affected  with  these  Diseases. 


Explanations. 

1.  Policeman,  means  a member  of  the  constabulary  or  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 

2.  Paid  magistrate,  means  a stipendiary  magistrate  or  Dublin  Police  magistrate. 

3.  Department,  means  the  central  authority  appointed  to  carry  out  this  enactment 

4.  Inspector,  means  an  inspector  of  constabulary,  or  an  inspector,  or  superintendent  of 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. 

5.  Cattle  disease  inspector,  means  a person  employed  as  an  expert,  to  declare  in  all 
doubtful  or  disputed  cases  the  nature  of  the  malady  under  which  an  animal  or  animals  are 
labouring;  preference  being  given  to  duly  qualified  veterinary  surgeons  when  they  can  be 
obtained ; every  person  so  appointed  who  is  not  a veterinary  surgeon  shall  be  subject  to  an 
examination. 


I. — Plburo-Pneumonia. 

1.  When  an  animal .shows  symptoms  of  this  disease,  the  owner  shall  report  the  case  at 
the  nearest  police  station.  Any  violation  of  this  law,  or  attempt  to  violate  it,  which  shall 
be  proved  before  a paid  magistrate,  shall  subject  the  person  so  violating  or  attempting  to 
violate  it  to  a penalty  of  5 l.  for  every  beast. 

2.  The  policeman  in  charge  shall  immediately  report  the  case  by  telegram  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Department  appointed  to  carry  out  this  enactment. 

3.  The  Department  shall  have  power  to  make  such  inquiry  as  may  be  deemed  fit,  and 
if  necessary  to  issue  an  order  directing  the  inspector, — 

(l.)  To  visit  the  case  immediately. 

(2.)  To  call  in  the  nearest  cattle  disease  inspector,  if  he  believes  it  necessary. 

(3.)  If  the  cattle  disease  inspector  declares  the  disease  to  be  pleuro-pneumonia,  the 
inspector  shall  call  in  a competent  persou  to  estimate  the  then  value  of  the  beast,  and 
of  any  beasts  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  cattle  disease  inspector  have  come  within  range 
of  the  infection. 

(4.)  To  kill  the  affected  animal,  and  all  animals  which  have  according  to  the  report 
of  the  cattle  disease  inspector  so  come  within  the  range  of  the  infection,  and  to  bury 
all  carcases  not  fit  for  human  food,  and  to  sell  all  others'. 

(5. ) To  destroy  all  litter  m the  shed  or  place  in  which  the  sick  animal  or  animals 
were  kept. 

(6.)  To  cleanse  and  disinfect  the  said  place. 

The  said  place  shall  not  be  used  again  for  cattle  until  a certificate  shall  have  been 
obtained  from  the  cattle  disease  inspector,  stating  that  such  place  has  been  properly 
cleansed  and  disinfected.  v * 

4.  The  owner  of  any  beast  or  beasts  slaughtered  shall  receive  as  compensation  the 
valuation  put  upon  them  by  the  person  called  in  by  the  inspector ; such  valuation  shall, 
However,  in  every  case  mean  the  lessened  value  of  the  animals  which  are  diseased;  that 
is,  regarding  them  as  diseased  or  exposed  to  disease,  as  the  case  may  be. 
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II. — Foot  and  Mouth  Disease. 

My  suggestions  for  dealing  with  this  disease  divide  themselves  into  two  categories  : 

(a.)  Means  for  getting  rid- of  the  disease  now  existing  in  the  country. 

(£.)  For  stamping  out  any  fresh  outbreak  of  it  which  may  appear  after  it  shall  be 
got  rid  of. 

(a.)  Suggestions  for  getting  rid  of  the  Disease  now  existing  in  the  Country. 

5.  An  effectual  way  of  accomplishing  this  would  be  to  close  all  fairs  and  markets,  and  to 
prohibit  all  movements  of  store  stock  between  the  great  May  fairs  and  the  autumn  fairs. 

As  the  country  would  not,  and  possibly  could  not,  bear  this,  I would  suggest  to — 

0.  Stop  all  movements  of  store  stock,  except  from  field  to  field  on  the  same  farm,  or 
from  farm  to  farm  in  the  occupation  of  the  same  person,  as  provided  in  14  and  15,  for  a 
period  of  six  weeks  or  two  months. 

7.  Permit  the  movement  of  all  fat  animals,  or  animals  intended  for  slaughter,  as  set 
forth  in  11. 

8.  To  enable  graziers  and  others  to  stock  their  lands,  animals  may  be  offered  for  sale 
at  fairs  and  markets  under  license  for  a short  interval  after  the  period  of  six  weeks  or  two 
months. 

9.  After  which,  I would  again  prohibit  all  movements  of  store  stock,  as  before,  till  the 
great  autumn  fairs. 

In  my  first  interval  of  six  weeks  or  two  months,  the  disease  would  go  down  so  far  that 
the  landed  gentry  and  tenant  farmers  would  come  and  beg  of  you  to  enact  the  restrictions 
for  the  second  period,  or  for  as  many  repetitions  of  it  as  would  be  necessary  to  stamp  out 
the  disease. 

10.  I propose  to  permit  the  removal  of  fat  stock,  subject  to  the  following  regulations  : — 

The  owner  of  any  animal  or  animals  intended  for  immediate  transport  may  apply  to  the 

nearest  police  station  for  permission  to  remove  such  animal  or  animals.  If  the  farm  has  been 
free  from  infection  for  ten  days  previous  to  the  application,  the  policeman  in  charge  of 
the  station  shall  go  himself  or  send  another  policeman  to  brand  each  and  every  such  animal 
with  a Government  brand  to  be  specially  provided  for  the  purpose,  and  shall  give  the  owner 
a license  to  remove  the  animal  or  animals  so  branded. 

11.  All  animals  so  branded  shall,  if  left  in  Ireland,  be  slaughtered  within  10  days  of  the 
date  of  being  branded  and  of  issuing  the  license;  or  exported  to  England,  subject  to  such 
conditions  for  preventing  the  exportation  of  diseased  animals  to  England  as  Parliament 
shall  enact. 

12.  If  it  can  be  proved  before  a paid  magistrate  in  manner  hereafter  provided,  that  any 
person  violates  or  attempts  to  violate  or  evade  any  of  these  enactments,  he  shall  be  liable 
to  a minimum  fine  of  5 l.  per  beast  for  every  offence. 

13.  The  movement  of  cattle  from  field  to  field  in  the  same  farm  to  be  permitted. 

14.  The  movement  of  cattle  from  farm  to  farm  is  not  permitted  without  license,  when 
such  movement  involves  passing  over  a public  road. 

15.  Paid  magistrates  and  no  other  shall  have  power  to  impose  fines  or  penalties  under 
this  enactment. 

1G.  They  shall  do  so  in  the  manner  following  provided  : When  a policeman  shall  discover 
or  believe  that  he  has  discovered  any  person  violating  or  attempting  to  violate  the  law,  he 
shall  summon  such  person  before  the  nearest  paid  magistrate,  who  shall  have  power  to  im- 
pose the  fines  and  penalties  set  forth  above. 

17.  The  amount  of  the  fines  shall  be  paid  to  the  police  for  their  services  in  such  pro- 
portion as  the  Commissioners  shall  think  fit. 

( b. ) Suggestions  for  Stamping  out  any  outbreak  of  the  Disease  which  may  be  introduced 
after  it  shall  have  disappeared  from  the  Country. 

18.  Ten  days  after  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  shall  have  been  got  rid  of,  I propose  that 
every  fresh  outbreak  of  it  shall  be  stamped  out  by  the  slaughter  of  all  affected  beasts,  and 
of  nil  animals  which  have  come  under  the  influence  of  the  infection,  as  provided  above  for 
dealing  with  pleuro-pneumonia. 

19.  If  the  country  be  not  prepared  to  bear  the  above  scheme,  I would  propose  to  divide 
Ireland  into  a number  of  districts,  and  to  deal  with  each  and  every  one  of  those  districts 
which  is  infected  in  the  way  above  proposed  for  the  whole  of  Ireland.  The  central  authority 
may  be  authorised  to  determine  the  time  for  closing  fairs  and  markets,  and  of  prohibiting 
the  movement  of  store  stock  according  to  the  requirements  of  each  district. 
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On  the  Doss  from  Foot  a no  Mouth  Disease. 


This  disease  affects  the  several  classes  of  stockowners  very  differently. 

First,  dairy  farmers  suffer  severely  from  it.  As  directed  by  the  Committee,  I shall  give 
my  own  experience. 

The  severest  attack  of  it  which  I have  known  occurred  in  1864-65.  At  that  time  the 
herd  at  Glasnevin  consisted  of  31  dairy  cows.  The  disease  was  brought  in  by  two  animals 
purchased  in  Smithfield  Market,  Dublin.  It  spread  through  23  of  them. 

I may  mention  that  for  many  years  the  milk  of  each  cow  has  been  measured  morning 
and  evening. 

After  going  through  the  books  with  the  utmost  care,  I find  the  total  loss  of  milk  in  that 
season,  as  compared'with  previous  seasons,  was  4,024  gallons. 

The  value  of  rnilk  in  Ireland  varies  from  Is.  4 d.  a gallon  in  Dublin,  to  S£  in  the  re- 
motest parts  of  that  country. 

In  that  year  there  was  a depreciation  of  5 1 a head  produced  by  the  disease  in  the  23 
beasts  which  took  it. 

In  the  following  winter  the  herd  was  attacked  with  “lung  distemper”;  the  per  centage 
of  deaths  in  the  animals  which  previously  had  foot  and  mouth  disease,  was  78,  in  those 
which  had  not  it  was  32-4.  This  shows  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  predisposes  the  system 
of  animals  to  take  other  diseases.  This  was  an  usually  severe  attack. 

I shall  now  give  the  loss,  last  year,  in  two  herds  under  my  inspection.  One  of  them 
contained  23  cows  when  the  disease  appeared  on  the  10th  of  October  1872.  As  usual,  it 
spread  with  great  rapidity,  and  had  disappeared  on  the  1st  of  November. 

The  loss  of  milk  for  21  days  was  231  gallons.  The  disease  having  appeared  late  the  loss 
of  milk  in  the  subsequent  part  of  the  season  was  not  so  great  as  if  it  had  broken  out  earlier. 
The  total  falling  off  in  the  season’s  supply  was  612  gallons.  The  disease  told  heavily  on 
the  condition  of  the  beasts.  To  restore  this  the  following  extra  feeding  had  to  be  used: 


300  bushels  of  brewers’ grains,  at  Qd.  - 
Half  a ton  of  palm  nut  meal 
Quarter  of  a ton  of  linseed  cake 
Five  tons  of  hay,  at  4 l.  10  s. 

Ten  tons  of  turnips,  at  16s. 


£.  s.  d. 


7 10  - 

- ; 

4 - - 

- 

3 10  - 

- 

22  10  - 

- 

8 - - 

£. 

45  10  - 

While  the  disease  lasted  the  cows  were  housed  ; after  recovery  it  was  deemed  injudiciou 
to  give  them  the  daily  run  on  the  grass  during  the  month  of  November  which  they  woul 
have  had  if  the  disease  had  not  appeared.  The  herd  was  therefore  housed  seven  weeks  earlier 
than  usual. 

A further  loss  of  about  10/.  was  incurred  in  consequence  of  having  to  buy  five  flesh 
cows  to  keep  up  the  supply  of  milk  for  customers. 

The  second  herd  contained  30  dairy  cows  when  the  disease  broke  out  on  the  17th  July 
1872.  The  animals  were  on  the  grass  at  the  time;  and  as  soon  as  a beast  showed  symptoms 
of  the  disease  it  was  removed.  The  result  of  this  management  was  that  it  attacked  only 
18  cows.  It  had  disappeared  on  the  14th  of  August  1872. 


The  total  loss  of  milk  to  the  dairy  during  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  was  399  gallons, 
the  total  falling  off  in  the  season’s  milk  in  consequence  of  the  disease  was  2,060  gallons. 

In  the  old  cows  there  was  a deterioration  of  fully  5 /.  per  cow,  but  on  the  whole  herd  (he 
loss  of  condition  barely  amounted  to  half  what  it  was  in  1864-6. 
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The  herd  was  recently  attacked  with  pleuro-pueumonia.  The  mortality  in  the  cows 
which  previously  had  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  1872,  was  38’8  per  cent.;  among  those 
■which  had  not,  it  was  only  9*4  per  cent. 

In  graziers’  cattle  foot  and  mouth  disease  causes  a loss  of  flesh.  When  the  disease  attacks 
a lot  of  grass-fed  beasts  early  in  the  season,  while  there  is  not  much  condition  on  them,  the 
loss  may  be  very  trifling ; but  when  it  breaks  oul  in  beasts  in  a more  forward  state,  say 
half  fat,  the  loss  amounts,  according  to  my  experience,  to  2/.  per  beast. 

This  is  also  the  experience  of  several  intelligent  and  thoughtful  graziers  ofmy  acquaintance. 
I may  be  permitted  to  give  the  experience  of  one  of  those  gentlemen,  namely,  Mr.  Joseph 
Cuffe,  who  is  one  of  the  leading  cattle  salesmen  of  Dublin,  and,  in  partnership  with  his 
brother,  holds  about  1,200  statute,  acres  of  grazing  land,  tie  gut  the  disease  on  one  of  his 
farms  among  a lot  of  70  beasts,  purchased  in  November  1871.  It  was  given  a second  time 
to  the  same  beasts  by  another  lot  purchased  in  April  1872 ; and  they  got  it  a third  time 
from  another  lot  purchased  in  June  1872.  Under  ordinary  circumstances  the  70  beasts 
referred  .to  would  have  gone  out  in  June,  but  owing  to  the  effects  of  the  disease  none  of 
them  went  out  before  October.  The  feeding  of  these  animals  from  June  till  October  was 
lost,  and  beef  was  considerably  lower  in  price  in  October  than  in  June.  Mr.  Cuffe  says, 
that  the  disease  causes  him  a loss  of  upwards  of  Si.  ahead  in  this  lot  of  70  beasts. 

When  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  prevalent  at  the  time  of  purchasing  store-stock,  the 
grazier  occasionally  gets  a chance  of  buying  animals  at  a reduced  rate.  It  occurs  in  this 
way : the.  rearer  or  owner  of  the  store-stock  takes  a lot  of  beast  to  a fair;  he  has  more  at 
home;  he  knows  that  there  is  disease  in  the  fair-,  or  in  the  district  through  which  his  cattle 
have  to  travel,  and  to  avoid  the  risk  of  bringing  it  home,  lie  may  be  forced  to  sell  at  a sacri- 
fice. I witnessed  this  last  year  at  the  great  fair  of  Ballinasloe.  I have  seen  the  same 
thing  at  other  fairs  and  markets. 

That  the  gain  to  graziers  in  the  way  pointed  out  is  not  confined  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  known  to  all  experienced  men.  The  Irish  graziers  examined  before  the  Select  Committee 
of  1864  stated  that  they  intentionally  bought  scabby  sheep,  because  they  got  them  at  a 
greatly  reduced  price  ( see  Questions  3745  to  3748,  and  Questions  3916  to  3918). 
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PAPER  handed  in  by  Mr.  Ridley. 


Appendix,  No.  6. 


Northumberland  Adjourned  Sessions. — 1 May  1873. 


Report  of  the  Cattle  Disease  Committee. 

Your  Committee  met  at  the  Moothall,  on  Tuesday,  the  22nd  ult.  They  had  before  them 
the  returns  of  the  number  of  animals  affected  with  Foot  and  Mouth  disease,  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  of  March  last,  and  they  found  that  in  round  numbers  the  cattle 
returned,  as  affected,  were  25,000;  and  the  sheep,  100,000.  The  number  given  in  may 
safely  be  assumed  to  be  considerably  less  than  the  number  actually  suffering  ; but  taking 
the  above  figures  as  correct,  and  estimating  the  loss  at  1 1.  per  head  on  cattle,  and  5 s.  on 
sheep  which  your  Committee  believe  is  very  much  indeed  too  low,  a sum  of  50,000  l.  is 
produced,  entirely  lost  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  the  county  of  Northumberland, 
excluding  the  Borough  of  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  and  Tynemouth,  during  the  last  year. 
And  that*  is  distinct  from  any  other  secondary  bad  effects  produced  by  the  same  cause  (as 
for  example  on  this  year’s  crop  of  lambs),  which  your  Committee  believe  to  be  by  no  means 
inconsiderable  or  insignificant.  Produce  of  the  land  expended  in  bringing  the  affected 
animals  up  to  a certain  weight  was  lost  with  no  counterpoising  advantage.  The  loss  has 
fallen,  in  the  first  instance,  on  the  owners  of  stock,  but  it  is  possible  that  they  may  have 
been  partially  recouped  by  an  enhanced  price  of  beef  and  mutton  in  carcase,  but  no  such 
mitigation  can  be  pleaded  for  the  community  at  large.  Taking  the  money  value  as  above, 
at  50,000 1.',  and  multiplying  this  by  20,  too  low  a number  however,  a result  of  1,000,000 
pounds  of  meat  lost  to  the  community  is  elicited.  As  to  what  effect  this  may  have  had 
upon  the  price  of  meat,  your  Committee  are  able  to  form  no  opinion,  but  (lie  fact  remains 
that  1,000,000  pounds  of  meat  have  been  entirely  destroyed  duiing  the  past  year,  with 
no  conceivable  drawback  whatever.  It  therefore  becomes  a serious  and  responsible  duty, 
devolving  not  alone  upon  those  immediately  concerned,  bui  in  the  opinion  of  your  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Government  of  the  country,  to  endeavour  to  discover  some  means,  and 
when  discovered,  to  adopt  them  to  prevent  a repetition  of  this  calamity,  of  the  probability 
of  which  there  are  at  present  threatening  symptoms. 

Your  Committee  believe  that  it  is  possible  to  take  such  measures,  some  of  them  under 
the  powers  possessed  by  the  Government,  and  others  under  other  powers  essential  to  be 
obtained.  They  believe  in  the  first  place,  that  the  most  fertile  cause  of  the  spread  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  this  county  has  been  in  the  mode  of  importation  of  Irish  cattle. 
In  this  opinion  they  have  been  confirmed  by  a statement  made  by  the  veterinary  inspector 
of  Newcastle  Market,  that  of  the  Irish  cattle  shown  during  the  last  six  months  of  1872, 
nearly  7,500  in  number,  6 to  7 per  cent,  have  exhibited  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  different 
stages  of  development,  some  very  recent  and  some  of  remote  origin.  They  have  been 
further  confirmed  in  this  view  by  the  most  valuable  and  important  Paper  of  Mr.  Jenkins  in 
ihe  last  number  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society,  which  distinctly 
indicates  sources  of  disease  which  cannot  but  in  the  greatest  degree  contribute  to  the 
continued  infection  of  the  constant  stream  of  cattle  passing  front  Ireland  into  England. 
These  sources  of  infection  and  contagion  may  be  briefly  enumerated  us  the  following : — 
The  improper  arrangements,  subject  to  some  notable  exceptions,  and  construction  of  the 
lairs  at  the  Irish  ports  of  debarkation  ; the  entire  absence  of  any  means  of  proper  cleansing 
and  disinfection  of  these  places ; the  improper  construction  ainl  absence  of  means  of  sufficient 
ventilation  of  the  ships,  ns  well  as  their  imperfect  disinfection,  employed  in  the  transit,  and 
the  absence  of  proper  provision  for  watering  and  feeding  the  cattle  while  travelling.  The 
inspector  of  cattle  trucks  employed  by  this  county  states,  that  he  believes  that  cattle 
exhibited  in  Dublin  Market  on  a Thursday  are  often  shown  in  Newcastle  Market  on  the 
succeeding  Tuesday,  and  that  during  the  whole  of  that  interval  they  are  insufficiently 
supplied  both  with  food  and  water,  this  of  course  dining  a time  when  water  is  more  than  an 
essential.  The  same  indifference  to  sources  of  infection  seems  to  be  shown  at  the  ports  of 
de1  arkation  on  this  side,  and  to  the  construction  and  state  of  the  lairs  there. 

Your  Committee  after  careful  consideration  think,  and  recommend  that  in  view  of  this 
state  of  things,  and  of  the  importance  at  the  s me  time  of  maintaining  the  supply  of  Irish 

cattle 
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cattle  so  essential  for  feeding  purposes  to  this  country,  that  urgent  representations  should  Appendix,  No.  6. 
be  made  if  existing  Acts  of  Parliament  are  insufficient  for  the  purpose,  to  the  Government 
to  obtain  legislative  powers  so  to  regulate  Irish  cattle  traffic,  that  all  these  matters  should 
be  with  the  least  practicable  delay  remedied. 

There  seems  no  reason  whatever  why  they  should  not  in  some  cases,  as  for  example  in 
the  arrangements  made  by  the  North  Western  Railway  Company  it  is  in  a great  measure 
done  And  it  is  further  desirable  that  on  this  side  of  the  Channel  also  the  lairs  and  pens 
should  be  properly  constructed  and  cleansed  alter  each  time  of  using,  so  that  during  the 
whole  of  the  transit  every  opportunity  of  contagion  may  be  removed. 

Your  Committee  further  recommend  as  most  important,  that  at  these  ports  of  debarkation, 
wherever  Irish  cattle  are  found  to  be  diseased,  not  these  only,  but  all  other  animals  in 
contact  with  them,  should  be  placed  in  quarantine  until  they  are  all  certified  to  be  incapable 
of  conveying  infection  or  contagion. 

They  also  believe  that  it  is  essential  for  the  security  of  the  purchaser  on  this  side,  that 
Irish  cattle  should  travel  with  a pass,  bearing  in  the  first  place  the i certificate  of  a veterinary 
inspector  at  the  port  of  embarkation  ; secondly,  by  the  similar  office  as  that  of  landing  ; 
and  thirdly,  if  the  animals  have  been  in  any  market  on  this  side,  by  that  of  the  inspector 
there  in  each  case  certifying  to  the  foregoing  regulations  having  been  obtained,  and  that 
the  animals  have  not  been  in  contact  with  other  animals  capable  of  conveying  infection. 

With  reference  to  markets  in  this  country,  they  are  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  Privy 
Council  should  be  memorialised.  1.  To  prevent  the  sale  of  store  stock  or  stock  not  for 
immediate  slaughter  in  Fat  Stock  Markets.  2.  To  have  the  la.rs  and  other  places  for  sheep 
and  cattle  adjacent  to  markets  inspected,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  disinfected.  3.  To  prevent 
cattle  travelling  at  all  by  night ; and,  4.  Lastly,  to  give  the  county  authority  power  to  have 
the  removal  of  animals  generally  regulated  and  controlled  by  passes. 

Your  Committee  think  it  would  be  very  advisable  that  directions  should  be  given  to  the 
police  to  give  notice,  as  far  as  practicable,  to  the  adjacent  occupiers  where  foot  and  mouth 
disease  breaks  out,  with  the  view  of  then  taking  precautions  against  infections.  Instances 
have  come  to  their  knowledge  when  such  a course  would  have  been  the  means  of  preventing- 
serious  loss. 

Your  Committee  strongly  impress  on  the  quarter  sessions,  in  view  of  the  great  national 
loss  which  took  place  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  last  year  in  this  county,  and  of  the  strong 
probability  that  the  state  of  things  may  be  repeated,  to  take  every  means  in  their  power  to 
impress  upon  the  Government  the  serious  importance  of  taking  elective  measures  in  the 
’ direction  indicated,  and  with  this  view  to  request  the  Members  of  Parliament  for  this  county 
to  use  their  best  influence  in  that  direction. 

(signed) 


For  Adjourned  Sessions, 
1 May  1873. 


R.  Burdon  Sanderson, 

Chairman. 
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PAPERS  handed  in  by  the  Chairman. 


MEMORIAL  of  Master  Butchers,  in  the  City  of  Glasgow. 


Appendix,  No.  7.  To  the  Right  Honourable  W.  E.  Forster , Vico  President,  and  the  Lords  of 

Her  Majesty’s  Most  Honourable  Privy  Council. 


The  humble  Memorial  of  the  Undersigned  Master  Butchers,  in  the  City  of 
Glasgow,  J 

Sheweth, 

That  your  Memorialists  are  all  engaged  in  the  butcher  trade  of  Glasgow,  and  so  con- 
nected with  the  cattle  trade  of  the  country. 

That  for  a considerable  time  past,  the  supply  of  cattle  to  the  Glasgow  Cattle  Market 
has  been  exceedingly  limited,  owing  to  the  existence  of  the  restrictions  imposed  on  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle. 

That  in  consequence  thereof,  the  price  of  cattle  has  risen  to  a greater  height  than  it 
ever  was  before,  and  the  price  of  butcher  meat  has  also  had  to  bo  raised  in  a correspond- 
ing  degree.  1 

That  this  increase  in  price  lias  rendered  it  a matter  of  great  difficulty  to  many  of  the 
working  classes  who  form  the  hulk  of  the  population  of  Glasgow  -(numbering  nearly  half 
a million)  to  procure  butcher  meat,  and  the  lessening  of  the  purchases  by  these  workino- 
bushiesSiaS  beCn  S°  Sreat’  maDy  °f  tllG  bntcliers  in  Glasgow  have  had  to  give  up 

That  in  the  opinion  of  your  Memorialists  the  necessity  for  the  restrictions  before- 
mentioned  no  longer  exists,  and  especially  when  it  is  considered  that  in  many  of  the  Con- 
tinental countries  there  is  no  disease  among  the  cattle;  and  the  Memorialists  humbly 
suggest  to  your  Lordships  that  said  restrictions  should  be  removed,  and  that  foreign 
cattie  should  be  allowed  free  ingress  to  the  Glasgow  market. 

And  your  Memorialists  will  ever  pray,  &c. 


[Here  follow  the  signatures,  124. 


The  Right  Honourable  W.  E.  Forster , m.p. 

Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture, 

q.  . Salisbury  Hoi  el.  Fleet-street,  London,  E.C., 

t °ir’  , . , , 17  June  1873. 

In  accordance  with  a letter  from  Mr.  Austen  Leigh,  received  this  morning,  I have  to 
mrorm  you  that  the  cases  of  importation  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  referred  to  in  my  evidence 
were  as  follows : J 

J;  in  J"1y  J,8a.V>  tlle  steamer  “ Swede  " brought  110  cattle  to  West  Hartle- 
pool, 10  were  found  diseased,  but  100  were  allowed  free  transit  inland.  This  was 
immediately  JoUowec I m the  lata  part  of  July  with  an  outbreak  of  the  disease  in  the 
district  round  West  Hartlepool. 

28<h  Jm,e  18f  9>  a “1 g»  0/ 1.200  sheep  from  Hamburgh  arrived  at  Newcastle- 
tw“  w<;re  slaughtered  for  toot  and  mouth  disease;  the  others  were  grazed 
ds  111  wll,:'h,cows  ™to  feeding.  The  cows  fell  into  tilt  com- 
plamt,  and  the  disease  then  extended  into  the  interior. 

3.  Various 
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3.  Various  cargoes  of  animals  were  imported  into  London  in  February  1869,  June,  Appendix,  No.  7. 

July  and  later  months  in  the  same  year;  and  the  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  

in  the  London  dairies  followed  in  July  of  that  year.  At  the  same  time  occurred  an 
outbreak  in  Buckinghamshire,  due  to  Spanish  cattle;  and  outbreaks  in  Essex  were 
traced  to  the  importations  at  Thames  Haven. 

The  disease  was  excluded  from  the  North  of  England  by  the  quarantine  system  pursued 
at  Newcastle-on-Tyne  until,  in  the  spring  of  1869,  the  Privy  Council  obliged  the  discon- 
tinuance of  that  system.  1 _ A 

The  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  came  into  force  on  the  9th  August  1869;  but 
it  was  not  until  28lh  September  1869  that  the  Privy  Council  ordered  the  detention  and 
slaughter  of  animals  arriving  in  the  same  vessel  with  affected  animals;  and  up  to  the 
end  of  1871,  animals  out  of  such  diseased  cargo  were  admitted  into  the  Metropolitan 
Market,  whence  sheep  standing  side  by  side,  or  in  the  same  pens,  were  allowed  free  transit 
to  any  part  of  the  kingdom.  , 

In  September  1869,  1,07S  sheep  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  were  slaughtered 
at  the  landing  places  in  the  Port  of  London  ; but  the  sheep  in  the  same  cargoes  were  a.dmitted 
into  the  Metropolitan  Market,  and  thence  anywhere;  the  order  for  slaughtering  withm  10 
days  not  having  been  issued. 

I am  prepared  to  quote  the  authorities  for  these  statements. 

I have,  See. 

(signed)  John  Algernon  Clarhe, 

Secretary. 


Mr.  Alexander  C.  Cope  to  the  Secretary,  Veterinary  Department. 

12  July  1872. 

I HAVE  the  honour  to  report,  in  reference  to  the  alleged  exposure  of  diseased  Dutch 
animals  in  the  Metropolitan  Market,  that  I have  seen  Mr.  Rayment  upon  the  subject 
who  says  he  is  not  aware  that  any  diseased  cattle  were  exposed  for  sale,  upon  either  of 
the  days  named  in  Mr.  Webb’s  reports. 

On  June  the  10th,  Mr.  -Rayment  being  apprised  by  Mr.  Webb  of  diseased  Dutch  cattle 
beinfin  the  market,  affected  with  foot  ancl  mouth  disease,  immediately  made  a second 
examination  of  all  the  Dutch  cattle  there,  and  was  unable  to  find  any  symptoms  of  such 
disease  in  any  of  them.  Mr.  Rayment,  after  inquiry,  also  informed  me  that  there  were 
no  Dutch  cattle  remaining  in  the  market  lairs  from  the  previous  market  day,  June  6th; 
and  Mr.  Rayment  is  firmly  of  opinion  that  all  the  Dutch  cattle  in  the  market  on  June 
the  10th  (except  some  which  bad  been  in  this  country  for  some  time)  were  imported 
either  on  the  previous  Saturday  or  Sunday. 

Having,  therefore,  been  examined  by  two  inspectors  within  a space  of  48  hours,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  be  passed  if  they  had  had  the  disease  in  its  worst  type, 
as  remarked  by  Mr.  Webb. 

I have,  &c. 

(signed)  Alexander  C.  Cope,  M.R.C.V.S. 

The  Secretary, 

Veterinary  Department. 
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Appendix,  No  8. 


PAPER  handed  in  by  Mr.  Stratton. 


Appendix,  No.  8-  The  following  Resolutions  were  passed  unanimously  at  the  Meeting  ou  '20  July  1872. 


South  Wilts  Chamber  of  Agriculture. 


Contagious  Diseases  amongst  Cattle. 

Resolutions  to  be  submitted  to  General  Meeting,  at  Warminster,  20  July  1872  : — 

1.  That  this  Chamber  views  with  alarm  the  continued  and  increasing  prevalence  of  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  this  and  neighbouring  counties,  and  begs  to  express  its  opinion 
that  more  stringent  measures  are  needed  to  keep  the  disease  in  check. 

2.  This  Chamber  desires  to  impress  on  the  Central  Chamber  the  very  serious  losses  which 
foot  and  mouth  disease  inflicts  on  the  dairy  farmers  of  the  west  of  England,  into  which 
district  the  disease  is  being  constantly  brought  from  Bristol.  They  calculate  that  the  loss 
on  each  dairy  cow  affected  averages  at  least  2 1,  and  during  the  months  of  May,  June,  and 
July,  the  results  are  ruinous.  The  co-operation  of  the  Central  Chamber  in  pressing  for 
stronger  measures  for  the  prevention  of  infectious  diseases  amongst  farm  stock  is  earnestly 
requested  by  this  Chamber. 

3.  In  the  opinion  bf  this  Chamber  no  adequate  measures  can  be  taken  until  all  ingress  of 
infected  animals  is  prevented  by  an  efficient  quarantine  at  the  ports  of  this  country. 

■4.  If  the  importation  of  infectious  disease  were  prevented  by  an  efficient  system  of  quar- 
antine, this  Chamber  would  be  prepared  to  submit  to  additional  restrictions  on  the  move- 
ment  of  stock  so  long  as  any  infectious  or  contagious  disease  existed  in  the  county ; and 
would  recommend  that  as  long  as  such  disease  existed,  the  months  of  May  and  June  in  each 
year  should  be  closed  against  the  movements  of  cattle,  except  under  a license  similar  to 
that  in  use  during  the  period  of  the  cattle  plague,  which  system  proved  so  successful  in 
eradicating  all  infectious  diseases  during  that  period.  This  system  to  be  effectual  must  of 
course  be  enforced  m each  county  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 


The  following  Resolutions  were  submitted  by  Mr.  Stratton  to  the  leading  members 
January  1873  Wl  tS  Camber  of  Agriculture,  and  thoroughly  approved  by  them,  in 


Contagious  Diseases  (Animals). 

Mr.  Stratton  recommends  the  following  Resolutions  to  the  consideration  of  "The 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Council  of  the  Central  Chamber  to  consider  the  working  of  the 
Oontagious  Diseases  Act. 

The  Committee  considers  that  the  Act  has  signally  failed  to  accomplish  its  objects,  and 
tnat  no  measures  adequate  to  deal  with  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  can  be  adopted 
until  tlie  fresh  importation  of  disease  is  prevented  by  the  slaughter  or  quarantine  of  all 
foreign  animals  at  the  ports  of  debarkation. 

Provided  the  fresh  importation  of  disease  were  prevented  by  the  adoption  of  the  system  of 
slaughter  or  quarantine,  this  Committee  would  recommend  the  following  additional  regula- 
tions 
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tious  as  calculated,  in  their  opinion,  to  deal  efficiently  with  all  contagious  or  infectious 
diseases,  and  consequently  greatly  to  increase  the  production  of  animal  food. 

j Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  in  dealing  with  cattle  diseases  uniform 
action  should  as  far  as  possible  be  enforced  throughout  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

2.  That  unless  Ireland  were  subjected  to  the  same  safeguards  against  disease  as  may 
be  adopted  in  this  country,  it  would  be  necessary  to  impose  restrictions  on  the  impor- 
tation of  Irish  stock. 

3.  That  in  cases  of  cattle  plague  or  sheep-pox  the  Veterinary  Inspectors  of  the 
Privy  Council  should  be  empowered  to  order  the  slaughter  of  animals  in  fields  adjacent 
to  those  actually  infected,  as  well  as  those  in  contact  with  diseased  animals. 

4.  That  the  regulations  hitherto  existing  as  to  the  treatment  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
should  be  applied°also  to  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  sheep-scab,  and  glanders. 

5.  That  for  the  purposes  of  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act,  in  order  to  ensure  uniformity  of 
action,  all  boroughs  should  be  subject  to  the  regulations  of  the  county  authorities. 

6.  That  any  vessel,  lair,  shed,  truck,  horse-box,  or  other  vehicle,  which  has  been 
used  for  the  conveyance  of  any  animal,  including  a horse,  which  may  within  48  hours 
of  its  removal  from  such  vessel,  lnir,  truck,  or  other  vehicle  be  found  infected  with  any 
contagious  or  infectious  disease,  should  be  treated  as  an  infected  place,  and  no 
animal,  including  a horse,  should  he  allowed  to  be  placed  in  such  vessel,  lair,  truck,  or 
other  vehicle,  until  alter  the  lapse  of  six  days  and  until  the  process  of  disinfection  as 
ordered  by  the  Privy  Council  shall  have  been  twine  performed  to  the  satisfaction  of  the. 
local  authorities. 

7.  That  in  any  county  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  exists,  the  movement  of 
animals  should  be  prohibited  during  the  months  of  May  and  June,  except  with  a 
license  such  as  was  used  during  the  prevalence  of  cattle  plague  ; and  that  duriug  those 
months  no  animal  should  be  brought  into  any  county  without  such  license. 

These  rules  not  to  apply  to  the  movement  of  animals  through  any  county  by 
railway. 

8.  That  the  slaughter  of  infected  or  suspected  animals  being  carried  out  for  the 
benefit  of  the  pubiic  at  large,  the  owners  of  such  slaughtered  animals  should  be  reim- 
bursed the  full  value  thereof  at  the  public  cost;  two-thirds  of  such  value  should  he 
paid  from  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  one-third  from  the  county  rate. 


0.58  / 4 G 
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APPENDIX  TO  REPORT  FROM  THE 


Appendix,  No.  9. 


PAPER  handed  in  by  Captain  Dent. 


Appendix,  No.  9.  London  and  North  Western  Railway  Steamboat  Department 

Holyhead. 


Sir,  Superintendent’s  Office,  7 May  ma 

In  carrying  out  the  last  Order  in  Couucil,  dated  6th  Marcli  1873,  relating  to  ships  carry 
m|  cattle,  the  inspectors  appointed  require  us  to  whitewash  all  parts  of  the  interior  of  the 
ship,  including  bulwarks,  &c.,  each  time  we  have  carried  cattle  on  a previous  voyage  from 
Ireland,  several  of  the  vital  parts  of  the  ship,  such  as  skin  and  frame,  which  we  have  hitherto 
been  most  careful  to  keep  protected  by  anti -corrosive  pa  inf,  are  thereby  subjected  to  the 
injurious  effect  of  a constant  succession  of  deteriorating  influences,  which  must  in  time 
corrode  both  plates  and  rivets,  and  affect  the  seaworthiness  of  the  vessels.  Under  a recent 
Act  of  Parliament,  it  is  a misdemeanour  for  any  person  charged  with  the  care  of  the  ships 
not  to  make  and  keep  the  ship  seaworthy.  Under  these  circumstances,  I have  written  to 
my  directors  and  the  Board  ot  Trade,  objecting  to  have  the  responsibility,  when  an  inspector 
(whom  carrying  out  his  instiuctions  fairly  acknowledges  that  in  doino-  so  he  is  quite 
ignorant  of  the  effects  on  the  ship)  has  the  power  to  order  that  to  be  tloire  which  I know  to 
be  injurious.  It  is  to  our  interests  to  prevent  the  spread  of  disease;  and  lon<<-  before  the 
Government  moved  in  the  matter,  I had  strictly  enforced  such  measures  of  cleansing  and 
disinfecting  as  my  experience  showed  me  would  be  most  beneficial,  and  which  carried  us 
safely  through  the  cattle  plague  without  mishaps  or  complaint. 

If  you  can  dispense  with  the  application  of  the  whitewash  to  such  parts  of  the  iron  hull  of 
the  ships  as  I have  named,  at  all  events,  till  we  have  had  an  opportunity  of  being  heard 
before  the  Committee  now  sitting,  and  they  have  expressed  an  opinion  thereon,  I ca”  safely 
promise  that  the  chances  of  infection  shall  not  be  increased  thereby;  the  cleansing  and 
disinfection  of  our  ships  shall  be  carried  out  thoroughly,  and  everythin"-  done  that  expe- 
rience can  suggest  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Government.  r 


Thomas  H.  Burke,  Esq., 

The  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Dublin  Casile. 


I am, 

(signed)  C/ias.  IV.  Dent,  Captain, 

Superintendent. 


Appendix,  No.  10. 


Appandi^Na.  10.  Absteaot  Stat 
JDroffhe 

PAPEE  handed  in  by  Mr.  O'Neill. 

ement  of  the  Number  of  Live  Stock  Shipped  from  the  Port  of 
da  to  Liverpool  for  the  Three  Years  ending  1st  January  1873. 

Year  Ending 

Horses. 

Pigs. 

Store 

Cattle. 

Fat 

Cattle. 

Total 

Number 

of 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Lambs. 

Total. 

1 January  1871  - 
1 January  1872  - ! 
1 January  1873  - 

Total  - - 

864 

1,248 

1,688 

31,686 

43,111 

38,956 

12,260 

21,918 

26,283 

43,598 

41,836 

41,026 

68,858 

63,754 

67,309 

70,682  ! 
74,809  j 
62,744  1 

35,574 

3S,953 

30,376 

106,256 

113,762 

99,120 

8,800 

113,753 

60,461 

126,450 

189,921 

208,235  j 

110,903 

319,138 

SUMMARY. 


Total  Number  of  Sheep  and  Lambs 
» ,i  Cattle 

>>  Pigs  - 
» >j  Horses 


Total  - 


319,138 

189,921 

113,763 

3,800 

620,612 
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Appendix,  No.  11. 


PAPERS  handed  in  by  Mr.  Thomas  Verdon. 


MEMORIAL  of  Landowners,  Cattle  Breeders,  Graziers,  Earners,  Cattle  Salesmen,  Appendix,  No.  1 1. 
and  Butchers. 


To  th*  Ri-ht  Honourable  W.  E.  Forster . Vice  President,  and  the  Lords  of 
° Her  Majesty’s  Most  Honourable  Privy  Council. 

The  bumble  Memorial  of  the  undersigned  Landowners,  Cattle  Breeders,  Graziers 
Farmers,  Cattle  Salesmen,  and  Butchers, 

Showeth, 

That  vour  Memorialists  being  all  engaged  in  or  connected  with  the  Irish  Cattle  Trade, 
are  deeply  interested  in  all  that  concerns  the  well-being  of  that  trade,  and  thereiore  in  the 
suppression  of  disease  in  cattle. 

That  the  cattle  of  Ireland,  in  which  industry  most  of  your  Memorialists  are  interested, 
represents  an  amount,  according  to  reliable  information,  of  50,000,000  l.  sterling. 

That  about  616,000  cattle,  and  about  510,000  sheep  were  exported  last  year  from  Ireland 
to  Great  Britain,  valued  by  competent  persons  at  about  12,000,000  l. 

Thut  a certain  Act,  called  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  was  passed  m 1B69. 
That  i„  that  Act  a certain  disease,  called  the  Foot  and  Month  Disease,  is  included  in  the 
schedule  of  contagious  and  infectious  diseases. 

That  in  that  Act  a certain  disease,  called  “Scab,”  with  which  sheep  are  sometimes 
affected,  is  also  included  in  the  schedule  of  contagious  and  infections  diseases. 

That  in  the  judgment  of  your  Petitioners,  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  of  these  diseases 

and  glanders. 

That  vour  Memorialists  represent  that  the  injurious  effect  of  the  “ Foot  and  Moulh’  and 

MmpensatecTby  any  ^vantage,  which  may  pos-ibW  he  derived  from  restrictions  which 
have  been  perfectly  futile  in  preventing  the  spiead  of  disease. 

That  ,t  is  the  opinion  of  ydur  Memorialists  ttere  unn^jrery  legislative  enactments 
have  had  a most  injurious  effect  on  the  cattle  trade  of  this  country. 

That  it  is  the  belief  o f your 

'C  be“  a prevelent  in  many  large  towns  for  flesh  meat  is  to  he  attributed. 
That  this  is  a grievous  wrong  to  the  inhabitants  of  those  large  towns. 

, • cftrrvnr  Mfim.imlists  is  that  the  operation  of  the  Act,  with  reference 

That  the  experience  of  your  „ ^ b ,0  impose  very  harsh  and  unnecessary 

to  “ Foot  and  Mouth  disease  and  jjab, , has  bee.^  ^ P J j tQ  store  Catttle 
restrictions ^on  the  movement  of  fat f “J^coKry  to  the  intentions  of 
and  your  Memorialists  are  satisfied  that  tins  is  qu,lc  J 

Parliament  in  passing  the  Act. 

Year  Memorialists  revest,  that  to  enrdde  your  Lords^h.ve  Mi  informal™  wnb 
reference  to  the  facts  stated  m tins  M eino  1,  J of  Commons,  made  as  exhaustive  as 

afforded  the  opportunity  of  proving  the  correctness 

of  the  statements  of  this  Memorial. 

And  your  Memorialists  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

Signed  by 

5 Deputy  Lieutenants. 

GO  J ustices  of  the  Peace. 

406  Graziers  anil  Salesmen. 

264  Butchers  and  Cattle  Dealers. 

735  Signatures. 
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Appendix,  No.  11. 


Liverpool  Cattle  Trade. 

The  growth  of  the  Liverpool  Cattle  Trade  may  be  gathered  from  the  following 
of  the  number  of  Cattle  exposed  for  sale  in  Liverpool  since  1831.  ° ° e£ 


Yeah. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

1831 

42,000 

219,000 

1841 

58,000 

277,000 

1851 

115,000 

347,000 

1861 

146,000 

452,000 

1871  - 

106,000 

453,000 

John  Leonard,  Chairman, 

17  May  1873.  Liverpool  Cattle  Market  Company. 


Actual  Numbers  of  Cattle  and  Sheep  landed  in  Liverpool,  Seaborne, 
and  Estimated  Number  by  Railway. 


1869 

216,059 

20,000 

Cattle,  Seaborne. 
„ Railway. 

1871 

234,244 

20,000 

Cattle,  Seaborne. 
,,  Railway. 

| 236,059 

254,244 

596,618 
| 140,000 

Sheep,  Seaborne. 
,,  Railway. 

310,608 

110,000 

Sheep,  Seaborne. 
it  Railway. 

736,618 

420,608  ' 

1870 

226,013 

13,000 

Cattle,  Seaborne. 
„ Railway. 

1872  - 

294,098 

20,000 

Cattle,  Seaborne. 
„ Railway. 

241,913 

314,098 

410,091 

120,000 

Sheep,  Seaborne. 
„ Railway. 

333,258 

50,000 

Sheep,  Seaborne. 
„ Railway. 

530,091 

383,258 

J ohn  Leonard,  Chairman, 

17  May  1873.  . Liverpool  Cattle  Market  Company. 


Number  of  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  Lambs  Slaughtered  and  Consumed  within 
Nine  Miles  of  Liverpool  Exchange,  in  the  Year  1872. 


Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Liverpool  - 

Bootle  - 

71,303 

10,694 

202,042 

47,634 

Waterloo  and  Crosby 

1,000 

4,000 

Wavertree 

1,000 

4,000 

Other  out  townships 

2,000 

8,000 

Birkenhead.  No  Return  -V 

Estimate  - - - -Ji 

5,600 

20,000 

— ! 

01,497 

345,070 

John  Leonard,  Chairman, 

Liverpool  Cattlo  Market  Company. 
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The  Number  of  Cattle  and  Sheep  Exhibited  for  Sale  at  Stanley  Market,  Liverpool,  each  Week 
during  tbe  Years  1869,  1870,  1871,  1872,  1873,  to  March  each  Year;  53  Weeks. 


Date. 

Beasts. 

Sheep. 

Date. 

Beasts. 

Sheep. 

1869: 

1870: 

. 

2,116 

9,197 

7 March  - 

- 

2,203 

8,120 

. 

2,320 

9,751 

14  „ 

2,473 

6,233 

. 

2,127 

8,753 

21  „ 

- 

1,901 

4,487 

. 

2,077 

5,758 

08  „ 

2,216 

5,967 

. 

2,416 

5,986 

4 April 

- 

2,260 

4,400 

2,146 

6,372 

11  „ 

- 

2,413 

7,064 

. 

1,812 

5,663 

18  „ - - 

- 

1,528 

7,796 

. 

2,127 

7,782 

25  „ 

1,889 

6,006 

1,747 

0,491 

2 May 

- 

1,961 

5,965 

1,973 

7,511 

9 „ - - 

- 

2,039 

8,375 

. 

2,278 

7,705 

16  „ - 

- 

1,779 

7,704 

. 

1,907 

12,184 

23  „ 

- 

1,587 

7,668 

. 

1,749 

12,088 

30  „ 

1,418 

10,976 

. 

2,035 

10,653 

6 June 

1,207 

0,028 

2,355 

14,233 

13  „ - - 

1,499 

32,645 

1,816 

13,505 

20  „ - 

- 

1,680 

9,938 

2,010 

12,015 

27  „ - - 

- 

1,421 

12,699 

2,022 

16,529 

4 July 

T 

1,509 

11,361 

. 

1,670 

14,242 

11  „ - 

- 

2,141 

13,710 

. 

1,969 

14,508 

18  .,  - 

1,808 

12,890 

2,180 

17,148 

25  „ 

1,814 

11,772 

. 

1,818 

17,572 

1 August  - 

- 

1,863 

13,317 

- 

1,989 

16,215 

8 „ 

- 

2,287 

13,544 

. 

2,269 

21,945 

15  „ 

- 

2,406 

12,242 

. 

2,254 

16,480 

22  „ 

- 

2,277 

12,498 

23  „ 

2,480 

19,506 

29  „ 

- 

2,708 

17,002 

2,289 

17,862 

5 September 

- 

2,745 

15,453 

. 

2,817 

15,508 

12  „ - 

3,014 

_ 

3,198 

16,671 

19  „ - - 

3,100 

20  „ - 

2,901 

16,543 

26  „ - 

3,272 

12,749 

3,018 

16,348 

3 October  - 

' - 

3,430 

12,443 

3,013' 

14,664 

10  „ 

2,733 

10,612 

11  „ 

2,512 

10,178 

17  „ - - 

- 

3,155 

10,006 

3,159 

13,953 

24  „ 

3,468 

10,862 

26  „ 

. 

3,337 

14,912 

31  „ 

3,050 

8,769 

3,230 

10,185 

1 .November 

- 

3,047 

8 „ - 

- 

3,122 

9,953 

15  „ - 

- 

3,383 

8,386 

_ 

3,119 

29  ,,  - 

_ 

3,228 

8,786 

6 December 

- 

3,210 

8,109 

12  „ - - 

3,388 

12,155 

3,474 

11,641 

19  „ - 

- 

2,956 

9,168 

13  „ - 

. 

3,860 

11,222 

26  „ - 

1,404 

8,998 

20  „ 

. 

2,923 

9,095 

27  „ . 

1,563 

5,282 

1871: 

2 January 

- 

2,503 

8,198 

. 

2,015 

7,679 

3 January 

. 

2,010 

8,202 

1 6 „ 

- 

2,236 

7,752 

10  „ 

_ 

8,207 

23  „ 

17  „ 

. 

2,559 

9,751 

30  „ 

- 

2,484 

24 

- 

2,380 

8,046 

2,134  • 

8,426 

- 

2,108 

5,206 

5,945 

7 February 

_ 

2,307 

7,858 

2,198 

5,936 

14  „ 

2,327 

6,932 

21  „ 

_ 

2,506 

6,797 

5 March  - 

- 

1,968 

28  „ 

- 

2,436 

7,571 

12  „ - - 

5,511 

128,608 

606,064 

126,827 

503,646 
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Number  of  Cattle  and  Sheep  Exhibited  for  Sale  at  Stanley  Market,  Liverpool,  &c. continued 


Sheep. 

Date. 

Beasts. 

1872 : 

5,110 

1 April 

1,750 

5,082 

8 „ - 

1,605 

15  „ - 

1,639 

6,067 

22  „ - 

3.651 

3,740 

29  „ - 

1,515 

4,822 

5,279 

6 May  .... 

1,483 

13  „ - 

1,265 

6,056 

20  „ - 

1,336 

7,424 

27  „ - 

979 

6,561 

10,148 

3 June 

1,076 

9,062 

10  „ - 

1,191 

17  „ - 

3,219 

10,328 

24  „ - 

1,198 

9,827 

10,822 

1 July  - 

1,214 

8,303 

8 „ ... 

1,597 

15  „ - 

1,520 

11,464 

,22  „ 

1,632 

12,926 

29  „ 

1,783 

13,lo7 

12,038 

5 August  - 

1,401 

12,832 

12  „ 

1,896 

19  „ 

1,010 

15,647 

26  „ 

1,578 

15,159 

13,215 

2 September 

2,116 

14,561 

9 „ 

2,6'42 

16  „ - 

2,491 

17,130 

23  „ - 

2,243 

11,282 

30  „ - 

2,428 

11,088 

11,858 

7 October  - 

2,731 

14  „ 

2,869 

1 1,270 

21  „ - - 

2,643 

10,246 

28  „ 

2,531 

10,743 

8,025 

4 November 

2,623 

6,912 

11  „ - 

2,507 

18  „ - 

2,920 

8,401 

2,715 

8,415 

6,550 

2 December 

2,616 

2,287 

6,595 

16  „ - - 

2,307 

. 6,658 

23  „ - 

3,760 

8,022 

30  „ - - 

1,715 

1,573 

1873: 
6 January 

1,872 

4,510 

13  „ 

2,202 

6,283 

20  „ 

1,853 

8,573 

27  „ 

1,788 

5,854 

6,102 

3 February 

1,895  *' 

1,695 

6,325 

2,142 

5,040 

1,556 

4,601 

3 March  - 

1,557 

4,476 

10  „ 

1,563 

5,322 

17  „ 

4,395 

24  „ 

4,009 

31  „ 

1,612 

I 453,054 

99,718 

John  Leonard , Chairman, 
Liverpool  Cattle  Market  Company 
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Appendix,  No. 


STATEMENT  of  Amounts  paid  for  Construction  of  Sheds,  &c.,  and  for  Rents  in 
connection  with  the  “ Cattle  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  ” to  date. 


Vauxhadl  Road: 

£. 

s. 

d. 

Sundries  .... 

- ' 

- 

- 

130 

17 

8 

Collingwood  Dock  : 

£. 

s. 

d. 

Mersey  Board  ... 

260 

- 

~ 

Brickwork  .... 

13 

3 

7 

Sandhills  : 

Holme  & Nicol  ... 

443 

19 

10 

Hall  & Sons  - 

240 

- 

- 

Sundries  - 

158 

9 

6 

842 

9 

4 

Rents  - - - 

305 

3 

1 

1,147 

12 

6 

£. 

1,651 

13 

8 

Liverpool,  19  May  1873.  Archibald  Tmeedie,  Treasurer. 
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Appendix,  No.  12. 


PAPERS  handed  in  by  Professor  Ferguson. 

SUMMARY  of  the  Papers  treated  in  the  Irish  Veterinary  Department  in  the  Year  1872. 


Received. 

Constabulary  reports  relative  to  the  out- 
breaks of  disease  - 

i.  Weekly  returns  - 

t.  Declarations  ------ 

L Applications  for,  and  reports  of,  the  re- 
moval of  restrictions  - 

5.  Requisitions  for  stationery  from  constabu- 
lary stations  in  the  provinces 

3.  Licenses  - 

7.  Magistrates’ notices  - 

B.  General  letters  and  Government  docu- 
ments to  be  reported  on  and  registered 

Constabulary  reports  on  the  outbreaks  of 
disease,  with  instructions  thereon  re 
turned  ------ 


Weekly  reports  returned  to  constabulary 
for  correction  - - - - - 

Declarations  returned  to  constabulary  for 
correction  - 

Returned  reports  relative  to  the  removal 
of  restrictions  - - - - - 

Requisitions  from  constabulary  registered 
and  returned  - - - 

Licences  returned  to  constabulary  for 
explanation,  and  received  after  correc- 
tion ------- 

Magistrates’  notices  returned  for  explana- 
tion or  correction  - 


Total  Received  - - 


Sent  Out. 

13,672 

1.  Instructions  to  constabulary  to  restrict 
farms,  &c.  ----- 

13,072 

9,279 

2.  Weekly  reports  returned  to  constabulary 

for  correction  ----- 

2,202 

1,243 

3.  Declarations  returned  for  correction 

243 

6,683 

4.  Instructions  to  constabulary  to  remove 

restrictions  ----- 

5,583 

1,745 

5.  Stationery,  parcels  of,  and  forms  sent  to 

constabulary  ----- 

1,745 

153 

294 

6.  Licences  sent  to  constabulary  for  cor- 
rection  ------ 

20 

7.  Magistrates’  notices  for  correction 

25 

926 

8.  General  letters  and  Government  docu- 
ments replied  to  and  reported  on 

6G7 

13,072 

2,202 

243 

5,583 

1,745 

20 

25 

55,785 

Total  Sent  Out  - - 

23,457 

Samuel  Conan, 

Office  Serjeant,  Veterinary  Department^ 
and  Acting  Serjeant,  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. 
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APPENDIX  TO  REPORT  PROM  TIIE 


Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Council  Office,  Dublin  Castle 


GENERAL  ABSTRACT,  showing  the  Extent  to  which  the  Foot  and  Mouth  Distemper  preva'l  d 

the  Year  ended 


provinces 


counties. 


ULSTER : 
Antrim 
Armagh 

Donegal 

Fermanagh  - 
Londonderry 
Monnghun  - 
Tyrone 


LEINSTER: 

Carlow  . 

Dublin  - 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  District 
Kildare  - 

Kilkenny  ----- 
King’s  ..... 
Longford  - 

Meath  - 

Westmeath  - 
Wexford  - 

Wicklow 


MUNSTER 
Clare  - 
Cork  - 
Kerry 

Limerick  - 
Tipperary  - 
Waterford  - 


Total  - - . 


CONNAUGHT: 
1 I Galway 
Leitrim 
I Mayo 
Roscommon 
Sligo  - 


Number 

of 

Districts 
in  each 
County. 


Number  of  | 

Districts  in 
which 
Infected 
Farms,  &c. 

situated. 


of 

[Forms,  &c., 
County. 


Infected 
Farms,  &e., 


25,030 

23,085 

21,047 

33,105 

32,010 

14,517 

19,516 

20,349 

31,421 


221,946 


6,004 

8,792 

(B.) 

10,050 

15,482 

11,945 

9,162 

8,494 

13,151 

12,291 

11,719 

10,932 

8,088 


compared 

with 

the  Total 
Number  of 

lend)  County.; 


Number 

of  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  Swine 
in  each  County, 


Cattle.  Sheep.  Swine. 


GENERAL  TOTAL 


80,593 

19,4.51 

17,007 

25,483 

9,548 


126,151 


14,930 

36,974 

21,273 

16,327 


166,381 
31,227 
122,404 
191,044 
141,088 
108,794 
112,905 
81,380 
18  ',.302 


94,303 

14,176 

25,830 

208,939 

71,806 

10,740 

43,443 

17,944 

65,091 


1,180,785  550,038 


45,000 

61,447 

(A.) 

80,287 

112,377 

<53,024 

00,320 

85,981 

101,501 

75,804 

93,032 

105,755 

74,410 


142,598 
1 09,284 
131,700 
32,102 
53,659 
220,907 
100,083 
151,850 
1 35,892 
190,237 


959,704  1,415,322  360,470 


54,352 

24,853 

43,197 

35,387 

51,042 

22,003 

32,431 

25,055 

42,257 

332,737 


27,415 

17,040 

66,995 

24,569 

19,814 

15,847 

18,340 

30,147 

20,248 

77,179 

26,175 


1 08,402 
348,142 
222,910 
201,270 
228,760 
87,209 


1,260,789 


160,307 

105,093 

179,090 

107,185 

102,140 


101,103 

325,034 

116,030 

69,963 

203,081 

50,787 


683,309 

21,933 

340,103 

197,947 

64,447 


653,815  1,307,799 


4,057,153  4,262,117 


45,907 

171,588 

02,251 

66,330 

07,264 

56,980 


600,306 


61,894 

25,702 

51,569 

32,279 

20.429 


101,873 


(A.)  Not  known, 
no  percentage  can 
(B.)  Explanation 


ns  the  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  Swine  within  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Pol 
be  made  as  to  the  Nnmber  of  Cattle,  &c.,  which  became  .lffoct 
same  aa  at  (A).  The  Number  of  Farms,  See.,  not  given  separate! 


District  are  not  eivon  separately  in  the  Agrioul- 
aiit  of  the  Total  Number  of  Cattle,  Sec.,  in  the 
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- Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Council  Office,  Dublin  Castle. 


in  each  County  in  Ireland,  and  other  Particulars,  as  set  forth  in  the  undermentioned  Headings,  during 
31st  December  1872. 


Number  of  Cattle,  Sheep, 

on  Infected  Farms,  &c., 
in  each  County. 

lumber  of  Cattle,  Sheep, 
and  Swine 

which  became  Affected 
in  each  County. 

Number  of  Cattle, 
Sheep,  and  Swine 
which 

lied  from  the  Disease 
n each  County  (C). 

Per-centage  of 
Cattle,  See.,  Affected, 
as  compared  with 
he  Total  N umber  of 
Cattle,  See., 
in  each  County, 

Per-centage  of 
Cattle,  &ic.,  Affected,  1 
as  compared  with  p 
the  Total  Number  of  j 
Cattle,  &c.,  on  I 
nfected  Farms,  &c.,  1 
in  each  County. 

Per-centage  of 
atlle,  &c.,  which  Died, 
as  compared  with 
Ire  N umber  of  Cattle, 
&c\.  Affected, 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

S»ine. 

Cattle. 

Simp. 

Swine. 

Jalllc.  Sheep.  J 

Swine.J 

lattle. 

top.l 

Cuttle.j 

!«p.| 

winJ 

wine.| 

Cattle.  j Sheep,  | 

*>- 

J 

204 

425 

201 

8 

2 

•25 

•28 

01 

38-50 

39-72 

3-92 

•47 

OH 

378 

804 

350 

32 

6 

•9 

2-51 

•13 

48'02 

-.7-98 

8-40 

•75 

- 

1,104 

1,108 

2,380 

207 

231 

19 

25 

•53 

Mil 

7-33 

9-76 

•79 

10-82 

•2 

■01 

•03 

45-00 

•01 

21-56 

2,231 

475 

1,104 

357 

16 

5 

•81  : 

■5 

•01 

41-71 

10-001 

4-21 

1 34 

30 

131 

•30 

01 

■11 

30-64 

O' 06 

19-08 

•25 

153 

14 

3 

4 

3 

•38 

•33 

•04 

o3'51 

28-43 

11-57 

•68 

2-61 

21-42 

232 

554 

100 

0 

3 

] 

•08 

•56 

33-88 

I6-8U6 

10-82 

1-08 

2T7 

1,732 

1,002 

300 

988 

ICO 

39 

11 

38 

19 

•54 

•28 

•09 

57-04 

15-06 

13' 

1-11 

23-75 

48-71 

17,204 

7,479 

3,000 

7,565 

1,030 

420 

04 

49 

53 

•04 

•3 

•13 

438 

21 '8 

1.3-9 

•85 

3-000 

12-44 

5,293 

1,050 

3,147 

405 

433 

11 

30 

0-89 

•73 

1*62 

50-87 

8-78 

2024 

■34 

6-93 

255 

13 

20 

15-87 

715 

■93 

50-34 

29-32 

18-97 

■01 

■24 

7-84 

1,125 

177 

319 

44 

7 

19 

- 

- 

(A.) 

- 

- 

37-7 

24-29 

2- 19 

4 '47 

- 

- 

23,812 

31,014 

2,101 

11,320 

0,03 1 

491 

47 

71 

20 

1-1*1 

•1'05 

2'88 

22-72 

•41 

1-07 

5'9 

11,100 

8,177 

5,145 

541 

910 

12 

4 

31 

4-81 

48-79 

0-05 

22-82 

•73 

3-59 

13,152 

202 

25 

3 

9-89 

1-55 

1 00 

411-1 

8-78 

11-15 

•4 

•14 

5-72 

7,153 

3,477 

219 

3 

. 

12 

4-65 

1-07 

125 

39-21 

29*80 

24-07 

4'8l 

10,520 

11,831 

1 ,23.) 

4,293 

2,907 

200 

20 

81 

30 

11-09 

5-52 

120 

10-807 

25-07 

10-19 

•07 

2-83 

15* 

55,300 

47,009 

10-(i!) 

5-27 

1-4 

1S-I58 

21-45 

12-5-2 

•33 

1-24 

•77 

11,379 

14,321 

2.115 

4,988 

1,313 

418 

] 

9 

0-01 

1*33 

1-38 

43-83 

937 

10-70 

•42 

•07 

21 5 

23,305 

29,438 

2,160 

11,827 

7,312 

317 

0 

12-62 

1-56 

50-61 

24-83 

14-63 

•23 

•03 

3,00S 

14 

40 

1-51 

•03 

51-801 

1 12 

27-61 

■87 

80 1 

10,743 

8,438 

1,910 

5,931 

1,031 

SO 

21 

SO 

7*97 

•81 

2*27 

55-23 

10-32 

31-204 

1-31 

1-28 

14-93 

197,302 

205,480 

24,105 

93,150 

40,352 

4,902 

431 

348 

310 

9-7 

2'85 

1-33 

4215 

19-61 

20-29 

*46 

•86 

0-32 

7,1!  1 1 

_ 

1,023 

3,09(1 

70 

- 

203 

219 

•01 

•27 

48*35 

1*37 

19-84 

•13 

Ml' I 

*>•) 

— 

23 

1-73 

■22 

•31 

t.5'33 

11-22 

24*04 

•36 

- 

3-83 

4,759 

2')S 

5 

_ 

0 

•03 

03 

•40 

43-47 

8-501. 

2303 

•2  t 

- 

201 

189 

15 

1 

1 1 

3'07 

•51 

5081 

"2 

•92 

5-82 

; 1,470 

00 

60 

•71 

1-00 

1-31 

16-1 1 

7-S8 

20-S6 

•42 

•07 

4-48 

4,110 

1,101 

1,890 

1,890 

72 

: 432 

2 

17 

217 

•14 

•81 

45*73 

25*501 

TOO 

~ 

3-52 

75,002 

51,780 

15,091 

37,388 

3,701 

3,241 

120 

3 

123 

2-97 

■65 

4941 

7-16 

20*05 

•32 

•08 

3-79 

20 

4 '22 

•88 

•23 

17-08 

18*42 

23-5 

•29 

•04 

2.r.T8 

94 

_ 

- 

1-29 

•11 

57-4 

4 TO 

23  09 

•20 

•08 

■o: 

27-94 

6-9t 

19-31 

1 2,000 

140 

00 

1 

31 

,4-:-8 

1-15 

•43 

41*51 

11*04 

11-59 

1'14 

•34 

2123 

1,084 

1,038 

09 

449 

02 

13 

14 

- 

■43 

•09 

•Ob 

41*42 

5-97 

“ 

“ 

32,732 

58,830 

2,451 

14,461 

8,087 

415 

98 

11 

31 

2-21 

•60 

•22 

44T5 

14-77 

10  93 

•07 

*12 

7-47 

322,080 

323,575 

45,370 

152,573 

54,370 

8,984 

713 

41 

517 

3-70 

| 1-28 

■« 

47-24 

16-8 

19-8 

•46 

*75 

5-75 

Hugh  Ferguson. 


tural  Statistics  for  the  Year  1872,  they  being  included  in  the  Total  Number  of  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  Swine  in  the  County  Dublin,  consequently 

District. 

(C.)  Animals  Slaughtered  on  account  of  the  Disease  are  included  amongst  those  which  Died. 
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APPENDIX  TO  REPORT  PROM  THE 


TABLE  showing  the  Sanitary  State  of  the  Cattle,  Sheep  and  Swine 


— 



Number  of  Animals  atlacked  with  Foot  and  Mouth  Distempor,  Pleuro-Pneumonia,  and  Shee 

Scab  in 

the  undermentioned  Years,  | 

1 8 7 0. 

1 8 

1. 

PROVINCES 

COUNTIES. 

Foot  and  Mouth. 

■S 

Foot  and  Mouth. 

1 

Foot  and  Mouth. 

1 

| 

Foot  and  Mouth. 

•| 

<3 

I 

1 

Pleuro-Pneun 

O 

i 

1 

w 

(2 

i 

Cattle. 

f 

& 

1 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

• 

i 

1 

ULSTER : 

Ant-im  „ . 

16 

- 

- 

_ 

33 

- 

- 

4 

988 

134 

21 

GO 

425 

261 

8 

Armagh  - 

11 

7 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

356 

32 

_ 

1,971 

2,385 

207 

231 

34 

9 

11 

3 

1,447 

357 

20 

147  A 

Donegal  - 
Fermanagh 

: 

: 

- 

10 

- 

" 

789 

667 

12 

37 

37 

1 

396 

440 

2 

153 

25 

14 

10 

: 

Monaghan  - 
Tyrone-  - 

i 

: 

; 

: 

2 

2 

: 

: 

2 

1,474 

;i,248 

5 

84 

554 

100 

160 

46 

l 

4 

3 

Total  - - - 

65 

16 

11 

- 

53 

- 

- 

6 

10,574 

333 

847 

93 

7,565 

1,630 

426 

105 

214 

MUNSTER : 

- 

- 

_ 

_ 

159 

_ 

_ 

5 

2,452 

12 

146 

3 

3, GOG 

70 

372 

6 

16 

_ 

2,270 

10 

134 

8 

0,151 

104 

1,276 

4 

0,032 

765 

717 

85 

2,082 

42 

298 

Limerick  - 

5,968 

280 

68 

0,308 

193 

371 

98 

7,394 

108 

Tipperary  - 

2,226 

193 

70 

14,985 

808 

2,000 

22 

16,288 

2,034 

1,470 

207 

318 

Waterford- 

“ 

35 

58 

- 

15 

92 

20,668 

296 

5,772 

89 

1,896 

72 

482 

178 

15 

Total  - - - 

436 

6 

51 

- 

10,081 

10 

628 

243 

51,341 

1,413 

9,050 

216 

37,388 

3,701 

3,241 

647 

920 

LEINSTER: 

Carlow  - 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

_ 

_ 

_ 

5,857 

224 

798 

C 

3,147 

465 

•133 

5 

2 

Dublin  - 

1,056 

1 

•1 

30 

7,775 

G08 

198 

8,165 

5,324 

Dublin  Metropolitan 

474 

5 

3 

95 

483 

23 

118 

•125 

44 

Police  District. 
Kildare  - 

_ 

_ 

1,001 

130 

22 

23 

11,387 

929 

543 

69 

11,320 

6,634 

491 

48 

2 

Kilkenny  - 

— 

13 

176 

13,100 

140 

2,683 

330 

5,445 

544 

946 

361 

31 

King’s 

32 

7,626 

2,024 

744 

21 

6,235 

2,048 

262 

30 

146 

Longford  - 
Louth  ... 

9 

6 

10 

5,593 

623 

638 

3 

2,805 

344 

249 

3 

59 

4,797 

672 

278 

1 

2,967 

200 

1 

Meath  - - 

- 

•1,314 

7 

140 

19 

32 

32,050 

3,490 

818 

28 

26,964 

11,656 

258 

42 

Queen’s  - 

17 

8,379 

G57 

880 

24 

4,988 

1,343 

•118 

29 

03 

Westmeath 

18 

21,338 

0,710 

1,510 

11,827 

7,312 

317 

29 

30 

37 

40 

2,933 

42 

915 

40 

470 

22 

190 

Wicklow  - - - 

- 

43 

21 

7,658 

724 

1,104 

9 

5,934 

1,631 

596 

11 

- 

Total  - - - 

- 

- 

7,095 

282 

48 

476 

129,072 

17,443 

11,162 

716 

93,159 

40,352 

4,902 

662 

563 

CONNAUGHT : 

Galway  - 

- 

- 

- 

_ 

268 

10 

8,230 

695 

274 

25 

_ 

Leitrim  - 

2,256 

136 

2 

62 

9 

23 

3,408 

51 

Roscommon 

5 

1 

0 

9,685 

802 

625 

5 

Sligo 

' 

“ 

“ 

“ 

- 

6,004 

441 

245 

1 

449 

62 

13 

2 

Total  - - - 

- 

- 

- 

- 

282 

10 

1 

29 

29,583 

1,989 

1,377 

31 

14,461 

8,687 

415 

27 

69 

GENERAL  TOTAL- 

501  1 

22 

62 

■ 

18,111 

302 

677 

754 

220,570 

21,178 

23,036 

1,056 

162,573 

54,370 

8,984 

1,441 

1,766 

Note.— Per-centage  of  animals  attacked,  as  compared  with  the  total  number  of  animals  in  Ireland  for  tho  year  1872,  is  equal  to  2425. 

Per-centage  of  cattle  attacked  with  Pleuro-Pneumonia,  as  compared  with  the  total  number  of  cattle  in  Ireland  for  the  yoar  1872,  is  equal  to  '03. 

Per  cents ge  of  animals  attacked  with  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  as  compared  with  the  total  number  of  animals  in  Ireland  for  the  year  1872,  is  equal  to  2'2S. 
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157, G59 
336,337 
211,943 
183,028 
217,354 
86,162 

170,733 

360,691 

139,720 

80,210 

277,563 

55,271 

52,287 

181,620 

67,692 

76,077 

105.719 

58,502 

169,229 

346,550 

222,606 

187,781 

218,152 

86,448 

167,347 

343,323 

129,540 

69,213 

255,180 

54,542 

52,570 

195,298 

73,442 

77,583 

104,704 

05,580 

168,492 

358,142 

222,910 

201,276 

228,760 

87,209 

161,163 

325,034 

118,030 

69,963 

263,081 

50,787 

45,907 

171,508 

62,251 

66,330 

97,204 

56,986 

1,193,083 

1*, 08 4, 188 

542,397 

1,230,766  j 

1,019,145 

569,177 

1,256,789 

088,058 

500,300 

PrlM&l  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Libteify  Digitisation  Unit 
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APPENDIX  TO  REPORT  PROM  THE 


TABLE  showing  the  Number  of  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  Swine  in  Ireland,  in  the  Years  1869,  187o 

1871,  and  1872. 


Years. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Swine. 

Years. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Swine. 

1869 

8,737,794 

4,648,158 

1,079,703 

1871  - 

3,978,102 

4,228,721 

1,616,754 

1870 

3,796,380 

4,333,984  j 

1,459,332 

1872  - 

4,057,1 58 

4,262,117 

1,385,386 

Increase 

or 

Increase 

Decrease. 

Increase. 

Inorense 

or 

. Increase.  J 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Decrease 

for 

1870. 

68,586  . 

I 

314,174 

379,539 

Decrease 

for 

1872. 

| 84,051 

33,396 
Hugh  Ft 

231,368 

■rguson. 

TABLE  showing  the  Number  of  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  Swine  Exported  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain, 
in  the  Years  1869,  1870,  1871,  and  1872. 


Years. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Swine. 

Years. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Swine. 

1869  - ' - 

509,106 

1,015,694 

264,620 

1871  - 

483,925 

084,708 

528,254 

1870 

453,969 

620,834 

422,076 

1872  - 

616,080 

618,606 

443,644 

Increase 

or 

Decrease 

for 

1870. 

'l  Decrease.  ( 
j 55,187 

Decrease. 

394,860 

Incr  ea«e. 
157,456 

Increase 
or  ' 

Decrease 
for 
1872. 

Increase. 

1 

j 132,155 
1 

Decrease. 

166,102 

Decrease. 

84,000 

Hugh  Ferguson. 


TABLE  showing  the  Number  of  Deaths  from 
the  Foot  and  Mouth,  Pleuro  Pneumonia, 
and  Scab  Diseases. 

TABLE  showing  the  Per-Centage  of  Deaths  as 
compared  with  the  Number  of  Animals  affected  with 
Foot  and  Mouth,  Pleuro  - Pneumonia,  and 
Scab  Diseases. 

Foot  and  Mouth. 

Pleuro- 

Pneuroonia. 

Sheep 

Scab. 

Years.  I 

Foot  and  Mouth. 

Pneumonia. 

Scab. 

Cattle,  j 

Sheep,  j 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

Swine. 

Cattle. 

— 

1869 

8 

- 

- 

- 

1869  - 

•59 

i 

_ 

_ 

- 

1870 

46 

31 

274 

- 

1870  - 

•25 

- 

4-57 

30-33 

- 

1871 

700 

20 

1,192 

596 

1871  - 

•31 

•09 

5-17 

56-43 

- 

1872 

713 

411  | 

617 

851 

2 

1872  - 

•46 

•75 

5-75 

59-05 

•11 

Hugh  Ferguson. 
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GENERAL  ABSTRACT,  showing  the  Extent  to  which  Pleuro -Pneumonia  prevailed  in  each 
County  in  Ireland , and  other  Particulars,  as  set  forth  in  the  undermentioned  Headings,  during  the 
Year  ended  31st  December  1872. 


PROVI NCES 
COUNTIES. 

Number  of  Police  Districts  m 
each  County. 

2 -a 

P 3 
8 | 
IS 
*5 

8 “ 

Number  of  Farms,  Sec.,  in  each 
County. 

■a 

I 

tS 

1 

If 

Xi 

§ s 

15 

4 

2 

3 

12 

3 

1 

1 

•8 
1 . 
2 a 

p|-i 

15  c 
S | 

S’S 

Number  of  Cattle  on  Infected 
Farms,  Ac.,  in  each  County. 

Number  of  Cattle  anected  in 
each  County. 

1 Number  of  Cattle  which  Died 
from  the  Disease.  (C.) 

Total  Number  of  Cattle  in  each 
County. 

compared  with  the  Total  Num- 
ber of  Cattle  in  each  County. 

r|§| 

IK'S 

112 
l I £ 

£ 

ill 

° f<3 

ong-S 

3 

i-=i 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 

1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

ULSTER : 

Armagh  - . - 

Cavan  - 

Donegal  - 
Down  - 
Fermanagh  - 

Londonderry  - - 

Monaghan  - 

Tyrone  - - • 

41 

34 
37 
69 
44 
28 
24 
24 

35 

10 

4 

1 

3 

10 

2 

1 

1 

25,636 

23,685 

21,647 

33,165 

32,010 

14.517 

19,516 

20,349 

31,421 

•06 

■016 

•009 

•009 

•03 

•015 

•004 

•003 

152 

13 

13 

17 

158 

46 

3 

7 

41 

9 
2 
4 

34 

10 
1 
4 

32 

3 

1 

2 

19 

7 

2 

166,381 

81,227 

122,464 

191,644 

141,688 

108,794' 

112,905 

81,380 

180,302 

•02 

•01 

•001 

•002 

•02 

•009 

•001 

■002 

2697 

69-23 

15-38 

23-52 

21-51 

21-73 

33-3 

57T4 

78-04 

33-3 

50- 

50- 

55-88 

21-73 

50- 

Total  - - - 

LEINSTER : 

Carlow  - 

Dublin  - - - “ “ 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  Dis- 
trict. 

Kildare  - 
Kilkenny  - 
King’s  - 

Longford  - - - “ 

Louth  - 

Meath  - - - - - 

Queen’s  - 

Westmeath  - 

Wexford  - 

Wicklow  - 

Total  - - - 

MUNSTER: 

Clare  - 

Cork  - 
Kerry  - 

Limerick  - - ■ * 

Tipperary  - 

Waterford  - 

Total  - - - 

CONNAUGHT : 

Galway  - 
Leitrim  - 

Roscommon  - - * 

Sligo  - 

I Total  - - 

336 

19 

39 

16 

39 

57 

48 

28 

29 

53 
33 

54 
41 
35 

491 

32 

3 

18 

11 

10 

18 

6 

3 

1 

6 

10 

3 
6 

4 

221,946 

41 

•018 

409 

105 

66 

1,186,785 

•0088 

25-67 

62*85 

5,664 

8,792 

(B.) 

10,056 

15,482 

11,945 

9,162 

8,494 

13,151 

12,291 

11,719 

16,932 

8,983 

3 

1 29 
/ 49 

12 

141 

7 
3 
1 
6 

16 

8 
6 

•05 

'32 

■11 

•91 

•05 

•03 

•01 

•04 

•13 

•06 

•03 

•05 

42 

554 

589 

167 

2,423 

197 

87 

37 

155 

150 

289 

164 

208 

5 

51 

64 

48 

361 

30 

3 

1 

8 

29 

29 

22 

11 

1 

27 

51 

29 

238 

20 

1 

1 

5 

20 

9 

13 

8 

45,660 

51,447 

w 

80,287 

112,377 

63,024 

60,320 

35,984 

161,504 

75,364 

93,632 

105,755 

74,410 

•01 

•09 

05 

•31 

•047 

•004 

•002 

■003 

•038 

•03 

•02 

•01 

11-9 

9-2 

10-8G 

28-74 

118!) 

15-22 

3-44 

2-7 

5*16 

18-6 

1003 

13-41 

5-28 

20- 

52-94 

79-68 

60-41 

6592 

666 

33-3 

100- 

62-5 

G8-96 

31-03 

59-09 

72-72 

63  89 

99 

132,671 

286 

•215 

5,068 

662 

423 

959,764 

•068 

13-00 

54 

147 

40 

82 

138 

35 

4 

3 

3 

16 

16 

11 

18,069 

36,593 

19,451 

17,007 

25,483 

9,548 

4 

6 

3 

30 

32 

51 

■02 

•016 

•015 

•17 

•12 

•53 

63 

194 

92 

1,091 

1,098 

847 

16 
. 63 
13 
170 
207 
178 

9 

15 

8 

103 

93 

115 

168,492 

348,142 

222,910 

201,276 

226,760 

87,209 

•009 

•017 

•005 

•OS 

•09 

•004 

2539 

32-47 

14-13 

10-58 

18-85 

21-01 

56-25 

23-8 

61-53 

60-58 

4492 

64-6 

496 

53 

126,151 

126 

■09 

3,385 

647 

343 

1,256,789 

•051 

19-11 

53-01 

89 

39 

50 

63 

35 

4 

1 

38,592 

14,930 

36,97 

21,27. 

16,32 

4 

1 

•01 

•007 

54 

22 

25 

18 

160,307 

105,093 

179,090 

107,185 

102,140 

•015 

*00l£ 

46-29 

9-09 

72- 

50- 

226 

5 

128,09 

1 

•004 

76 

27 

1 1 

653,815 

•004 

35-52 

70-37 

GENERAL  TOTAL  - - 

1,589 

18 

608,86 

45 

! -07 
I 

8,93 

1,44 

85 

4,057,15 

•035 

16-12 

5905 

fA'i  and  < BY — .See  Note  at  foot  of  Table,  pages  610,  611. 

' ' Cattle  slaughtered  on  account  of  the  disease  are  included  amongst  those  which  died. 

Hugh  Ferguson. 
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APPENDIX  TO  RETORT  FROM  THE 


GENERAL  ABSTRACT,  showing  the  extent  to  which  Sheep  Scab  prevailed  in  each  Count  in 
Ireland,  and  other  Particulars,  as  set  forth  in  the  undermentioned  Headings,  during  the  Year 
31st  December  1872.  6D  6 


PROVINCES 

COUNTIES. 

.s 

•j; 

o 

‘stT 

.So 

a 1 1 

Number  of  Police  Districts  in 
which  the  Disease  evisferl 

Number  of  Farms  in  each  County. 

Number  of  infected  Farms,  &c. 
in  each  County. 

si! 

fe 
111 
\%s 
m 
£ 8 = 

Number  of  Sheep  on  infected 
Farms,  &c..  in  each  County, 

Number  of  Sheep  affected  in 
each  County. 

Number  of  Sheep  which  died  I 

from  the  Disease. 

| 

| 

K ►> 

Per-centage  of  Sheep  affected,  as 
compared  with  the  Total  Number 
of  Sheep  in  each  County. 

Per-centage  of  Sheep  affected, 
as  compared  with  Total  Number 
of  Sheep  on  infected  Farms. 

?! 

ii 

oH 

o'S 

B-gfi 

55“ 

I as 

1 

« 

3 

4 

5 

6 

8 

9 

1 

2 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

1 

2 

8 

4 

5 

6 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

ULSTER: 

Antrim  - 
Armagh  - 

Donegal  - 
Fermanagh  - 

Londonderry  - - - “ 

Monaghan  - - 

Tyrone  - 

Total  - - - 

LEINSTER: 

1 Carlow  - 
Dublin  - 

[ Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  Dis- 

Kilduro  - 
Kilkenny  - 

Longford  ----- 
Louth  ----- 
Meath  - - - - - 

Queen’s  - 

Westmeath  .... 

Wexford  - 

Wicklow  - ...  - 

41 

34 

37 

69 

44 

28 

24 

24 

85 

4 

6 

25,636 

23,685 

21,647 

33,165 

32,010 

14,517 

19,516 

20,349 

31,421 

4 

7 

•01 

02 

301 

487 

67 

147 

; 

94,303 

14,176 

25,830 

208,939 

71,866 

16,746 

45,443 

17,944 

55,691 

•26 

•2 

" 

22-25 

30-18 

1 . 336  | 10 

221,946 

11 

•004 

788 

214 

" 

550,938 

• -03 

27-15 

- 

19 

39 

16 

39 

57 

48 

28 

29 

53 
33 

54 
41 
35  , 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5,664 

8,792 

(B.) 

10,056 

15,482 

11,945 

9,162 

8,494 

13,151 

12,291 

11,719 

16,932 

8,983 

1 

}° 

1 

3 

11 

2 

3 

4 
7 

•01 

•02 

■009 

•01 

•09 

•01 

■02 

•03 

•04 

141 

174 

8 

125 

380 

385 

343 

117 

418 

2 

57 

2 

31 

146 

42 

03 

30 

190 

1 

1 

62,993 

74,411 

(A.) 

142,598 

109,284 

131,700 

32,102 

53,659 

220,007 

100,683 

151,856 

135,892 

199,237 

•003 

•07 

•001 

•02 

•11 

•01 

•06 

•01 

•13 

1-41 

32-75 

25- 

24- 8 
38-42 

10-9 

18-36 

25- 64 
45-45 

3-22 

1-58 

Total  - - - 

MUNSTER : 

Clare  - 

Cork  - - - - 

Kerry  - - - ' - 4 

Limerick  - 

Tipperary  - 
Waterford  - 

491 

27 

132,671 

34 

•02  : 

2,091 

563 

2 

1,416,322 

•03 

26-92 

•35 

54 

147 

40 

82 

138 

35 

3 

10 

3 

8 

1 

18,069 

36,593 

19,451 

17,007 

25,483 

9,548 

3 

11 

3 

9 

1 

•01 

•03  : 

•01 

•03 

•01 

69 

1,170 

114 

639 

77 

14 
496 

77 

318 

15 

; 

161,1  G3 
325,034 
118,030 
69,903 
263,081 
50,787 

■008 

•15 

•11 

•12 

•02 

20 '28 
42-39 

67-54 

49-70 

19-48 

; 

Total  - - - 

496 

25 

126,151  | 27  J 

•02  i 

!,060 

920 

988,058 

•°9 

44-46 

- 

CONNAUGHT : 

Galway  - 

Leitrim  ----- 

Roscommon  - - - 

Sligo  ----- 

50 

53 

35 

1 

1 

1 

38,592 

14,930 

36,974 

21,273 

16,327 

1 

1 

2 

■006 

•004 

•01 

71 

44 

23 

62 

5 

2 

: 

683,309 

21,933 

340,163 

197,947 

64,447 

•28 

•002 

•003 

87-32 

11-36 

8-69 

: 

Total  - . - 

266 

3 

128,096 

4 

•003 

138 

» 

" 

1,307,799 

•005 

50- 

- 

GENERAL  TOTAL  - - 1 

1,589 

65  l 

508,864 

76  | -01  1 5 

,086  1 

.,766 

2 | < 

1,262,117 

•04 

34-72  | 

•ll 

(A)  and  (B). — See  Note  at  foot  of  Table,  pages  610,  fill. 

2T.B.  -There  were  no  Sheep  slaughtered  on  account  of  the  Disease. 
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APPENDIX  TO  REPORT  FROM  THE 


TABLE  showing  the  Number  of  Outbreaks  of  Foot  and  Mouth  Distemper,  Pleuro-Pneumonia,  Sheep 

were  reported  by  the  Owners  of  the  Infected  Placea 


. 

1 8 

7 1 : 

1 

— 

Outbreaks  reported  by  Owners. 

Outbreaks  discovered  by  other  Means. 

Total. 

•s 

1 

I 

■i 

1 

8 

•o 

•i 

1 

g 

ULSTER: 

Is 

s f£ 

1 

1 

il 

| 

£ s 

s 

I 

Antrim  - 

182 

22 

- 

- 

15 

2 

- 

- 

197 

24 

- 

Armagh  - 

286 

3 

- 

- 

16 

- 

- 

- 

302 

3 

- 



471 

3 

- 

- 

12 

- 

- 

- 

483 

3 

- 

_ 

Down  - 

324 

11 

- 

- 

29 

- 

- 

- 

353 

11 

_ 

Donegal  - 

120 

3 

- 

- 

9 

- 

- 

- 

129 

3 

_ 

Fermanagh  - - - - 

142 

I 

- 

- 

6 

_ 

_ 

- 

148 

1 

_ 

Londonderry  . 

132 

l 

- 

- 

8 

- 

- 

- 

140 

1 

_ 

_ 

.Monaghan  - 

307 

2 

- 

- 

20 

- 

_ 

- 

327 

2 

_ 

_ 

Tyrone  - 

225 

" 

- 

- 

18 

- 

- 

- 

243 

" 

- 

- 

Total  - - - 

2,189 

46 

- 

133 

2 

- 

2,322 

48 

- 

- 

MUNSTER : 

Clare  ----- 

338 

3 

- 

- 

7 

_ 

- 

_ 

345 

3 

_ 

_ 

Cork  ----- 

639 

4 

- 

25 

- 

_ 

- 

664 

4 

_ 

_ 

Kerry  ----- 

90 

- 

- 

- 

3 

_ 

_ | 

_ 

93 

_ 

_ 

_ 

Limerick  - - - - 

724 

26 

- 

_ 

13 

2 

_ j 

737 

28 

_ 

Tipperary  - 

1,409 

10 

- 

_ 

19 

_ 

_ ' 

1,428 

10 

_ 

_ 

Waterford  - 

1,743 

19 

- 

- 

41 

2 

- 

1,783 

21 

- 

- 

Total  - - - 

4,943 

62 

- 

108 

4 

5,000 

66 

- 

- 

LEINSTER : 

Carlow  .... 

460 

2 

- 

- 

6 

. 

_ 

_ 

466 

2 

_ 

_ 

Dublin  - 

705 

21 

- 

- 

12 

- 

_ 

_ 

717 

21 

_ 

_ 

Dublin  Met.  Police  District  - 

138 

82 

- 

- 

1 

_ 

82 

_ 

Kildare  - 

1,404 

18 

- 

- 

14 

_ 

_ 

1,418 

18 

_ 

_ 

Kilkenny  .... 

1,578 

128 

- 

- 

18 

3 

131 

_ 

_ 

King’s  .... 

706 

- 

- 

- 

20 

1 

_ 

725 

1 

_ 

_ 

Longford  .... 

716 

2 

- 

_ 

27 

Louth  ----- 

476 

1 

- 

_ 

40 

1 

_ 1 

_ 

Meath  ----- 

1,581 

9 

- 

_ 

27 

1 

_ 

1,608 

10 

_ 

_ ! 

Queen  e .... 

921 

10 

- 

_ 

21 

2 

_ 

_ 

Westmeath  .... 

1,622 

5 

- 

- 

54 

1 

_ 

6 

_ 

_ 

Wexford  - 

339 

9 

- 

- 

8 

1 

_ 

10 

_ 

. 1 

Wicklow  - 

605 

3 

- 

- 

13 

- 

- 

- 

618 

3 

- 

Total  - - - 

11,250 

290 

“ 

- 

261 

10 

- 

- 

11,011 

300 

- 

- 

CONNAUGHT : 

Galway  .... 

996 

5 

- 

_ 

17 

5 

_ 

Leitrim  - 

498 

1 

- 

- 

13 

_ 

_ 

511 

1 

_ 

• - 

%° 

578 

- 

4 

- 

49 

_ 

_ 

_ 

627 

_ 

_ 

- 

Roscommon  - 

1,404 

2 

- 

- 

52 

1 

_ 

1,456 

3 

_ 

- 

Sligo  ----- 

939 

1 

- 

- 

38 

- 

- 

- 

977 

1 

- 

r 

Total  - - - 

4,415 

9 

~ 

169 

1 

- 

- 

4,584 

10 

- 

GENERAL  TOTAL  - - 

22,797 

407 

- 

- 

671 

17 

- 

- 

23,467 

424 

- 

- 

Note.  Sheep  Scab.  The  Council  Order  requiring  the  owners  or  occupiers  of  farms,  lands,  premises,  or  places 
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Scab,  and  Sheep  Pox  which  occurred  in  Ireland,  in  the  Years  1871  and  1872,  distinguishing  those  Cases  which 
from  those  which  were  discovered  by  other  Means. 


1 8 7 2. 




I 

Outbreaks  Reported  by  Own 

rs. 

Outbreaks  Discovered  by  other  Means.  1 

TOTA 

L. 

1 

•§  1 

1 

1 

■1 

1 

£ 

, _ 1 

•| 

i 1 

£ 

Mouth 

Pleuro- 

Pneum 

Foot  a 
Mouth 

I 

Mout' 

PH  £ 

I 

I 

15 

2 

. 

_ 

_ 

105 

15 

_ 

- 

Antrim. 

4 

_ 

3 

- 

- 

- 

208 

4 

- 

- 

Armagh. 

517 

2 

4 

- 

I 

- 

- 

- 

SIS 

2 

4 

- 

Cavan. 

234 

12 

7 

- 

3 

- 

- 

- 

237 

12 

7 

- 

Down. 

3 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

68 

3 

• - 

- 

Donegal. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

3 

- 

- 

- 

61 

- 

- 

- 

Fermanagh. 

3 

_ 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

83 

3 

- 

- 

Londonderry. 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

160 

1 

- 

- 

Monaghan. 

167 

- 

- 

- 

2 

1 

- 

- 

169 

1 

- 

Tyrone. 

1,594 

40 

11 

- 

15 

1 

- 

- 

1,609 

41 

11 

' 

- - Total. 

MUNSTER , 

4 

3 

_ 

2 

_ 

_ 

- 

352 

4 

3 

- 

Clare. 

1 

_ 

6 

_ 

348 

6 

11 

- 

Cork. 

_ 

204 

3 

- 

- 

Kerry. 

492 

26 

3 

_ 

2 

6 

- 

494 

32 

3 

- 

Limerick. 

9 

_ 

13 

2 

- 

1,460 

32 

9 

- 

Tipperary. 

207 

52 

1 

- 

2 

1 

- 

209 

53 

1 

- 

Waterford. 

3,047 

121 

22 

20 

9 

5 

- 

3,067 

130 

27 

“ 

- - Total. 

LEINSTER : 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

260 

3 

1 

- 

Carlow. 

6 

_ 

- 

716 

29 

2 

- 

Dublin. 

36 

_ 

_ 

3 

13 

- 

- 

111 

49 

- 

- 

Dublin  Met.  Police  District. 

990 

12 

1 

_ 

3 

- 

- 

- 

993 

12 

1 

- 

Kildare. 

697 

144 

3 

_ 

4 

- 

- 

- 

701 

144 

3 

- 

Kilkenuy. 

7 

9 

_ 

3 

- 

2 

- 

895 

11 

- 

King’s 

_ 

3 

1 

- 

- 

475 

3 

- 

- 

Longford. 

1 

_ 

9 

- 

- 

- 

467 

1 

- 

- 

Louth. 

2 

_ 

11 

- 

- 

- 

1,388 

7 

2 

- 

Meath. 

16 

3 

_ 

3 

_ 

- 

- 

653 

16 

3 

- 

Queen’s. 

4 

_ 

9 

_ 

- 

- 

731 

9 

4 

- 

Vi  estmeath. 

226 

7 

7 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

226 

7 

7 

Wexford. 

553 

5 

- 

- 

6 

- 

- 

- 

559 

5 

" 

~ 

Wicklow. 

8,1 16 

277 

32 

- 

60 

15 

a 

- 

8,175 

292 

34 

~ 

- - Total. 

CONNAUGHT: 

10  • 

2 

_ 

- 

776 

4 

- 

- 

Galway. 

_ 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

250 

1 

1 

- 

Leitrim. 

_ 

_ 

3 

_ 

- 

- 

112 

- 

- 

- 

Mayo. 

1 

_ 

4 

_ 

_ 

- 

772 

- 

1 

- 

Roscommon. 

95 

_ 

2 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

96 

2 

L_ 

1,987 

3 

4 

" 

19 

2 

- 

- 

2,006 

5 

4 

‘ ’ T0TAl' 

14,748 

441 

69 

114 

27 

7 

- 

14,857 

468 

76 

- 

. GENERAL  TOTAL. 

infected  with  this  disease  to  report  the  existence  of  said  disease  thereon,  was  not  issued  until  the  30th  May  1872. 
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TABLE  showing  the  Number  of  Instances  in  which  Cattle  Disease  Council  Orders  have  bee 
Contravened  in  each  Province  in  Ireland,  and  in  which  Proceedings  have  been  taken  ; also,  the  Result 
of  each  Prosecution,  for  the  Tears  1871  and  1872. 


province 


Ulster  - 

Leinster 

Connaught 


Result  of  Prosecutions, 


£.  a.  d. 
15  16  4 
4 IS  6 
70-6 
6 2 10 


> 16  2 


II 


Result  of  Prosecutions. 


151  16  8 
8-6 


Note.  In  this  Table,  the  prosecutions  include  proceedings  against  persons  for  not  reporting  the  existence  of  the  disease  for  w 

animals  from  an  infected  place  without  license,  and  for  allowing"  dogs  to  roam  from  a disfrict  infected  wk  foo^  m0Ved 


RETURN  of  the  Number  and  Description  of  Foreign  Animals  Imported  into  Ireland  during  the  Years 
ended  31st  December  1871  and  1872,  specifying  the  Ports  from  which  Imported,  the  Names  of  the 
Importing  Vessels,  the  Number  of  Animals  which  Died  on  each  Voyage,  the  Number  Certified  by  the 
Government  Inspector  as  being  Diseased,  and  the  Number  ordered  to  be  Slaughtered  in  the  Custom 
House  Docks  previous  to  their  Delivery. 


Date  of 
Importation 

Number  and  Description  of  Auimala. 

of  Importing 
Vessel. 

•a  p * 

-a  15  . 

On  what  Account 
ordered 

to  be  Slaughtered. 

M 

1 

Heifers. 

E 

<3 

1 

Imported 

|1|  | 
SS-CQ> 

jj  1 ^2 

| | l|l 

EOS  g. 
52  £,  if 

1 Jij 

55  SJ! 

Port  of  Dublin ; 

13  April  1871 
20  „ „ 

22  May  „ 

12  June  „ 

28  „ 

18  July  „ 

4 Sept.  „ 

68 

110 

144 

140 

100 

100 

52 

• 

“ 

; 

; 

Oporto 

“ Magnet  ” - 
‘‘  Alexandra  ” 

- nil  - 

- nil 

- nil. 

2 

- nil. 

Injured  during  voyage. 

Port  of  Cork  : 

12  April  1871 

150 

Portugal 

“ Magnet  ” 

- ,,  - 

- „ - 

- „ 

Total  for  Year  1 
1871  - -/ 

S64 

“ 

- 

- 

- 

• - 

- - 

- - 

2 

Port  of  Dublin : 

SI  Jan.  1872 
29  Feb.  „ 

21  Mar. 

8 April  „ 
16  >•  » 

8 May  „ 

1 July  ” 

16  ..  » 

22  „ „ 

15  Aug.  „ 

21  „ 

20  Sept.  „ 

17  Oct.  „ 

22 

44 

40 

12 

62 

100 

50 

24 

80 

100 

80 

156 

91 

80 

24 

I 

1 

Oporto 

Rotterdam  - 
Oporto 

“ Alexandra  ” 

“ Mauritius”. 
“ Alexandra  " 

“Magnet”  - 
“ Alexandra" 
“ Meteor  ” 
“Alexandra  ” 

“ Mauritius  " - 
“ Alexandra” 

11  Mauritius”  . 

- nil  - 

- nil 

"3 

- nil  . 

- nil. 

36 

- nil. 

”2 

f All  slaughtered  on  ac- 
count of  foot  and 
L mouth  distemper. 

Injured  during  voyage. 

Port  of  Cork  - 

nil 

nil 

nil 

nil 

nil 

- nil 

- nil 

- „ - 

* » 

. „ 

Total  for  Year  H 
1872  - -/ 

941 

24 

*1 

1 

- 

■ ' 1 

3 

38 
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Appendix,  No,  12. 


ABSTRACT  showing  the  Yearly  Expenses  now  (1873)  allowed  for  the  Office  of  the 
Irish  Veterinary  Department. 

(Referred  to  in  Answer  and  Question  No.  5302.) 


The  Right  Honourable  the  Lords  of  Her  Majesty’s  Treasury. 


Director  General  - - - - - " 

One  assistant  veterinary  surgeon,  to  he  employed  only  m cases  ot  neces- 
sity, not  to  exceed  XI.  Is.  per  diem  for  all  so  employed  - 
One  chief  clerk 

One  clerk  ------------ 

One  ditto  ------------ 

One  office  keeper  and  cleaner  - --  --  --  - 

One  boy  messenger  - -------- 

Rent  of  offices,  quarantine  yard,  and  sheds  ------ 

Taxes  on  the  above  premises  - --  --  --  - 

Light  and  fuel  ----------- 

Travelling  and  incidental  expenses  ------- 


£. 

750 

383 

114 

102 

90 

26 

31 

113 

23 

50 

300 


s.  d. 


2 10 
6 9 
- 5 

4 - 


£• 


1,982  19 


Copy  of  General  Order  issued  to  Constabulary  of  Ireland  in  1860. 
(Referred  to  at  Query  5331.) 


Cruelty  to  Animals. 

The  Constabulary  are  to  exercise  vigilance  in  the  enforcement  of  the  12  & 13  Viet, 
c.  92,  and  17  & 18  Viet.  c.  60,  for  the  more  effectual  prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals, 
copies  of  which  Acts  are  at  each  station,  and  every  member  of  the  force  who  shall  be  con- 
victed of  the  neglect  of  a duty  which  cannot  fail  to  be  regarded  as  important  by  every 
person  of  common  humanity,  will  expose  himself  to  punishment. 

Sections  2,  13, 19,  20,  and  29  of  the  Act  first  above  cited  especially  demand  the  attention 
of  the  force,  and  will  be  found  in  Appendix,  No.  16. 


Copy  of  Report  on  Cruelty  to  Animals  on  their  being  shipped,  sent  to  Constabulary 
and  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  for  their  information  and  guidance. 


(Referred  to  in  Answer  to  Query  5331.) 

Veterinary  Department  of  the.  Privy  Council  Office, 
The  Under  Secretary,  Dublin  Castle,  16  July  1872. 

I have  the  honour  to  report  that  my  experience  of,  and  observations  relative  to,  the 
manner  in  which  cattle  are  treated  at  the'  Irish  ports,  previous  to,  and  when  being  shipped 
for  exportation,  are  not  such  as  enable  me  to  confirm  all  of  the  reports  on  the  subject 
received  by  the  Government  from  the  police,  I having  repeatedly  observed  at  the  shipping 
places  in  Ireland,  particularly  in  the  port  of  Dublin,  animals  subjected  to  much  unnecessary 
suffering  in  embarkation,  by  being  struck  most  unmercifully  with  thick  ash  plants  and  other 
kinds  of  sticks,  as  well  as  having  their  tails  cruelly  twisted,  a procedure  which  inflicts  far 
greater  pain  than  beating  with  a stick,. by  the  drovers,  porters,  and  cattle-men  when  forcing 
them  to  go  the  required  way,  whether  along  the  quay  or  other  place  of  embarkation,  or 
from  it  to  the  gangways  along  which  the  cattle  are  put  on  board.  In  consequence  or  t le 
unnecessary  harsh  manner  in  which  cattle  were  shipped  at  the  port  of  Dublin,  1,  on  the 
20th  September  1870,  by  order  of  the  Government,  applied  to  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  for  a report  on  the  subject,  copy  of  application  annexed,  me 
Commissioners  consequently  gave  special  directions  to  experienced  officers  of  their  force 
to  attend  at  lhe  North  Wall  quays  to  watch  the  procedure  of  cattle-shipping,  and  to  report 

I was  along  with  the  said  police  officers  at  the  embarkation  of  several  cargoes  of  live  stock 
on  board  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam-packet  Company’s  vessels,  but,  to  my  surprise  on  sued 
occasions,  not  a single  instance  of  unnecessary  harsh  treatment  could  either  1,  or  the  police, 
detect  on  those  occasions,  although  some  days  before  I had  observed  several,  lhe  cause 
of  the,  to  me,  astonishingly  unexpected  gentle  way  in  which  the  animals  were  shipped  when 
the  police  and  I were  watching  the  procedure,  became  revealed  when  I observed,  on  the 
first  day  of  my  attendance  with  the  police,  that,  evidently  for  the  occasion,  the  said  Steam- 
packet  Company’s  Traffic  Manager  was  present,  and  that,  although  he  directed  my  attention 
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to  the  gentle  way  in  which  the  cattle  were  on  that  occasion  embarked,  and  assured  me  that 
the  cattle-shipments  were  always  similarly  conducted,  I,  on  inquiry,  ascertained,  before 
I left  the  quays,  that  the  persons  engaged  in  shipping  the  animals  had  been  made  aware  of 
and  cautioned  relative  to  the  special  duty  the  police  were  then  and  there  performing,  also  of 
the  cbjcct  of  my  being  present  with  them.  On  the  2flth  September  the  Commissioners 
of  Police  forwarded,  for  my  information,  a most  ably  drawn  report  on  the  result  of  the 
observations  made  personally  by  their  officers  on  the  manner  in  which  the  cattle  were 
shipped  at  the  port  of  Dublin.  A copy  of  said  report  is  annexed,  to  which  attention  is 
particularly  requested. 

The  statements  made  therein  corresponded  exactly  with  what  I myself  had  observed  at 
the  quays  during  the  preceding  five  days,  but  not  ot  all  with  wliac  I had  repeatedly  wit- 
nessed previous  to  the  20th  September  L870,  nor  with  what  occurred  at  the  North  Wall  on 
only  the  third  clay  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  police  reporting  so  favourably  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  cattle  were  embarked  or  shipped  ot  the  port  of  Dublin.  The  "occurrence 
alluded  to  was  that  of  a cow  having  been  treated  with  such  brutality  on  board  a steamer 
when  being  shipped,  that,  as  a result  of  the  Steam-packet  Company’s  servant  who  had  ill- 
treated  the  animal  having  been  prosecuted  at  the  instance  of  a private  individual,  and  con- 
victed, he  was  sentenced  to  be  imprisoned  for  two  months,  although  none  of  the  police  saw 
the  animal  ill-treated  ; but  unnecessary  pain  is  seldom  inflicted  in  the  presence  of  the  police. 
A copy  of  the  police  report  relative  to  this  case  is  also  annexed. 

With  the  discontinuance  of  the  special  police  vigilance,  the  ill-usage  of  cattie  about  to 
be,  and  being,  shipped,  was  resumed.  Perhaps  it  was  subsequently  again  discontinued  • but 
since  then  I have  not  had  much  personal  observation  as  to  bow  cattle  are  treated  while 
being  shipped.  I not  having  had  lime  since  1370  to  attend  at  the  shipping  places,  except 
very  occasionally.  My  appearance  being  now  well  known  to  almost  all  the  drovers  and 
porters,  none  of  them  would  ill-treat  cattle  in  my  presence.  From  what  I observed  when 
I was  daily  at  the  quays,  there  must  be  even  more  than  enough  of  much  more  important 
duties  for  the  police  to  perform  at  the  North  Wall  than  regularly  superintending  the  ship- 
ment of  cuttle-  I have  reason  to  believe  that  the  necessary  number  of  constables  could 
not  be  conveniently  spared  for  such  extra  special  duty  in  behalf  of  the  prevention  of  cruelty 
to  ani mills.  ’ } 

Colonel  Lake’s  suggestion,  that  it  might  be  desirable  to  apply  to  the  Board  of  Tiade  to 
take  the  matter  in  hands,  is  an  excellent  one.  But  as  the  Catile  Disease  (Ireland)  Acts 
specially  provide  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  may  make  orders  for  the  protection  of  animals 
against  unnecessary  suffering  in  transit,  and  for  the  payment  of  the  expense  of  carrying 
out  such  Council  Orders,  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  decline 
accepting  such  proposed  responsibility.  It  is  generally  thought  that  the  interference  of 
the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals  has  tended  to  render  the  police 
throughout  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  Great  Britain,  inactive  in  relation  to  the  carrying  out  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Acts  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals;  such  supineness  is  but 
the  natural  result  of  delegating  to  irresponsible  societies,  or  self-constituted  bodies,  any  of 
the  duties  properly  appertaining  to  the  police  of  the  country,  or  of  a locality.  The  greater 
the  division  ot  executive  power,  without  an  equally  great  imposition  of  responsibility,  the 
more  practically  unsatisfactory  will  be  the  police  application  of  the  law  from  which  such 
power  is  derived.  The  establishment  of  a society  for  the  prevention  of  larceny  or  felony, 
with  employes  having  the  arresting  and  other  powers  of  police  officers,  but  being  in  no  way 
responsible  or  subject  to  imperial  control  as  such,  would  be  found  most  embarrassing,  and 
to  injuriously  affect  the  efficiency  of  the  regular  police  forces.  In  a like  manner,  the 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals  having,  in  Ireland,  voluntarily  undertaken 
police  duties  without  having  the  machinery,  or  pecuniary  or  other  means  for  their  proper 
fulfilment,  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals  are  but 
seldom  enforced  ; for,  as  a natural  consequence  of  such  a distribution  of  responsibility,  the 
vigilance  of  the  regular  police  forces  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  behalf  of  the  prevention  of 
cruelty  to  animals,  is  in  a very  relaxed  state,  and  is  likely  to  continue  so,  although  by  no 
means  as  a necessary  consequence.  Since  the  subject  of  cruelly  treating  cattle,  when  shin- 
ping  them  for  exportation,  has  lately  been  alluded  to  in  Parliament,  the  traffic  managers 
and  other  superior  officers  of  the  steamship  companies  have  most  probably  put  their  cattle- 
shipping  employes  on  their  guard  ; and  it  is  not  unlikely  that,  for  the  present,  there  is  a 
cessation  of  the  unnecessary  cruelty  to  which  Irish  cattle  are  frequently  subjected  when 
being  shipped  for  exportation.  The  amelioration  will,  however,  be  but  temporary,  notwith- 
standing the  tenor  of  the  police  reports- on  the  subject  Addressing  the  steamship  com- 
panies relative  to  the  unnecessary  sufferings  inflicted  on  animals  in  and  immediately  previous 
to  their  embarkation,  would  have  but  little  effect,  as,  with  respect  to  the  offence  in  question, 
the  lability  is  purely  a personal  one,  and  does  not  extend  to  employers,  although  the  prin- 
cipal offenders  are  their  own  servants;  and,  on  the  occasions  of  shipping  cattle,  time  is 
generally  so  great  an  object  that  the  men  employed  at  the  work  are  required  to  accomplish 
it  as  quickly  as  possible.  All  the  Irish  cattle  exporting  ports  of  any  consequence  are 
tidal.  At  the  great  majority  of  them,  the  animals  coming  by  rail  for  embarkation  frequently 
do  not  at  me  until  >o  near  sailing  time  that,,  to  insure  the  cattle  being  shipped  soon  enough 
to  prevent  the  carrying  vessel  missing  the  tide,  they  are  often  shipped  in  a hurried  maimer, 
and  are  thus  occasionally  exposed  to  such  violence  as  entails  much  suffering.  But  some  of 
the  cattle  brought  for  shipment  are  very  wild. and  difficult  to  manage,  from  not  havims  been 
housed  or  handled.  To  get  such  animals  shipped  in  time,  or  sometimes  even  at  all,  fre- 
quently requires  the  exercise,  of  such  an  amount,  as  well  as  kind,  of  force  as  undoubtedly 
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constitutes  cruelty;  the  shower  of  blows  to  which  they  are  subjected  often  resounding  off 
their  ribs  in  a mo>t  appalling  manner.  It  not  unfrequeutly  happens  in  such  embarkations 
that  a horn  is  knocked  off ; even  an  eye  is  occasionally  knocked  out.  Although  it  has 
frequently  been  attempted  to  justify  such  brutal  treatment  as  being  necessary  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  the  desired  purpose, — the  shipment  of  the  animals  within  a given  time,— the 
magistrates,  before  whom  such  cases  have  been  brought,  have  almost  invariably  refused  to 
allow  that  such  brutality  admitted  of  any  justification  whatever,  and  have  severely  punished 
the  offenders.  By  many  cattle-men  in  Liverpool  and  at  some  other  extensive  cattle-import 
landing  places  in  Great  Britain,  and  by  a few  even  in  Ireland,  the  animals,  the  movement 
of  which  is  intrusted  to  them,  are  scarcely  ever  struck  with  a stick,  goads  being  used  instead 
of  ordinary  sticks.  The  “goad”  used  is  an  iron  or  steel-pointed  instrument,  sharp  enough 
to  smartly  prick  the  animal,  but  so  short  and  guarded  a>  the  point  that  it  cannot  penetrate 
through  the  skin.  The.  goad  is  generally  fastened,  ferule  fashion,  to  the  end  of  a stick, 
although  sometimes  its  handle  is  of  thin  metal  instead  of  wood  . A slight  touch  from  the 
point  of  the  goad  acts  far  more  effectually  in  driving  or  guiding  cattle  than  the  most  un- 
merciful belabouring  of  them  with  sticks.  The  use  of  the  goad  has  the  great  advantage  of 
not  bruising  or  otherwise  injuring  the  meat  of  animals  driven  with  it ; whereas  that  beneath 
the  skin  of  Irish  cattle,  driven  with  sticks,  is  so  frequently  blackened  from  the  seventy  of 
the  blows  inflicted  that,  as  a general  rule,  Irish  canle  do  not  bring  as  high  prices  in  the 
English  markets,  for  immediate  slaughter,  as  English  or  Scotch  ones  of  a similar  weight 
and  quality.  Tiie  bruises  on  the  hips  and  shoulders  are  generally  received  in  railway 
trucks,  or  on  shipboard  ; but  those  along  the  back  are  most  frequently  caused  by  the.  blows 
received  from  sticks. 

Previous  to  concluding  this  report,  1 have  the  honour  to  submit  that  the  question  of  fact 
as  to  what  constitutes  the  infliction  of  unnecessary  suffering  on  an  animal  while  shipping 
it,  is  one,  the  solution  of  which  frequently  involves  the  careful  consideration  of  all  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  particular  case,  which  may  be  an  exceptional  one.  For 
instance,  the  animal  so  treated  while  being  shipped  may  be  so  terrified  or  furious  as  to  be, 
in  the  ordinary  acceptation  of  the  terms,  so  “ unman  igeable  and  dangerous,”  that,  to 
effectually  accomplish  its  embarkation  with  safety  to  those  actually  employed  thereat,  and 
before  the  sailing  of  the  vessel,  the  exercise  of  what  under  other  circumstances  would  be 
deemed  wanton  cruelty,  is  absolutely  “ necessary.”  However,  as  a question  of  mere  “ fact,” 
there  may  be  a difference  of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  infliction  of  severe  suffering  or 
torture  in  such  cases  is  or  is  not  justifiable,  the  2nd  and  4th  clauses  of  the  12  & 13 
Viet.  c.  92,  unmistakably  settle  the  law  of  such  cases. 

(signed)  Hugh  Ferguson,  h.m.v.s. 


Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Council  Office, 
Gentlemen,  Dublin  Castle,  20  September  1870. 

I am  directed  to  request  the  favour  of  your  ordering  information  to  be  c illeoted,  relative 
to  the  treatment  to  which  animals,  principally  cattle,  are  subjected  when  being  shipped  at 
the  port  of  Dublin  for  exportation  to  Great  Britain  ; also  to  submit,  for  your  information  and 
consideration,  paragraphs  335,  336,  337,  and  338  of  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before 
the  Transit  of  Animals  Committee,  and  contained  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Report  of  said 
Committee,  which  is  herewith  sent. 

I have,  &c. 

To  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dublin  (signed)  Hugh  Ferguson , h.m.v.s. 

Metropolitan  Police. 


Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  Summer  Hill  Station, 
Station  Repori.  C Division,  26  September  1870. 

With  reference  to  the  attached  communication,  we  beg  to  report  for  the  information  of 
Mr.  Superintendent  Corr,  that  from  our  own  observation,  and  that  of  Acting  Inspector 
Moran  and  Serjeant  Lee,  who  are  continually  on  duty  at  Norih  Wall, and  see  catile  shipped 
daily,  we  are  of  opinion  there  is  no  cruelty  used,  at  least  we  never  saw  or  heard  of  any. 

Cattle  are  shipped  by  means  of  a stage,  along  which  they  pass  one  by  one,  then  tied  on 
deck,  or  driven  to  the  under  deck,  in  same  way  by  a gangway,  with  sticks  about  a foot 
apart,  nailed  across  to  prevent  their  slipping.  Just  as  the  cattle  enter  the  ship  there  is  a 
head-rope  thrown  over  their  horns  by  which  they  are  led  and  tied  up  in  the  vessel ; some 
animals  become  restive  and  will  n >tgo  down  without  being  forced  by  pushing  from  behind, 
and  sometimes  pulling  the  head-rope,  but  in  tht  majority  of  cases  they  pass  down  quietly 
and  without  any  force.  We  spoke  to  some  of  the  oldest  and  most  respectable  men. in  the 
trade,  and  they  are  quite  satisfied  with  the  present  mode  of  shipping,  and  say  for  their  own 
interest  they  see  that  no  cruelty  is  used;  that  cattle  shipped  in  Dublin  cannot  be  brought 
into  the  London  market  without  being  knocked  about  by  the  sea  voyage,  which  invariably 
sickens  them,  and  then  the  long  journey  by  rail  prevents  them  being  in  as  good  condition 
as  when  taken  off  the  grass,  &c. 
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One  dealer  in  particular  states  they  can  dispose  of  cattle  at  as  remunerative  prices  in 
Liverpool  or  Manchester  as  in  London.  He  states  the  principal  cause  of  injury  to 
cattle  for  the  London  market  is  caused  by  dealers  hiring  railway  trucks  for  a certain  amount 
and,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  expense,  pack  too  many  of  them  together,  when  they  sweat' 
and  injure  the  meat. 

(signed)  P.  Hogan , Inspector. 

P.  Fitzgerald,  Inspector. 


Dublin  Metropolitan  Police, 
Superintendent’s  Office,  C Division,  1 October  1870. 

I beg  to  report,  for  the  information  of  Her  Majesty’s  Veterinary  Surgeon,  that  between 
11  and  12  a. in.,  29th  ult.,  one  of  the  Holyhead  Steam  Packet  Company’s  servants,  named 
Patrick  Toole,  was  charged  at  Summer  Hill  Station,  by  a man  named  Joseph  Jones,  of 
No.  19,  Gloucester-street,  with  cruelly  ill-treating  a cow  on  board  the  steamship  “ The 
Countess  of  Dublin,”  at  the  North  Wall  Quay,  a short  time  previously,  by  striking  the 
animal  several  times  on  the  head  with  a stick.  The  case  was  sent  before  the  magistrate 
(C.  J.  O’Donel,  Esq.),  and  the  prosecutor  stated  in  his  evidence  that  blood  was  caused  to 
flow  from  the  eye  of  the  animal  by  the  ill-usage  she  received ; whereupon  the  magistrate 
sentenced  Toole  to  be  imprisoned  for  a period  of  two  months.  The  prisoner  was  taken  into 
custody  by  Serjeant  Lee,  13  C;  but  he  the  serjeant  did  not  witness  the  ill-treatment. 

(signed)  Richard  Corr,  Superintendent. 

To  Professor  Ferguson,  h.m.v.s. 
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TABLE  Y. — Showing  the  Total  Estimated  Meat  Supply  to  the  relative 
proportion  Furnished  by  Home  and  by  Foreign  Animals. 


ANIMALS  IMPORTED 
in  1872. 

Number. 

Dead  Weight 
per  Head, 
Imperial 
Stones. 

Weight 
of  Meat  in 
Imperial 
Stones. 

Weight 
of  Meat  in 
Tons. 

Price 
per  Ton. 

Value  of 
Meat. 

£. 

£. 

Oxen  and  Bulls  - 

110,537 

46  (684 lbs.) 

5,084,702 

- 

- 

- 

Cows  - - - - 

28,840 

40  (560 lbs.) 
(Cattle  44j;| 
(626  lbs.)  | 

1,153,600 

— 

— 

Calves  ... 

33,525 

7 (98  lbs.) 

234,676 

- 

- 

Total  Cattle  - 

172,902 

37J  (524 
lbs.) 

6,472,977 

40,455 

70 

(7  id.  per  lb.) 

2,831,860 

Sheep  and  Lambs 

809,817 

4 (56  lbs.) 

3,239,268 

20,246 

84 

(9  d.  per  lb.) 

1,760,680 

Pig.  ...  . 

10,101 

7 (98  lbs.) 

112,707 

704 

65 

(7  d.  per  lb.) 

45,760 

Total  Imported^ 
Foreign  Animals J 

- - 

■ ■ 

61,404 

- - 

4,638,190 

SUMMARY. 


Weight  in  Tons. 

Per  Cent. 

Home  Supply  of  Meat  ----- 

1,007,231 

83-16 

Foreign  Animals  in  1872  - 

61,404 

5-07 

Foreign  Dead  Meat. — Bacon,  Pork,  Hams, 
Beef,  and  Other  Meat  in  1872  ... 

142,574 

11”77 

Total  Meat  Supply  - - 

1,211,209 

100-00 

Population  of  the  United  Kingdom,  1871 

31,609,910 

6-09  Imperial  stones 
of  meat  per  head. 

0.58.  4 N 
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Appendix,  No.  14. 


PAPERS  handed  in  by  Mr.  Duckham. 


Comparative  Estimate  of  Loss  sustained  by  the  Stockowners  of  the  United  Kingdom  from 
Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  in  their  Herds  and  Flocks  during  the  Year  1872.  The  calculation  is  based 
upon  the  Returns  made  for  the  County  of  Hereford,  and  the  Estimated  Loss  placed  upon  those  Returns 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Herefordshire  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  the  Losses  in  that  County  being  considered 
to  represent  the  average  Losses  in  the  Kingdom. 


Live  Stock  in  Here- 
fordshire. 

See  Agricultural 
Returns. 

Estimated  Loss. 
See  Report  of 
Committee. 

Live  Stock  in  Great 
Britain. 

See  Agricultural 
Return. 

Comparative 
Estimate  of  Loss 

Great  Britain. 

Live  Stock  in  Ireland. 
See  Agricultural 
Return. 

Comparative 
Estimated  Loss 
in  Ireland. 

Total  Estimated  Loss 

in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland. 

Cattle  - 

- 69,123 

£■  s.  d. 
93,015  - - 

Cattle  - 5,624,994 

£. 

7,569,243 

Cattle  - 4,057,153  i 

£. 

5,459,486 

£. 

13,028,729 

Sheep  - - 313,981 

57,339  10  - 

Sheep  - 27,921,507 

5,099,051 

Sheep  - 4,262,117 

778,351 

5,877,402 

Pigs  - 

- 33,497 

4,871  10  - 

Pigs  - 2,771,749 

403,098 

Pigs  - 1,385,386 

201,478 

604,576 

Total  estimated  loss  in'! 
Herefordshire,  as  M 
reported  - -J 

£.155,226  - - 

Total  com  pa-alive  I i 
loss  _ in  Great  l 1 
Britain  - -J 

£.  13,071,392 

Total  comparative! 
estimate  of  loss  • 
ia  Ireland  - -J 

£.  6,439,315 

£.19,510,707 

Estimated  Value  of  Cattle,  Sheep,  and  Pigs  imported  into  Great  Britain  during  the  Year  1872, 
and  Comparative  Estimated  Losses  sustained  in  the  United  Kingdom  from  Foot  and  Mouth 
Disease  during  the  same  Year. 


109,562  Oxen  and  bulls,  average  value,  say  20/. 
28,928  Cows,  average  value,  say  18 /. 

£■ 

2,191,240 

578,560 

Total  estimate  of  loss  sustained  by  Foot  and  Mouth 
Disease  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  during  the 
year  1872  - 

£. 

19,510,707 

33,506  Calves,  averago  value,  say  51.  - - _ 1 

167,530 

Total  estimate  of  value  of  importations  of  Live  Stock 
during  the  year  1872  ------ 

4, COG, 582 

2,937,330 

810,539  Sheep  and  lambs,  average  value,  say  21. 

1,621,078 

16,058  Pigs,  average  value,  say  3 /. 

48,174 

Total  ~ ■ . £. 

4,606,582 

Total  - - - £. 

14,904,125 

Herefordshire  Chamber  of  Agriculture. 


Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Committee. 

Yook  Committee  have  to  report  that,  after  due  consideration,  it  was  resolved  to  obtain 
ns  far  as  possible,  the  assistance  of  the  highway  boards  throughout  the  county  to  collect 
...formation  respecting  the  losses  sustained  by  tie  stoekownertduringtLpMt  year  from 
contagious  diseases  amongst  then-  herds  and  flocks.  With  tills  object  in  v?ew  l circular 

™MTya  naTt  Vi  SW  ^ ^ Xer.TclT 

pamed  by  a packet  of  schedules  for  distribution,  was  sent  to  the  waywardens  of  each 

parish. 
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parish,  township,  or  chapelry  in  the  county.  The  object  of  the  inquiry  was  explained  on  Appendix,  No.  14. 

the  schedules,  and  a request  made  that  the  number  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs  which  had 

been  attacked  by  contagious  disease,  and  the  number  of  each  kind  that  had  died  from  the 
attack  during  the  year  1872,  be  given  by  the  owner,  and  a declaration  signed  certifying 
its  correctness.  It  appears  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  prevailed  very  generally.  A 
few  cases  only  of  pleuro-pneumonia  are  reported,  and  those  of  a doubtful  nature. 

Whilst  your  Committee  have  pleasure  in  acknowledging  the  prompt  response  made  to 
the  circulars  by  a large  number  of  stockowners,  it  is  a source  of  great,  regret  and  dis- 
appointment that  very  many  who  suffered  severe  losses  did  not  forward  returns  from  some 
misapprehension  on  their  part  as  to  the  object  in  view. 

From  the  returns,  your  Committee  have  appended  a summary  to  this  Report,  with  a 
carefully-considered  estimate  of  the  direct  losses  sustained.  Large  as  the  estimated 
direct  losses  are,  they  by  no  means  represent  the  full  amount  of  loss  sustained,  the  esti- 
mate being  based  upon  the  direct  loss  of  butchers’  meat,  and  average  depreciation  in  value 
during  the  attack.  But  in  a breeding  county  such  as  Herefordshire,  in  which  large  herds 
of  pedigree  cattle  are  kept,  and  many  eminent  breeders  have  suffered  very  severely  fiom 
the  death  of  first-class  animals,  which  money  cannot  replace — also  from,  bulls  and  cows 
rendered  useless  for  breeding  purposes,  besides  others  thrown  out  of  their  regular  course 
of  breeding  or  proving  barren — it  must  be  apparent  that  most  severe  indirect  losses  have 
been  sustained.  With  sheep,  too,  the  disease  was  even  more  perplexing  than  with  cattle, 
and  were  the  indirect  and  consequential  losses  taken  into  consideration,  the  following 
estimate  would  be  very  largely  increased. 


Summary. 


Animals  attacked  by  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  and  recovered;  also  of  Animals  whicn  died  from 
the  Disease,  and  estimated  Loss  sustained  by  the  Stockowners  of  the  County  ot  Hereford  during 
the  Year  1S72,  as  extracted  from  the  Returns  received: — 


Estimated  Loss. 

Cattle. 

£.  s.  d. 

418 

Bulls  attacked  and  recovered,  say  ol.  each  ----- 

2,000  - - 

Bulls  died,  average  value,  say  30 1.  each  ----- 

Cows,  in  milk,  attacked  and  recovered,  say  3 Z.  each  - 

Cows  died,  average  value,  say  20 Z.  each  - - 

4,950 

Calves  attacked  and  recovered,  say  2 Z.  each  - 

1,596 

Calves  died,  average  value,  say  6 L each  ' 

3,901 

Fat  Cattle  attacked  and  recovered,  say  2 Z.  each  - 

83 

Fat  Cattle  died,  average  value,  say  25  Z.  each  ■ 

13,923 

Store  Cattle  attacked  and  recovered,  say  2Z.  euch 

131 

Store  Cattle  died,  average  value,  say  37 Z.  each  - - - 

34,212 

£. 

93,015  - - 

Sheep. 

73,917 

Sheep  attacked  and  recovered,  say  10  s.  each  ...  - 

36,958  10  - 

1,046 

Sheep  died,  average  value,  say  31.  each 

Lambs  attacked  and  recovered,  say  10  s.  each  - 

830 

Lambs  died,  average  value,  say  30  s.  each 

Pigs. 

6,697 

Pigs  attacked  and  recovered,  say  10s.  each  ----- 

8,348  10  - 

1,523 

Pigs  died,  average  value,  say  20s.  each 

8,220 

£. 

4,871  10  - 

Total  Loss. 

Total  Number  of  Cattle  attacked,  34,212 ; Estimated  Loss  in  Cattle 

93,015  - - 

- ditto  - Sheep  - ditto  - 107,789;  Ditto  - ditto  - Sheep 

57,339  10  - 

Ditto 

-ditto -Pigs  -ditto  - a, 220;  Ditto-  ditto  - Pigs 

4,871  10  - 

£. 

155,226  - - - 

J.  Rankin,  Chairman. 


0.58. 
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PAPERS  handed  in  by  Mr.  Thompson. 


STATISTICS  of  Aberdeenshire  Rinderpest  Association. 


N umber 
of 

Cattle. 

Value. 

Proceeds. 

Loss. 

Total  Loss. 

Compensation. 

£.  s.  d. 

£.  s.  d, 

£.  s.  d. 

£.  s.  d. 

£.  s.  d. 

Died  ------ 

84 

912  10  - 

Killed  and  buried  ... 

196 

2,033  1 - 

Killed  and  sold  - 

300 

4,972  17 

8,154  17  8 

1,817  19  10 

4,662  16  .6 

3,393  8 6 

680  1 

7,918  8 - 

Disease  introduced  into  county  12  times,  and  attacked  cattle  on  46  farms. 


I £.  s.  d. 

Amount  collected  by  voluntary  subscriptions  of  1 d.  in  the  pound  - 

£. 

«.  d. 

' 4,320  - - 

Watching,  advertising,  disinfecting,  printing,  and  general  expenses  - 

622 

2 7 

Compensation  for  animals  which  died  or  were  slaughtered 

- | 3,393 

8 6 

4,015  11  1 

£. 

304  8 11 

ABSTRACT. 

Total  number  of  animals  which  died  or  were  slaughtered,  680  ; value 
Realised  by  animals  sold  ______ 

Net  Loss  ... 
Compensation  by  association  _______ 

Amount  lost  by  owners  


£.  s.  d. 

7,918  8 - 

- * 

3,154  17  8 

4,763  10  4 

3,393  8 6 

- £. 

I 1,370  1 10 
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— 2.  — 

Local  Authority  of  the  County  of  Aberdeen. 


ABSTRACT  STATEMENT  as  to  Outbreaks  of  Pleuro-Pneumonia. 


I. — From  14th  April  to  31st  December  1871. 


Number  of 
Places  on 
■which  Disease 
appeared. 

Description  of  Animals. 

Number  of 
Cattle 
on  Infected 
Places. 

Value  of  Cattle 
Infected  Places. 

Number  of 
Cattle 

Slaughtered. 

Value  of 

Cattle  Slaughtered. 

£.  s.  d. 

£.  s.  d. 

30 

Bulls 

12 

360  5 - 

4 

101  - - 

— 

Cows  - 

191 

3,908  5 - 

69 

1,382  - - 

— 

Oxen  - 

357 

6,133  2 - 

108 

1,910  17  - 

Heifers 

153 

2,355  - - 

31 

418  - - 

- 

Calres 

154 

940  8 - 

25 

132  - - 

30 

867 

13,697  - - 

237 

3,943  17  - 

Amoun 

,t  realised  by  sale  of  carcases,  hides,  &c. 

■ - - 

2,244  9 8 

Loss  on  cattle  ... 

- - 

1,699  7 4 

Amount  of  compensation  paid  to  owners  by  local  authority 

- £. 

1,161  7 9 

II.— For  the  Year  from  31st  December  1871  to  31st  December  1872. 


Number  of 
Places  on 
which  Disease 
appeared. 

Description  of  Animals. 

Number  of  i 
Cattle  ! 
on  Infected 
Places,  j 

Value  of  Cattle 
Infected  Places. 

Number  of  j 
Cattle  ! 
Slaughtered. 

Value  of 

Cattle  Slaughtered. 

34 

Bulls  - - - i 

16 

£.  s.  d. 
345  12  - 

6 

£.  s.  d. 
63  12  - 

— 

Cows  - 

212 

4,577  17  - 

85 

1,096  12  - 

- 

Oxen  - - ■ 

480 

8,177  17  - 

127 

1,900  13  6 

- 

Heifers  - 

258 

3,821  13  6 

66 

892  5 - 

- 

Calves  - 

160 

985  6 - 

80 

162  7 - 

34 

1,126 

17,908  5 6 

313 

4,705  9 6 

Amoun 

it  realised  by  sale  of  carcases,  hides,  &e. 

2,174  2 1$ 

Loss  on  cattle  - 

> - 

. . . . 

■ - - 

2,681  7 4$ 

Amount  of  compensation  paid  to  owners  by  local  authority 

- £. 

1,777  18  - 

0.58. 
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III. — General  Abstract  of  the  foregoing  Statements. 


N umber  of 

which  Disease 
appeared. 

Description  of  Animals. 

Number  of 
Cuttle 
on  Infected 

Value  of  Cattle 
Infected  Places. 

Number  of 
Cattle 

Slaughtered. 

Value  of 

Cattle  Slaughtered. 

64 

Bulls 

28 

£.  s.  d. 
705  17  - 

9 

£.  s.  d. 

— 

Cows  ... 

403 

8,486  2 - 

154 

3,078  12  - 

— 

Oxen 

837 

14,310  19  - 

235 

— 

Heifers  ... 

411 

0,176  13  6 

97 

Calves  ... 

314 

1,925  14  - 

55 

284  7 - 

64 

1,993 

31,605  5 6 

650 

8,64g  6 6 

Amount  realised  by  sale  of  carcases,  hides,  &c. 

- - - 

- - 

4,418  11  9J 

Loss  on  cattle  ... 

- - ' 

- . . 

- - 

4,230  14  8J 

Amount  of  compensation  paid  to  owners  by  local  authority 

- £. 

2,939  5 9 

Aberdeen,  14  April  1873.  Newell  Burnett, 

Clerk  of  Supply. 

Note.— In  two  cases  the  returns  are  slightly  incomplete,  and  in  other  two  the  compensation,  which  is  still  unsettled 
has  been  estimated.  * 


— 3.  — 


ABSTRACT  of  the  Receipt  and  Expenditure  by  the  Local  Authority  of  Aberdeenshire , of  the 
Assessment  leviable  from  the  County  for  the  Year,  from  15th  May  1872  to  15th  May  1873*. 


Cash  from  Commissiouers  of  Supply,  As- 
sessment for  the  vear  to  Whit-Sunday 
1873  

£.  s.  d. 
4,000  - - 

1.  Balance  due  to  Bank  on  15th  May  1872 

2.  Payments  to  Inspectors : 

James  Thomson,  County  Inspector,  Salary  to 
15th  May  1873  - - - _ _ _ 

Salary  Allowances,  for  special  visits,  as  County 
and  District  Inspector,  und  travelling  ex- 
penses 

£■  s.  d. 
100  - - 
257  7 7 

£.  *.  i. 
374  15  9 

Payments  to  District  Inspectors  ... 

357  7 7 
008  13  5 

1,026  1 - 
1,830  10  1 

3.  Compensation  to  Owners  of  Animnls  slaughtered 
whilo  affected  with  Plouro-Pneumonia 

- 

4.  Miscellaneous  Payments  : 

J.  D.  Milne,  3.  p.,  Fiscal,  Account  for  Prose- 
cutions under  the  Act  - - £.115  8 6 

Less,  Penalties  recovered  - 20  7 - 

94  16  6 

258  1 - 
03  10  10 

5 5 - 
10-7 

Clerk  of  Supply,  for  general  trouble,  agency, 
and  meetings  and  correspondence  with  In- 
spectors, Owners  of  Diseased  Stock,  Con- 
veners of  Parish  Committees,  and  Privy 
Council  checking  Inspectors’  Accounts, 
attending  meetings,  examining  and  check- 
ing Compensation  Claims,  framing  State- 
ments thereof,  &c.  See.  &c.  ... 

Printing,  advertising,  and  incidents 
George  Marquis,  o.  A.,  for  Auditing  Account 
of  Disbursements  of  the  Local  Authority 
for  the  year  to  Whit-Sunday  1872 
Postages,  carriage  of  parcels,  exchange  on 
remittances,  &c.  - 

431  13  11 

5.  Balance  in  Bank,  at  16th  May  1873  - 

336  19  3 

£. 

4,000  - - 

£. 

4,000  - - 
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I N D E X. 


[N.B. — In  this  Index  the  Figures  following  the  Names  of  the  Witnesses  refer  to  the  Questions  in 
the  Evidence;  those  following  App.  to  the  Pages  in  the  Appendix;  and  the  Numerals 
following  Rep.  to  the  Pages  in  the  Report.] 


A. 

ABATTOIRS  {LONDON).  Opinion  that  abattoirs  in  London  would  be  better  than 
•private  slaughterhouses,  Simonds  3101-3103. See  also  Slaughter-houses. 

Aberdeenshire : 

Statement  of  the  duties  imposed  upon  witness,  and  the  salary  of  his  office,  as  veterinary 
surgeon  and  principal  inspector  for  the  local  authority  in  Aberdeenshire,  Thomson  11169, 

11170.  11369-113154 Explanations  in  reference  to  the  statistics  of  the  Rinderpest 

Association  of  the  co untv,  of  which  witness  is  inspector,  ib.  11 171  — 11 1 S6 Method 

adopted  in  disinfecting  a ‘farm  upon  which  cattle  plague  had  appeared,  ib.  11187-11190. 

Examination  as  to  the  prevalence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Aberdeenshire  and  the 
loss  therefrom  during  the  last  few  years ; the  present  freedom  from  this  disease  in  the 
comity  is  owing  mainly  to  the  stringency  of  the  regulations  which  have  been  adopted, 

Thomson  11191-11211.  11217-112-24.  11232-11234.  11476-11493.  11508,  11509 

Conclusion  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  were  brought  into  the 
■county  by  Irish  cattle,  ib.  11212-11216.  11310-11327.  11417-11425.  11471-11475. 
11494-11498. 

Explanation  as  to  the  rules  and  regulations  in  force  in  Aberdeenshire,  as  regards  foot 
and  mouth  disease ; expediency  of  all  local  authorities  being  compelled  to  adopt  the 
present  regulations  instead  of  making  rules  for  themselves,  lhomson  11225-11227.  11248, 

! 1249 Examination  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  and  the  regulations  with 

reference  to  that  disease  in  Aberdeenshire ; expediency  of  slaughtering  the  infected  animals 
and  isolating  the  remainder,  ib.  11228-11231.  11250—11266.  11272-11281.  11328- 

n33i-  11456,  11457.  11532 Returns  showing  the  numbers  of  cattle  slaughtered 

upon  certain  farms,  and  the  results  as  regards  the  cessation  of  disease,  ib.  11291-11309. 

Information  as  to  the  different  local  authorities  of  Aberdeenshire  ; satisfactory  manner 
in  which  the  county  and  borough  authorities  work  together,  Thomson 111332-11339. 

11430-11453 Absence  of  complaints  with  regard  to  the  transit  ot  live  cattle  from 

Aberdeen  to  London  on  the  part  of  the  dealers  and  butchers  : desire  for  a speedier  rather 
than  an  improved  mode  of  transit,  ib.  1 1 345— 1 1 3® 1 • 1 !399_1 14°5_  Particulars  rela- 
tive to  a German  establishment  in  Aberdeen  for  the  manufacture  oi  sausages,  ib.  11361- 

11368 The  transport  by  sea  of  live  cattle  from  Aberdeen  to  London  is  about  one- 

fourth  of  the  whole  amount  sent  from  the  county,  ib.  1 1 385-1  J39 1 • 

Statement  that  the  amount  levied  last  year  in  Aberdeenshire  for  the  purpose  of  working 
the  Act  of  1869  was  4,000/. ; return  showing  the  expenses  from  15th  May  1872  to  15th 

May  1873,  Thomson  11426-11429 Evidence  in  support  of  the  opinion  that  pleuro- 

nomania  has  been  brought  into  Aberdeenshire  from  Ireland ; reference  hereon  to  the 
decreased  import  from  Holland,  ib.  H46l-U470,  U510-11531' 

Conclusion  that  the  Aberdeenshire  regulations  for  suppressing  disease  would  be  the 
most  effectual  and  the  most  economical  for  general  adoption  ; expediency  of  this  system 
being  adopted  throughout  the  kingdom,  Goodlet  11678-11685. 

Statistics  of  the  Aberdeenshire  Rinderpest  Association,  showing  the  losses  of  cattle 
from  the  disease,  the  value  represented  thereby,  and  the  amount  of  compensation  paid 
by  the  association,  App.  636.  . .. 

Abstract  statements  as  to  outbreaks  of  pleuro-pneumonia  for  the  period  from  14th  April 
to  31st  December  1871,  and  for  the  year  1872,  App.  637,  638. 
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Aberdeenshire — continued. 

Abstract  of  the  receipts  and  expenditure  by  the  local  authority  in  Aberdeenshire  in 
respect  of  the  assessment,  leviable  from  the  county  for  the  year,  from  15th  May  1872  to 
to  15th  May  1873,  showing  the  expenditure  on  account  of  cattle  diseases,  App.  638. 

See  also  Dead  Meat , 2. 

Abortion  (Foot  and  Mouth  Disease ).  Injurious  effect  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
causing  abortion,  more  especially  among  the  higher  class  ot  breeding  stock ; this  does 

not  apply  to  sheep,  Brown  1392.  igo8,  1909- Serious  extent  to  which  abortion  or 

barrenness  is  caused  by  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Stratton  4513.  4751 Consider- 

able abortion  resulting  from  the  disease  in  the  case  both  of  sheep  and  cattle,  Fisher 
5145-5147 Instances  of  cows  aborting  as  an  eftect  of  the  disease,  Morrow  5610. 

Annual  Reports  ( Veterinary  Department).  Obstacle  to  a yearly  report  being  issued  before 

the  month  of  March,  Williams  (578,  679 Advantage  of  an  annual  report  inclnding 

the  veterinary  inspectors’  reports,  ib.  679-681 Difficulty  as  to  an  annual  report  on 

the  score  of  expense  ; witness  has  long  been  desirous  for  an  annual  report,  ib.  681.  701- 
703- 

Recommendation  by  the  Committee  that  annual  reports  be  prepared  by  the  secretary 
and  inspectors  of  the  central  department,  and  laid  before  Parliament  early  in  each  year. 
Rep.  vi. 

Apthous  Disease.  This  disease  is  merely  foot  and  mouth  disease  under  another  name,  Fer_ 
guson  5544. 

Australia  (Foot  and  Mouth  Disease).  Instance  of  exportation  of  the  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease to  the  Australian  colonies  from  this  country,  Duchham  9823-9827. 

See  also  New  South  Wales. 

Australian  Preserved  Meat.  Considerable  diminution  in  the  importation  of  Australian  pre- 
served meat  in  the  last  few  months ; opinion  that  the  prospects  of  this  trade  are  very 
bad  at  the. present  time,  Clarhe  8737-8743. 

Austria.  Constant  liability  to  cattle  plague  in  Austria,  though  it  is  less  indigenous  there 

than  in  Russia,  Williams  185-189 Much  larger  import  than  export  of  cattle  in  the 

case  of  Austria,  ib.  896-900 The  importation  of  cattle  into  England  from  Austria, 

which  used  to  be  very  considerable,  has  altogether  fallen  off,  Robinson  10578. 

Aylesbury.  Information  respecting  an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  district 
of  Aylesbury  in  the  year  1869,  Lepper  10781-10789.  10849-10862. 


B. 

Baldwin , Professor  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Has  been  for  eight  years 
Superintendent  of  the  Model  Farms  and  Agricultural  Schools  of  the  Hoard  of  Education 
in  Ireland,  and  has  in  other  official  capacities  had  considerable  experience  in  reference 

to  cattle  diseases,  3766“3777 There  are  about  200  moded  schools  throughout  the 

country,  3767,  3768. 

Belief  that  both  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  infectious,  3778, 

3779 Various  forms  in  which  witness  has  communicated  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 

to  healthy  animals  ; particulars  of  experiments  on  the  subject,  3780,  3781.  3784-3797 

Instances  of  the  disease  having  been  communicated  by  streams  running  from  an 

infected  to  an  uninfected  farm,  3782,  3783.  379*  • —Estimate  of  from  5 to  10  per  cent, 
of  the  animals  experimented  upon  by  witness  as  impervious  to  infection,  3786-3789. 

Means  of  propagating  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  by  clothes  ; opinion  that  it  is  not 
so  propagated  ordinarily,  3792-3794 Instance  of  the  rinderpest  not  having  been  com- 

municated by  a person  who  had  been  through  infected  herds  in  England  and  had  then 

gone  through  herds  iu  Ireland,  3794-3797 Short  distance  for  which  the  foot  and 

mouth  disease  is  conveyed  through  the  air,  3798-3800 Statement  as  to  the  disease 

having  been  propagated  on  Glasnevin  farm  by  the  drainage  water  from  land  on  which 
there  were  diseased  cattle,  3799.  3996. 

Proposition  that  all  fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland  for  the  sale  of  store  stock  be  closed 
for  six  weeks  or  two  months  after  the  May  fairs,  as  a means  of  destroying  Ihe  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  3801-3811— — Belief  that  the  disease  or  poison  is  a short-lived  one, 

3804-3806- Absence  of  necessity  for  interfering  with  fat  cattle,  which  do  but  little 

mischief,  3807-3809— — Expected  co-operation  on  the  part  of  stock-owners  as  regards 
the  closing  of  all  fairs  for  a time,  3811.  3833 Suggestion  that  all  animals  subse- 

quently showing  the  disease  should  be  killed,  the  owners  being  compensated,  3812-3816 
■—Comparatively  small  cost  involved  in  the  compensation  of  owners  for  all  animals 
killed,  3816.  3880,  3881. 

Estimated 
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Baldwin,  Professor  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Estimated  loss  of  from  2,000,000  l.  to  3,000,000  l.  annually,  from  preventible  diseases 

in  Ireland;  data  lor  this  calculation,  3817-3826.  3881 Dissent  from  the  view  that 

foot  and  mouth  disease  is  generated  in  ships  crossing  the  Channel ; belief  that  it  is 

entirely  of  foreign  origin,  3827-3832 Statement  as  to  diseased  animals  having  never 

been  imported  from  Spain  or  Portugal,  3830,  3831.  3849,  3850 Opinion  that  the  foot 

and  mouth  disease  may  be  stamped  out,  although  it  has  taken  deep  root  in  the  country, 

3832,  3833 Strong  objection  to  a proposal  that  Irish  cattle  discovered  with  disease 

in  England  should  be  sent  back  to  Ireland,  3834-3837. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion,  as  far  as  regards  pleuro-pneum onia , that  the  poison  of  the 
disease  is  propagated  by  the  breath,  and  not  in  any  other  way ; experiments  hereon 

adverted  to,  3839-3848.  3865-3S67.  3979-3985 Varying  period  from  seventeen  to 

forty-four  days  for  the  incubation  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  3842-3846 'Liability  of  old 

dairy  cows  to  tile  disease,  3847.  3852 Less  serious  loss  in  Ireland  from  pleuro-pneu- 

monia  than  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  3852. 

Proposition  that  every  animal  under  the  influence  of  pleuro-pneumonia  be  killed,  and 
that  adequate  compensation  be  given  to  the  owner,  3855-3864.  3870-3875.  3880.  4024- 

4028 Deaih  of  fully  60  per  cent,  of  the  animals  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 

3856-3859 Question  considered  whether  the  principle  of  self-interest  would  not  be 

destroyed  if  ibe  full  value  of  the  animals  killed  were  given  to  the  owners ; advocacy 

nevertheless  of  full  compensation,  3862-3864.  3886-3899 Absence  of  the  disease  in 

the  breeding  districts,  3865 Statement  as  to  the  market  in  Dublin  being  a hotbed 

of  disease  for  the  provinces,  3865.  4016. 


Exemption  of  the  public  model  farms  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  except  Glasnevin,  3865- 

3867 Data  for  the  conclusion  that  inoculation  is  useless  as  a means  of  getting  rid  of 

the  disease,  3868,  3869 Expediency  of  a centralised  system  of  dealing  with  the  dis- 

ease rather  than  a localised  system;  failure  of  the  latter  in  England,  3870-3875.  3879. 

4054-4058.  4062-4064.  4159-4168 Conclusions  as  to  the  inadequacy  of  the  Irish 

Veterinary  Department,  or  of  any  system  of  inspection,  as  a means  of  keeping  down 

cattle  diseases,  3876-3882.  4054-4056 Statement  as  to  there  having  been  from  15,000 

to  20,000  centres  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  in  1872;  3880.  4016.  4184 

Absence  of  sheep-pox  in  Ireland,  3883-3885. 

Further  statement  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease,  that  the  movement  of  store 
cattle,  as  well  as  the  holding  of  fairs,  should  be  prevented  for  six  weeks  or  two  months, 

3900-3916 Existence  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  lor  the  last  thirty 

years;  it  was  worse  in  1872  than  in  any  previous  year,  3917,  3918.  4005 Great 

decrease  of  the  disease  some  few  years  ago,  until  it  was  re-imported,  3919 Duty  of 

owners  to  report  to  the  police  any  outbreak  of  the  disease,  and  to  restrain  any  movement 

of  cattle  from  the  land  ; liability  to  fines  for  breach  of  these  regulations,  3920-3926 

Advantage  if  cases  went  before  paid  magistrates,  3926.  3929 Conclusion  that  under 

witness’  scheme  there  would  be  no  failure  or  difficulty  as  to  the  farmer  reporting  to  the 
police,  3927_3932- 

Very  small  star!'  required  in  connection  with  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  3933-393*3 
Introduction  of  pleuro-pneumonia  into  Glasnevin  by  cattle  purchased  at  different 

fairs,  3938-394 !• 


Examination  as  to  the  data  upon  which  witness  estimates  a loss  of  1 ,500,000/.  in.  1872  on 
account  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  though  as  a rule  the  disease  does  not  kill ; serious 

loss  on  the  score  of  milk,  the  condition  of  the  animals,  &c.,  3942-3974.  4°65“4°86 

Indirect  way  in  which  the  disease  may  be  propagated  on  board  ship,  3975~3977 

Witness  does  not  profess  any  scientific  knowledge  of  cattle  diseases,  39^-39^9 He 

is  convinced  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  of  foreign  origin,  3990,  3991 Several 

animals  to  which  the  disease  may  be  communicated  ; belief  that  hares  and  rabbits  are 

among  the  number,  3992-3995 Doubt  as  to  the  disease  being  often  propagated  by 

means  of  running  water,  3997,  3998. 

Dissent  from  the  view  of  the  Veterinary  Department  that  in  May  and  June  1871  there 
was  no  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland,  3999,  4000 Opinion  that  it  is  quite  pos- 

sible to  get  rid  of  the  cattle  plague  by  the  means  adopted  for  the  purpose  in  England, 

4001-4004 Statement  as  to  home-bred  stock  not  being  so  liable  as  purchased  stock 

to  pleuro-pneumonia,  though  they  are  equally  liable  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  4007- 

4013 Greater  liability  to  the  spread  of  pleuro-pneumonia  when  an  infected  annual  is 

with  others  on  board  ship  than  when  it  is  in  a field,  4014-4018. 

Insufficiency  of  the  Parliamentary  limit  of  twenty-eight  days  as  regards  places  infected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  4019-4021 Opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  burying  the  car- 

cases of  infected  animals,  though  witness  considers  it  very  improbable  that  the  dead 

animal  can  convey  infection,  4022-4028 Belief  that  the  importation  of  disease  cannot 

be  excluded  by  quarantine  and  inspection,  4029, 4030 Advocacy  of  a system  whereby 

the  animals  should  be  killed  before  shipment  and  imported  as  dead  meat,  4031-4039. 
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Report,  1873—  continued. 


Baldwin,  Professor  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Evidence  to  the  effect  that,  as  regards  compensation,  the  justice  of  the  case  would  be 
met  by  giving  the  farmer  two-thirds  of  the  value  of  each  infected  animal  killed,  and  the 
full  value  of  each  animal  in  the  first  stage  of  infection,  4040-4053 Payment  of  com- 
pensation in  Ireland  out  of  a public  rate  levied  on  the  union,  4059 Liability  to  a 

large  proportion  of  disease  in  Norfolk,  the  stock  being  chiefly  purchased,  and  not  bred  at 

home,  4060, 4061 Severe  foot  and  mouth  disease  last  year  in  the  case  of  she-'p  1067- 

4070. 

Inadequacy  of  the  system  of  inspection  at  Ballinasloe  fair,  4087-4091.  4148-4150 

• Impracticability  of  properly  cleansing  the  trucks  at  Ballinasloe  ; an  order  on  this 

subject  has  not  been  put  into  execution,  4092-4096.  410c,  4103.  4158-4161 Very 

indifferent  condition  of  the  lairs  and  landing  plaeesround  London,  4097-4103 Expla- 

nation that  witness  would  prohibit  absolutely  the  movement  of  store  cattle  in  Ireland 
during  the  period  proposed  for  closing  fairs,  in  order  to  extirpate  the  foot  and  mouth 

disease ; fat  cattle  might  be  moved,  but  not  without  a license, nor  without  being  branded 
4104-4125 Undue  number  of  jobbers  in  Ireland,  4108-41 12. 


Opinion  that  the  importation  of  store  stock  into  England  may  well  be  prohibited,  and 

that  meat  should  only  come  in  as  dead  meat,  4ia6-4ra8 Belief  that  foot  and  mouth 

disease  is  not  carried  by  the  wind,  4129-4131 Conclusion  that  the  agriculturists 

have  not  recouped  themselves  in  the  increased  price  of  milk  and  meat  for  the  loss 
sustained  by  cattle  diseases ; loss  also  to  the  public  in  being  supplied  with  bad  milk  and 

bad  meat,  4132-4140 Interest  of  the  public  in  giving  adequate  compensation  for 

infected  animals  slaughtered  ; interest  on  the  score  of  price  as  well  as  of  quality,  4146- 
4141. 

Conclusion  as  to  the  inadequacy  of  inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation  in  Ireland 
or  the  poit  of  arrival  in  England,  as  a means  of  preventing  the  spread  of  disease,  4 142- 

4152- 4 1 57 Witness  repeats  that  the  most  effectual  plan  is  to  stamp  out  the  disease 

in  lieland,  and  that  ihe  farmers  generally  would  approve  of  the  means  proposed  by  wit- 
ness for  the  purpose,  4L53-4I57 Belief  that  few  of  the  inspectors  themselves  place 

much  faith  in  inspection,  4157. 

Expediency  of  some  steps  being  taken  towards  disinfecting  the  trucks  al  Ballinasloe, 

though  the  difficulties  are  great,  4158-4161 Statement  as  to  some  of  the  original 

orders  for  dealing  with  outbreaks  of  toot  and  mouth  disease  having  been  in  advance  of 

Bie  time,  4162-4168 Large  export  of  fat  stock  from  Ireland  to  England,  4169 

Result  ot  the  investigations  of  witness  that  pleuro-pneuinonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease 

are  of  foreign  origin  and  are  not  generated  in  Ireland,  4171-4191 Par  too  many  fairs 

m Ireland,  restriction  being  advisable  on  sanitary  grounds,  4184-4188. 


Concurrence  in  the  view  that  a systematic  and  scientific  inquiry  into  the  causes  of 

cattle  diseases  is  much  10  be  desired,  4185-4192 Further  advocacy  of  a system  of 

slaughter  of  cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneuinonia,  as  well  ns  of  those  animals  in  contact 

with  deceased  ones,  4193-4197 Expediency  of  the  compensation  never  exceedim-  the 

proper  value  of  the  animal  killed,  4194 Great  fluctuation  in  the  amount  of  foo? and 

mouth  disease,  there  being  climactic  and  other  modifying  causes  which  legislation  cannot 
1011011,4198-4204. 

Expectation  that  by  improved  refrigeration,  &c.,  dead  meat  may  in  course  of  time  be 

much  more  extensively  imported  into  England,  4205-42 1 1 Defence  of  the  placing  of 

some  restriction,  as  by  a license,  upon  small  jobbers  in  Ireland  of  the  farming  class, 

4212-4218.  4221-4224 Objection  to  insisting  upon  the  cattle  from  Ireland  to  Euo- 

Jand  going  as  dead  meat,  though  if  the  meat  supply  could  come  successfully  in  this 
shape  generally  it  would  be  very  desirable,  4218-4220. 


Wiluess  further  advocates  the  closing  of  all  fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland,  and  all 
transit  of  store  stock,  for  six  weeks,  as  a means  of  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth  dis- 
ease,  slaughter  should  be  applied  to  any  case  that  arose  "in  spite  of  these  restrictions, 
J 1^  “41'429_3  429°  Belief  that  the  farmers  would  now  approve  of  the  proposed 
remedies;  that  is,  if  adequate  compensation  be  awarded,  4233-4235.  4239,4240.  4298. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  as  to  the  liability  of  hares  and  rabbits  to  be  attacked  with 

d mease,  4242-4246.  4251-4253 Concentration  of  disease  in  the 

nl  Lublin,  London,  and  other  large  towns,  4247-4250 Relative  acconimoda- 

: ,on  boa'd  tlie  Dish  cattle  boais  and  the  Spanish  cattle  boats ; very  defective  ventila- 

tion m the  former,  4254-4259.  4266-4270. 

^ ? the  e<fect  lha,t  notwithstanding  legislative  restrictions  in  Ireland  the 
toot  and  month  disease  was  probably  worse  in  1872  than  when  there  was  no  legislation 
To t] lbjACt*  4271-4285— Further  calculation  as  to  the  loss  on  the  score  of  milk, 

Z ^Iien  there  m an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  4286-4292 Explanation 

f fi  ♦°I|  s*auSbtered  animals,  where  there  is  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  value 

of  the  herd  should  be  taken  as  that  after  the  outbreak  of  the  disease,  4299-4302. 

[Second 
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Baldwin , Professor  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 

[Second  Examination.] — Statement  that  there  is  an  agricultural  school  under  witness 
in  every  county  in  Ireland,  except  Wexford,  there  being  about  200  schools  altogether, 

4342-4346 Practice  of  witness  as  to  visiting  the  schools,  and  as  to  attending  fairs 

and  markets,  so  that  he  is  brought  much  in  contact  with  the  farming  class.  4347-^352 
Very  small  movement  of  cattle  in  Ireland,  save  in  connection  with  fairs  and  mar- 
kets, 4353-4357- 

Witness  further  submits  that  much  evil  arises  from  jobbers,  as  regards  the  spread  of 

cattle  disease,  and  that  this  class  should  be  licensed,  4358-4363 Admission  that 

many  farmers  are  indifferent  or  are  opposed  to  legislation  as  regards  foot  nnd  mouth 
disease,  these  views  have  reference,  however,  to  the  present  regulations,  which  are  vexa- 
tious without  being  efficacious,  4364-4368.  4419-4422 Conviction  of  witness  that 

foot  and  moutli  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  -are  produced  by  infection  only  ; exami- 
nation hereon  as  to  the  various  forms  in  which  the  infection  may  be  conveyed,  4369. 
4379-4393-  4410-44l8* 4431- 4444"4446-  4497» 4498- 

Repetition  of  arguments  in  favour  of  stopping  all  movement  of  store  cattle,  and 
closing  all  fairs  for  six  weeks  or  two  months ; this  would  be  necessary  only  once,  and 

not  yearly,  4369-4378.  4408  et  seq. Explanation  as  to  the  different  modes  in  which 

foot' and  mouth  disease  may  have  been  conveyed  to  the  colonies;  principle  of  infection 
necessarily  involved,  4390-4393.  4415,  4416.  4497- — Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that 
no  disease  has  been  imported  into  Ireland  from  Spain  or  Portugal,  4394-4400 — —Ineffi- 
cacy of  inspection  further  adverted  to,  4401.  4465 As  to  quarantine,  witness  is 

totally  opposed  to  it,  4402. 

Opinion  that  there  is  no  large  import  of  calves  from  England  into  Ireland,  4403-4407 

Advantage  of  applying  witness’  scheme  to  England  as  well  as  Ireland,  though  he 

has  not  considered  the  circumstances  of  the  former  country,  4408-4410— — Dissent  from 
the  views  of  Professor  Brown  and  oilier  authorities  as  to  the  impossibility  of  stamping 

out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  4410-4413 Explanation  that  slaughtering  should 

not  be  applied  till  alter  the  disease  had  been  stamped  out;  it  should  then  be  put  upon 
the  same  basis  as  the  cattle  plague,  4411.  4416-4418.  4423-4438.  4447. 

Suggestions  for  the  employment  of  the  constabulary  as  an  effectual  machinery  for 
dealing  with  any  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  after  all  movement  has  been 

stopped  lor  a certain  period,  4423-4431 Facility  with  which  a case  of  cattle  plague 

was  siamped  out  at  Enfield,  in  Meath,  as  soon  as  it  was  discovered,  4431.  4474-4476 
Belief  that  no  serious  difficulty  would  be  experienced  in  stopping,  through  the  con- 
stabulary, all  private  sales  and  all  movement  during  the  months  of  June  and  July,  4439- 
4442. 

Very  limited  extent  10  which  infection  might  still  he  conveyed  by  running  water,  all 

movement  of  cattle  being  prohibited,  4443-4446 Approval  of  June  and  July  as  the 

months  in  which  to  stop  all  movement,  although  in  England  the  disease  has  been  most 

prevalent  in  the  autumn  months,  4448-4450 -Opinion  that  the  best  treatment  for 

pleuro-pneumonia  is  to  give  the  animals  plenty  of  water  and  to  leave  them  alone,  4451— 


Belief  as  to  large  numbers  of  cattle  and  of  sheep  from  Ball ina sloe  fair  having  died 

from  disease,  4454-4460 Expediency  of  Professor  Ferguson  being  well  paid,  and  ol 

his  devoting  all  his  time  to  the  duties  of  the.  veterinary  department ; testimony  to  Ins 

efficient  services.  4461 Opinion  that  there  is  no  real  inspection  in  Ireland  ; estimate 

of  from  10  to  20  per  cent,  of  the  cases  as  not  reported,  4462-4470. 

Impression  that  the  large  towns  in  England  might  be  well  supplied  with  meat,  even 
though  all  foreign  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing,  4471-4473 Antici- 

pated failure  of  any  legislation  which  does  not  proceed  upon  the  basis  ot  adequate  com- 
pensation for  animals  slaughtered  on  the  score  of  disease,  4477-4480 -Necessity  ot 

the  administration  of  the  law  being  in  the  hands  ot  experts  rather  than  of  magistrates, 
4481. 

Practice  of  Irish  jobbers  as  to  buying  diseased  stock  and  sending  it  to  England,  4482- 

4484 Belief  as  to  the  inaccuracy  of  a return  prepared  by  Professor  Ferguson  which 

states  that  only  ten  animals  were  slaughtered  on  account  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the 
Dublin  dairies,  4485-4491. 

Further  expression  of  the  opinion  that  the  farmers  of  Ireland  would  support  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  witness,  though  they  disapprove  ol  existing  restrictions,  449-  4494 

Respects  in  which  the  restrictions  in  England  in  reference  to  the  cattle  plague  were 

at  first  very  deficient ; good  results  when  they  were  sufficiently  stringent,  4495j  449 

Information  relative  to  the  origin  of  an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  ^ai^ay 

Island;  also  on  some  enclosed  land  to  which  outside  cattle  had  no  access,  4497>  449 


f Third  Examination,]  Explanation  of  an  alternative  scheme  to  that  (riven  in  the 
previous  evidence  of  witness;  suggestions  for  dividing  the  country  into  police  d stmts, 
and  for  carrying  out  the  scheme  of  closing  fairs  and  markets  in  the  infected  districts  only. 


4 Q 


Baldwin, 
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Baldwin,  Professor.  Paper  submitted  by  Professor  Baldwin  containing  suggestions  for  an 
enactment  to  relieve  Ireland  of  the  loss  now  emailed  by  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  and  to  protect  Great  Britain  from  the  exportation  from  Ireland  of  animals 
affected  with  these  diseases,  Apv.  592-595. 

Ballinasloe  Fair  {Ireland).  Entire  inadequacy  of  the  system  of  inspection  at  Ballinasloe 
fair;  large  number  of  infected  animals  at  the  fair  in  J 872,  Baldwin  4087-4091.  4148- 

4150 -Impracticability  of  properly  cleansing  the  trucks  at  Ballinasloe;  an  order  on 

this  subject  has  not  been  put  into  execution,  ib.  4092-40.^6.  4102,  4103.  41,58-4161 

Expediency  of  some  steps  being  taken  towards  disinfecting  the  trucks  at  Ballinasloe 

though  the  difficulties  are  great,  ib.  4158-4163 Belief  as  to  large  numbers  of  cattle’ 

and  of  sheep  from  Balliaaslne  fair  having  died  from  disease,  ib.  4454-4460. 

Impraeticabiiiiy  of  inspecting  all  the  animals  going  to  Ballinasloe,  Ferguson  4883 

The  only  course  is  to  seize  the  diseased  animals  and  to  fine  the  owners,  ib. (Jreat 

difficulty  in  preventing  the  spread  of  disease  from  animals  sent  to  the  fair : inexDerlipnrv 
of  stopping  the  fair,  ib.  4936-4941 . ^ ^ 

Statement  with  further  reference  to  the  number  of  animals  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 
at  Ballinasloe  fair  in  the  autumn  of  1872,  although  there  is  a prohibition  upon  the  move- 
ment of  such  animals,  Ferguson  5408-5411 Statement  that  the  sheep  at  the  last 

Ballinasloe  fair  were  suffering  from  sheep  rot  and  not  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ib 
5563-5666. 

Considerable  loss  last  year  in  Ireland  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; opinion  that  this 
loss  was  caused  by  the  cattle  from  Ballinasloe  fair  spreading  the  disease  throughout  the 
country,  Garnett  6634,  6635.  6645-6652.  0 

Instance  of  a black-faced  ewe  that  was  diseased  when  it  was  exhibited  at  Ballinasloe  ■ 
probability  of  this  disease  having  been  imported  from  Scotland  with  the  sheep,  Verdon 

7952,  7953-  8017-8023 Contradiction  of  a statement  by  Mr.  Jenkins  that  Ballinasloe 

is  a st.. rung  point  from  which  to  trace  disease  to  England,  ib.  7959-7961. 

Barclay,  Mr.  Provisions  suggested  by  Mr.  Barclay  for  discovering  and  dealm-  with 
cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  sheep  pox,  App.  587.  n 

Belfast.  Statement  that  the  Belfast  steamers  are  more  suitable  for  the  conveyance  of 
cattle  upon  deck  than  th'ose  belonging  to  the  Drogheda  Company,  O'Neill  6893- 


0rder  Ju,y  1R72  relaxing  the  restrictions  on  cattle  from  Belgium  and  Franco 
892-896*  153’  1C4~ Mucl1  “'Ser  imp0rt  thaa  “P01'1  °fcaltle  by  Belgium  in  1870,  ib. 

Bolster,  William.  (Analysis  of  I, is  Evidence.)-!.  Cl, airman  of  the  Limerick  and  Clare 

Farmers  Club;  is  largely  engaged  in  laming  operations,  7278-7282.  7s«-7aso 

Examination  as  to  the  experience  of  witness  in  regard  to  foot  and  month  disease ; belief 
that  the  disease  may  be  spontaneously  generated,'  7286-7201 . 7300,  7301  7378  -370 

7412-7421.  7579-7585.  7652.  16  ' 161  ’ '<379' 

Contention  that  bad  treatment  of  cattle  as  regards  food  and  cleanliness  will  lead  to 

attacks  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  7292.  7380-7382 Circumstance,  under  which  pjm.ro- 

pneamonia  has  broken  out  in  dairy  slock  owned  by  witness;  opinion  that  the  only  treat- 
“ ” ' „dl8ra8e  stould  be  daughter  of  the  infected  animals  and  isolation  of  the  rest, 
7293-7296.  7341-7343-  7360-7364.  7390.  7438-7449.  7653. 

Professor  Baldwin's  suggestion  for  shutting  up  fairs  and  markets  during 
f J”  a”d  J“  y ; °p,m°"  tliat  suob  a coul'8e  would  b<i  ™inous  ‘o  the  Irish 

cattle  trade,  7297-7299-7330-7332.  7830 Necessity  for  stringently  can-vine  out  the 

lew  as  regards  restrictions  lor  preveming  the  spread  of  foot  and  momh  diseal  exoe! 
diency  of  more  vigilance  on  the  part  nf  the  police,  7302-7320.  7330  7231  7306  7207 

7416-74*1.  7478-7490-  7586-7600 Instances  of  want  of  vigilante  on  he?  part  Iflhe 

Moe^y^oileol.'6”10™'  °f  °lttle  affe°ted  dis“sii *°  the  LimelS^! 

1 .Ex;Pedlency,of  instituting  a cattle  insurance  company  guaranteed  by  the  Government  • 
of  theilhSttl“eC  722Ci°m7?|y  '">“ld  ”otindu“  ’ the  farmers  to  be  indifferent  as  to  the  health 

disease  in  daily  ?afVl.7?,  74  7437 0alc,,lltl0"  tba‘  ‘he  loss  from  foot  and  month 

disease  in  daily  cattle  is  4/.  per  cow,  7323.  7551,  7552. 

to  reSnS-'a,lilhvCof  Sie™era,  "“d  t,“Uway  ,rucks  for  tbe  carri°ge  of  ca“‘e  are  allowed 
to  remain,  necessity  of  stringent  regulations  to  prevent  this,  7924-7227  7090  ,,,0 

,344-  75177754?-  7565,7566 Opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  edict 

on  the  quality  of  the  animal  when  slaughtered,  7327. 

Statement  that  the  crossing  of  Irish  cattle  with  higher  breeds  has  had  the  effect  of 
S cltfe  trade  '““‘‘‘utions,  73a8  7329.  7605.  76o7g_l„c“  using  c^Ter  of  the 
7349-7364.  ’ ’ mS  °aU  “nt  tG  the  E,’Slisl1  “arket’  7333-7338- 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


Objection 


B O L 


B RO 


649 


Report,  1 873 — continued. 


Bolster,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Objection  to  the  removal  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  out  of  the  operation  of  the  Act ; 
opinion  that  the  disease  will  die  out  in  consequence  of  the  restrictions  which  have  been 

imposed,  7345-7347*  7477 Belief  that  the  losses  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  have 

been  very  nearly  equal  to  the  losses  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  7347. 

Contention  that  the  payment  of  foil  compensation  to  the  farmers  for  compulsory 
slaughter  would  not  induce  recklessness  as  to  disease,  7365-737°-  739>>.7392*  7442 
Evidence  in  favour  of  inoculation  as  a preventive  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ; descrip- 
tion of  the  method  advocated,  7371—7377-  7451-7476*  7608-7618. 

Statement  that  the  magistrates  in  Ireland  are  too  lenient  in  imposing  penalties  for 

breaches  of  the  law  relating  to  cattle  diseases,  7398-7401.  7567,  7568.  7641,  7642 

Disposition  on  the  part  of  farmers  to  conceal  pleuro-pneumonia  and  not  to  conceal  foot 

and  mouth  disease;  reasons  for  this,  7403-741 1 Description  of  the  symptoms  of 

pleurs-pneumonia  when  it  first  attacks  cattle,  7450.  7474-7476. 

Mode  of  treatment  of  pleuro-pneumonia  by  the  farmers  in  witness’  district;  sale  of 
diseased  animals  to  inferior  butchers,  7491-7505.  7572"7574 — -Further  examination 
as  to  the  compensation  to  be  allowed  for  compulsory  slaughter;  opinion  that  no  allowance 
should  be  made  for  the  carcase,  but  that  it  should  be  buried,  skin  and  all,  7506-7515. 

Instance  of  an  animal  which  would  have  died  of  pleuro-pneumonia  being  exhibited 
ina  butcher’s  shop  in  Limerick,  and  marked  “ First  Prize,”  7509.  7601-7603 Con- 

tradiction of  the  opinion  that  cows  produce  more  butter  and  milk  after  having  had  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  7553~7555* 

Resolution  ol  the  grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Limerick  condemning  the  present  restric- 
tions and  Orders  in  Council  relating  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease;  disagreement  of 

witness  with  this  resolution,  7556-7564*  7619 Inexpediency  of  leav.ng  the  repression 

of  catile  diseases  in  the  hands  of  the  cattle  dealers  and  the  proprietors  in  Ireland,  7569- 


7571- 

Further  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  stringently  carrying  out  the  regulations  as 
regards  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; possibility,  however,  of  animals  getting  into  a fair,  not- 
withstanding the  stringency  of  the  regulations,  7620-7629.  7631-7640.  7643-7651. 


Breeding  Stock.  Doubt  as  to  the  foot  and  month  disease  discouraging  the  production  of 

breeding  stock  rather  than  of  fat  stock,  Brown  2836,  2837.  2858-2868 -Greater 

risk  of  ioss  from  disease  in  the  case  of  a breeding  stock  than  of  a fattening  stock,  Fisher 
5266-5271. See  also  Calves.  Store  Cattle. 

Bristol.  Frequent  import  of  the  foot  and  month  disease  from  Ireland  to  the  port  of 
Bristol  whilst  the  local  authorities  have  no  facilities  for  detaining  and  isolating  diseased 
animals  and  those  herded  with  them,  Brown  1399-1420 Very  unsatisfactory  condi- 

tion of  Bristol  market ; the  local  inspector  has,  however,  done  Ins  best,  ib-  2034-2037 

Probable  advantage  if  Irish  cattle  from  Cork  were  lauded  at  Milford  Haven  instead 

of  at  Bristol,  ib.  2737-2740 Separation  of  the  healthy  from  the  unhealthy  cattle  in 

Bristol  market,  whereas  the  farmers  are  not  careful  to  select  from  healthy  lots,  ib.  2744- 


2748.  *ii 

Frequent  disease  in  the  Bristol  market,  Stratton  4580 Large  import  of  Irish  cattle 

to  Bristol,  disease  being  constantly  picked  up  on  board  the  boats,  ib.  4705-4710. 

See  also  Cattle  Ships , 2.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  III. 

Professor  in  the 
j its  first  forma- 


Brown,  Professor  George  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is 


Veterinary  Department ; has  been  connected  with  the  department  sin. 

- - - - -Existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  on  the  Continent  tor  more 
-First  appearance  of  the  disease  in  England  in  18397  when 


tion,  1371-1373- 

JtiiT  supposed  to  3have  "bifen  introduced*  from  Holland,  1376-137  9— -—Total  of  six  out- 
breaks of  the  disease  in  England,  with  varying  intervals  between  each  outbreak  ; belief 
that  it  has  never  entirely  ceased  during  the  whole  period,  1380-1391 . 

Injurious  effeci  of  the  disease  in  causing  abortion,  more  especially  among  the  higher 

classes  of  breeding  stock,  1392 Increased  susceptibility  of  the  higher  bred  animals 

to  diseases  generally,  1393-1 395 Peculiarly  infectious  character  of  foot 

disease,  liq  t,  1396 Belief  that  the  last  outbreak  of  the  disease  rs  not  in  any  way  due 

to  foreign  import,  1397,  1398 Frequent  import  of  the  disease  from  Ireland,  especial  y 

to  the  port  oi'  Bristol,7 whilst  the  local  authorities  have  no  facilities  for  detaining  and 
isolating  diseased  animals  and  those  herded  with  them,  1399-1420. 

Value  of  an  efficient  inspection  at  the  port  of  departure  in  Ireland;  that  is,  if  there  were 

a power  of  detention,  1421-1440 Check  to  the  import  of  disease  from  Ii eland  by 

strict  regulations  as  to+  slaughtering;  opinion  that  this  would,  howeeer,  pmiUc^ly 
stop  the  export  of  store  animals  to  England,  1420,  1423.  1428-1437  Prohibitory 
effect  of  quarantine  if  applied  to  store  animals  from  Ireland,  1424,  1425- 

Conclusion  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease,  whether  imported  from  Ireland  or  not 
that  any  restrictions,  to  be  effectual,  should  be  permanent,  and  should  be  3,mllthose 

353-  4 9 2 
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Brown,  Professor  George  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 
those  for  the  eradication  of  the  cattle  plague,  slaughter  being  excepted,  1438,  1430 

1442-146*2 Belief,  however,  that  such  strict  regulations  as  in  the  time  of  the*  cattle 

plague  would  never  be  tolerated  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  1450,  14,51 . 

Stoppage  of  the  disease  when  the  movement  of  cattle  was  stopped  during  the  cattle 

plague,  1452.  1455 Opinion  that  it  would  be  useless  to  stop  movement  merely  for 

six  weeks,  1456,  1457 Conviction  that  the  disease  cannot  be  permanently  stamped 

out  by  any  regulations,  1459-1466. 

Existence  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  England  since  1841,  when  it  is  supposed  to  have 

come  from  Ireland,  and  from  Holland  to  Ireland,  in  the  previous  year,  1 467-1 4-2' 

Belief  that  the  total  stoppage  of  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  would  not  now  get  rid  of 

pleuro-pneumonia,  1473,  1474 Conclusion  that  this  disease  can  only  be  communicated 

by  association  with  a diseased  animal,  1475-1477.  1483-1487 Mortality  of'  about 

80  per  cent,  of  the  animals  attacked,  1478.  1488 Very  long  period  of  the  disease  in 

incubation,  so  that  it  is  peculiarly  difficult  to  deal  with,  1479-1482. 

Opinion  that  danger  does  not  ari.-e  from  the  carcases  of  animals  slaughtered  through 

haying  pleuro-pneumonia,  1489, 1490 Expediency  of  an  interval  of  at  least  two  months 

before  an  animal,  after  recovery  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  is  allowed  to  go  upon  a farm,  1491 

f 1492 Fewer  diseased  animals  imported  from  Ireland  than  are  moved  from  one  part 

'of  England  to  another,  1493-1496 Bad  condition  in  which  cattle  arrive  from  Ireland 

owing  to  insufficient  food  before  starting,  1497-1500. 

Doubt  as  to  the  expediency  of  any  more  stringent  regulations  than  at  present  as 

regards  the  import  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  1501-1504 Scheme  propounded  whereby 

pleuro-pneumonia  may  lie  kept  under  by  a wholesale  system  of  inspection  on  the  farmers’ 
premises  throughout  the  country,  under  central  supervision;  large  staff  required,  1505- 

1527 Alternative  scheme  by  giving  full  compensation  for  each  animal  that  is  diseased, 

provided  it  be  at  once  slaughtered,  1528-1539 Insufficiency  of  thiitydays  as  the 

interval  or  period  for  which  an  “infected  place”  shall  continue  in  that  category,  1540- 

1542 Disadvantage  in  regulations  being  differently  applied  in  different  counties,  1 543 

1544- 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion,  as  regards  cattle  plague,  that  the  local  authority  or  ihe 
central  department  should  have  power  to  slaughter  animals  so  far  as  might  be  deemed 

necessary  round  the  infected  area,  1545-1562 Adequacy  of  the  present  regulations 

as  regards  scab  in  sheep,  if  they  were  only  carried  out,  1563-1567 Favourable  ter- 
mination of  foot  and  mouth  disease  when  not  interfered  with,  1568,  1569 Great 

difficulty  of  any  treatment  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  1570 Absence  of  any  cure  for  the 

cattle  plague,  1571. 

Approval  of  the  present  arrangements  at  Deptford  as  (0  slaughtering,  1572,  1573 

Very  incomplete  arrangements  and  accommodation  at  the  outporls  generally,  on  the 

score  of  isolation  and  slaughtering,  1574-1594 Great  want  of  improved  arrangements 

at  Hull,  1577-1582.  1591 Explanation  of  the  course  taken  in  destroying  and  throwing 

overboard  at  sea  some  infected  animals  which  came  to  Hull ; no  danger  arose  from  the 

carcases  coining  ashore,  1577-1588 Question  whether  it  is  necessary  to  incur  great 

expense  at  several  outporls  in  order  to  avoid  the  risk  of  cattle  plague,  there  beino-  power 
to  prohibit  import  from  any  country  where  it  exists,  1592-1599. 

Information  in  detail  relative  to  the  arrangements  for  the  conveyance  of  cattle  in  ships 
and  the  provisions  made  on  the  score  of  fittings,  ventilation,  &c.  ; improvements  still 

requited,  1600-1638 Satisfactory  practice  in  landing  cattle  and  pigs  in  the  port  of 

London,  1626  Statement  of  the  arrangements  for  conveyance  by  railways,  more 
especially  as  regards  water  supply ; on  a journey  of  twelve  hours,  or  so,  food  and  water 

are  not  needed,  1639-1656 Very  imperfect  arrangements  for  the  cleansing  of  railway 

trucks;  entire  insufficiency  of  the  staff'  of  inspectors  for  enforcing  this  duty,  1657- 


[Second  Examination.]  Expediency  of  still  leaving  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the 
although  it  is  better  on  the  whole  not  to  apply  stringent  regulations  on  the 
J 4j  3665.  1718-1721.  1743,1744 Explanation  on  the  subject  of  disinfec- 
tion being  carried  out  on  board  the  Irish  vessels  to  Liverpool,  1666-1674 Check  upon 

unnecessary  cruelty  in  the  landing  of  animals  if  an  inspector  were  always  present,  1675- 
toSristoT &C16781  deCldmg  whether  there  is  overcrowding  on  board  the  Irish  vessels 

Further  consideration  of  the  arrangements  as  to  transit  by  railway,  more  especially  as 
Su,npl?  °f  W*te:.dunnS  tbe  j°urney ; d.fficulties  on  this  score,  1679-1697. 

V37,  ,Pin,°n  -bjV“  WI,n.te,r  catl,e  nn§ht  comfortably  go  for  twenty-four  hours 
without  wafer ; long  period  for  which  they  would  live  without  water,  1681-1686.  2048- 

6 1 /+tt,meS  thr.ou§h  cattle  being  delayed  at  railway  sidings,  1698,  l69q 

— Apru-ova!  of  the  companies  be.ng  required  ,0  facilitate  the  transit  on  long  journeys*, 

1700-1704  Impracticability  of  ensuring  comfort  at  sea,  1704-1706 Conviction 

that 
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that  disease  is  not  engendered  nor  promoted  by  the  hardships  during  transit,  1707- 
1709. 

Difficulties  as  regards  inspection  at  the  Irish  ports  with  a view  to  the  detention  of  all 

animals  likely  to  spread  disease,  1710-1717.  1783-1785.  2226-2228 Inadequacy  of 

the  present  inspection  at  Waterford  and  Cork,  17151  17 l7®3-,7^5  Further 
statement  as  to  the  want  of  a power  to  destroy  all  cattle  within  a certain  area  where  there 

is  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague,  1721-1716 Want  of  more  stringent  regnlalions  as  to 

slaughtering  in  the  case  of  sheep-pox,  1738-1742 Further  evidence  as  to  the  decrease 

of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  consequence  of  the  decreased  movement,  of  cattle,  whilst  its 
occasional  increase  arrises  from  natural  laws,  irrespectively  of  foreign  imports,  1 745— 

1 754- 

Reference  to  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  and  the  steps  taken 

by  witness  for  the  stamping  out  of  the  disease,  1 755“ ’759 Statement  as  to  toot  and 

mouth  disease  not  having  been  in  Ireland  when  the  cattle  plague  was  there,  and  as  to  its 
having  been  twice  introduced  into  Ireland,  by  cattle  or  calves  from  Bristol,  1760-177-2 

Import  of  disease  from  Ireland  chiefly  with  the  small  store  cattle  sent  from  Watei- 

ford  and  Cork,  177(2-1782 Necessity  of  the  disinfection  of  inspectors  after  they  have 

been  among  infected  cattle,  1786,  1787. 

Examination  upon  the  further  question  as  to  the  spontaniety  of  eczema  or  foot  and 
rnouth  disease,  witness  contending  that  neither  in  caitle  nor  sheep  is  its  origin  spontaneous, 

1788-1708 Conclusion  that  elaborate  restrictions  against  the  spread  or  the  disease 

are  not  advisable,  and  that  legislation  should  only  apply  to  the  exposure  of  diseased 
animals  1799-1802.  1891-1896- — Bad  fittings  and  bad  ventilation  on  board  the  Irish 
cattle  boa  is,  but  without  originating  or  seriously  promoting  infectious  disease,  1803-1813 

1844-1861.  2193 Immense  quantity  of  cattle  consumed  who  have  had  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  there  being  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  meat  is  unfit  for  food,  1814—— 
Inquiry  made  into  the  question  of  children  catching  the  disease  from  drinking  the  milk 
of  diseased  cows  ; this  has  not  been  proved,  1815-1821. 

Objection  to  a proposal  for  imposing  a license  upon  cattle  dealers  or  jobbers  in  Ireland, 

1 8 16-1 820 Appearance  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  England  long  before  it  was 

known  in  Ireland,  1822-1826 Much  better  accommodation  and  ventilation  in  the 

ships  from  Spain  than  in  those  from  Germany,  Ireland,  &c.,  1827-1846- — Absence  of 
lairs  at  the  landing-place  at  Liverpool,  there  being,  however,  very  good  lairs  at  the  rail- 
way station,  1862-1 S72 Statement  that  witness  has  not  now  any  power  to  inspect 

private  lairs,  1873-1878. 

Belief  as  to  the  calves  exported  from  England  to  Ireland  being  for  breeding  purposes, 

1880-1882 Doubt  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  extending  to  any  other  animals  but 

cattle,  sheep,  pigs,  and  poultry,  ,883-1890 Improbability  of  any  treatment  much 

mitiuating  the  loss  of  condition  from  the  disease,  1896-1899 Liability  of  the  same 

animals  to  be  attacked  two  or  three  times,  1900-1903 Instances  of  the  disease  having 

affected  cows' udders,  .904-1907 Considerable  extent  to  which  abortion  amongst 

cows  is  due  to  the  disease;  this  does  not  apply  to  sheep,  1908,  1909. 

Examination  in  detail  relative  to  the  port  of  Hull,  and  the  extort  to  which  any  com- 
plaint lies  against  the  local  authorities,  or  their  officers,  as  regards  the  defined  » ea.ic.,  1 910 

et  sen. Explanation  with  special  reference  to  the  casenf  the  “ Joseph  Soamee,  and  the 

action  respectively  of  the  local  authorities  and  of  wiiness  in  the  dcpos.l  oi  the  carcases 

of  the  infected  animals,  1976-1998 Conclusion  that  disease  was  not  spread  by  the 

carcases  when  washed  upon  shore,  1999-2001 Anxiety  invariably  evinced  by  the 

local  authorities  of  the  port  to  do  what  was  possible  for  the  prevention  of  disease, 
2012. 

Particulars  of  the  cattle  plague  outbreak  in  Ireland  ill  1866,  and  the  summary  and 
successful  steps  taken  by  Professor  Ferguson  and  witless  forits  extermmation  20l6- 
a029_  Data  for  the  conclusion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  imported  to  England  from 

Ireland  2030 Large  import  of  Irish  foot  and  mouth  disease  at  Liverpool  as  well  as 

at  Bristol  2031-2033 Very  unsatisfactory  eoliditton  of  Bristol  maiket;  the  local 


inspector  lias,  however,  done  his  best,  2034-2037. 

Conclusion  as  regards  Ireland  that  the  stringent  regulations  necessary  for  stampmg 
out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  would  be  most  prejudicial  to  the  grazing  interests  of_  the 


«uX  aoTsoTy ' 218^  gr^g  l-Sesy  of  the  grazes  in  Ireland  that  Irish 
r"e  S’ftle  shou°d  not  have  a good  refutation  in  England,  so  as  better  to  keep  them  at 

L".umJd'rth!ilTo'”aBf  beef  broughj  fam  HoMfoto  England  a 


uiseaac  uau  oocn  ““s, — , _ 

Ireland  "0*7-2067.  2106-21 11 Inference  as  to  pleuro-pneumonio  having  been 

SuiedtoL  Iroland  from  Holland,  2052-2067 Alleged  import  of  the  disease  from 

Ireland  iuto  the  London  dairies  in  1841  ; 2098-2073. 

Less  prevalence -of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  than  in  England, , 2074.  2078 
R.to“Ece  0“  disease  among  the  Spanish  cattle  imported  „«o  IreW.j £79-  081 
363.  t S 3 y 
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Probability  that  the  catile  plague  in  Ireland  was  communicated  by  persons  who  had 

recently  been  in  contact  with  diseased  animals  in  Scotland,  2082-2086 Inade 

quacy  of  the  most  stringent  restrictions  upon  import  to  ensure  exemption  from  cattle 
plague,  2087,  2088. 

Further  statement  to  the  eflect  that  stringent  regulations  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
would  never  be  observed  by  farmers,  and  that  legislative  interference  is  not  expedient 

2089-2100.  2194-2229 Opinion  that  sheep-pox  is  a very  serious  disease,  and  that 

the  present  restrictions  should  be  increased,  2101-2105 Legislative  interference  is 

also  required  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ; system  of  slaughtering  contemplated 
2101,2102.  2230-2233.  ' ^ ’ 


Total  of  thirty-two  ports  in  Great  Britain  where  cattle  may  be  landed,  there  bein-T 

twenty-one  of  such  ports  with  defined  parts,  2112-2115 Information  as  to  the  extent 

of  the  present  import  of  live  cattle  from  different  foreign  countries,  and  as  to  the  propor- 
tion of  store  stock,  2116-2133 Value  of  the  guarantee  given  by  the  scheduled  coun- 

tries that  they  will  not  allow  the  import  or  transit  of  cattle  without  certain  restrictions 

2133-2139 Probable  shock  to  the  trade  by  any  suden  prohibition  of  import  from  any 

country,  except  for  immediate  slaughter,  2140-2146.  y 

Approval  of  general  slaughtering  at  the  port  if  there  were  good  grounds  for  concluding 

that  the  import  tiade  would  not  suffer  in  consequence,  2147,  2148 Statement  to  the 

eflec  t that  the  price  of  meat  fell  rather  than  rose  after  the  slaughtering  orders  of  the  Privv 

Council  were  put  in  force,  2149-2164 Excellent  quality  of  the°meat  of  foreign  fat 

stock  ; belief  that  foreign  cattle  are  bought  by  all  the  butchers  in  London,  with  a few 

exceptions,  2165-2173 Very  large  per-centage  of  the  foreign  cattle  which  come  to 

London,  2174-2176. 

Reference  to  an  official  paper  as  showing  that  from  1842  to  1867  the  losses  from  im- 
ported disease  were  about  three-fifths  of  the  cattle  imported;  the  losses,  except  from 
cattle  plague,  were  about  one  per  cent,  of  the  whole  stock  in  the  country,  2177-2181. 
2185,  2186-  Exceptions  taken  to  certain  calculations  by  Professor  Gamgee  as  to  the 
loss  from  disease  in  different  years  in  proportion  to  the  import,  2182-2184. 

Advantage  of  a proper  sysiem  of  inspection  of  the  private  lairs  or  places  where  cattle 

are  kept,  2195-2201 Doubt  as  to  cattle  and  sheep  being  ever  put  in  the  same  truck 

2202,  2203  Approval  of  increased  inspection  in  order  to  see  that  railway  trucks  are 
disinfected,  2204-2206 Expediency  of  maintaining  the  system  of  scheduled  countries, 


Importance  of  limiting  the  number  of  ports  for  cattle  from  scheduled  countries,  and  of 
improving  the  accommodation  and  arrangements,  by  providing  at  each  port  a proner 
defined  a,ea,  &c.,  2209-2225-_piactical  obstacles  at  Liverpool  to  .he  provision  of  a 

suitable  defined  area  2213-2218 Space  of  ground  at  Hull  available  for  the  carrying 

ou.  of  improved  regulations,  2222-2224.  J 0 

Additional  charge  for  conveyance  if  the  railway  companies  be  required  to  make  better 

provis.on  for  the  supply  of  water,  &c.,  2 234-223G Further  statement  as  t„  the  good 

accommodation  on  board  the  Spanish  ships,  and  as  to  the  expediency  of  improved  venti- 
lation, ftc.,  in  foreign  ships  generally,  though  not  as  any  preventive  of  disease,  2237- 


[Third  Examination.]  Further  statement  as  regards  the  watering  of  cattle  on  railways 
that  it  is  better  not  to  detain  for  the  purpose  if  the  journey  does  not  exceed  thirty-six 

Hours,  2247-2251 Improvement  if  the  cattle  trucks  were  covered  over  and  were  open 

at  the  sides,  2252  2254— —Absence,  in  witness’  experience,  of  any  case  of  human 
disease  Irom  eating  diseased  meat,  2255,  2256. 

furl^er  disapproval  of  stringent  regulations  ns  to  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  prospect  of  the  disease  becoming  milder,  2257-2263 Approval  how- 

dSse  S1|!mgl-pr0i.‘-nti01'  “p?n.llle  movement  of  animals  actually  infected  with  the 
disease,  checks  being  still  applied  also  as  regards  foreign  supply,  2261.  2264-2266 

SnsiderahStn  ‘ 'C  °f. lo5B  Per  head  from  ihe  disease,  the  loss  sometimes  being 

considerable  in  the  case  both  of  milch  cows  and  fat  stock,  2267-2277 Average  of 

about  ten  days  as  the  length  of  an  ordinary  attack,  2268,  226g.  77  S 

«l|E«nhndT.na0i’m  ?™f;=tio,n  >,ith  insl>eotio“  tlle  Ports,  of  arrangements  for  slaughtering 

"t  lT  : "‘MPO'O-pooomoma,  2278-2280 Question  considered  whetlij 

° ‘ ‘ffp!  BhlP“*or't.“lw“l'1  "Ot  apply  to  the  whole  lot  amongst  which  there 

* J 5“  f pof‘’V  d Tth  d,8f  s'<  0081-2286 Check  to  some  extent  upon  the 

nmhahlf  .ff  ; f d,T  from .Ire  “d  were  inspectors  at  the  port  of  shipment; 

f P°“  ‘he,.prlce  111  xl’e]and,  2287-2303 Almost  insuperable  obstacles 

™ ?!•  ff  , Pro,lnS  whether  disease  is  generated  on  boafd  the  ships  from 
li eland  , conviction  that  this  is  not  so,  2304— 2309.  ‘ 

Examination  to  the  eflect  that  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pnenmonia,  and  loot  and  mouth 

disease 
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disease  have  doubtless  been  imported  from  abroad,  and  have  caused  considerable  losses 

to  farmers,  2310-2334 Obstacles  to  a dead  meat  irade  between  Tonningand  London  ; 

considerable  trade  however  between  Aberdeen  and  London,  the  voyage  being  only  a few 

hours  shorter,  2335-2344 Great  importance  attached  to  the  prompt  report  of  all  cases 

of  disease  by  the  farmers  or  by  local  inspectors,  it  being  expedient  for  this  purpose  to  make 
it  to  the  interest  of  the  farmer  not  to  make  any  concealment  of  disease,  2345  el  seg. 

Consideration  of  the  detailed  arrangements  desirable  on  the  score  of  compensation  for 
the  slaughter,  respectively,  of  diseased  animals  and  of  those  herded  with  them,  2394- 
2396.  2681-2686  --- — Advantage  of  testing  incipient  pleuro-pneumonia  by  means  of  the 
thermometer,  and  of  at  once  isolating  all  animals  which  show  a slight  rise  in  temperature, 
2371_2376 Suggestions  as  to  the  powers  and  duties  to  be  vested  in  the  local  authori- 

ties relative  to  slaughtering  in  the  case  respectively  of  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia, 
and  sheep-pox,  2397-2410. 

Explanations  in  connection  with  the  proposal  for  stopping  all  movement  out  of  an 
infected  place  for  thirty  days  after  the  last  case  of  outbreak  ; careful  supervision  required, 

2411-2424 Suggested  requirement  of  a certificate  in  the  event  of  movement  for  two 

months  after  the  prohibited  interval  of  thirty  days  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  2412- 
2415 — r— Approval  of  a radius  of  one  mile  as  the  area  of  an  “infested  place”  where  there 

is  an  occurrence  of  cuttle  plague,  2416-2418 Belief  that  in  about  two  years,  with 

active  measures  and  strict  supervision,  pleuro-pneumonia  might  be  almost  exterminated 

2425,  2426 Necessity  of  considerable  cost  at  first  in  respect  of  slaughtered  animals,’ 

2427-2430. 

Improvement  in  several  respects  by  reducing  the  number  of  local  authorities  in  each 

county,  2436-2441 Expediency  of  compulsory  restrictions  being  applied  by  the  local 

authority  as  to  the  arrangements  in  fairs  and  markets,  2437-2444 Advantage  of  one 

chief  inspector  for  each  county;  facility  thereby  for  obtaining  reliable  statistics,  2447- 

2456 -Expediency  of  effectual  supervision  of  the  local  outhorities  by  the  Privy  Council, 

and  the  officers  of  the  Department,  2457-2464. 

Considerable  difficulty  in  respect  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  London  dairies ; obsta- 
cles to  any  satisfactory  inspection,  2465-2479 Advantage  of  a cordon  round  the 

metropolis  as  a means  towards  subduing  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  country;  great  opposi- 
tion apprehended,  2480-248.5 Means  of  marking  animals  by  cutting  hair  from  the 

end  of  the  tail,  so  as  to  identify  them  for  slaughtering,  2486-2493. 

Approval  of  a requirement  that  the  occupant  of  a farm  where  any  horned  animal  dies 

or  is  slaughtered  should  report  the  same  within  three  days,  2494-2499 Approval 

also  of  veterinary  surgeons  being  required  to  certificate  diseases,  on  payment  of  a fee, 

2500 -Expediency  of  clear  power  in  the  local  authority  as  to  the  seizure  of  infected 

animals  in  fairs  or  on  highways,  2501-2504. 

Very  convenient  arrangements  at  Deptford  market,  all  that  is  required  being  direct 
railway  communication;  belief  that  the  corporation  do  not  get  a good  return  for  their 

outlay  on  the  market,  2507-2510.  2805-2810.  2880-2882 Doubt  as  to  there  being 

much  import  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Hamburgh  to  Deptford  Market  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  2511-2515.  2811,  2812 Difference  of  1 d.  per  pound  between  the  price 

of  foreign  beef  and  of  English  beef  in  the  Metropolitan  Market,  2516-2518. 

Long  period  for  which,  and  indirect  way  in  which,  1 he  virus  of  cattle  plague  can  be  com- 
municated; introduction  into  England  and  Ireland  adverted  to  hereon,  2518-2520.  2537- 

2541 Doubt  as  to  pleuro-pneumonia  being  communicable  save  by  direct  contact, 

2521-2523 Facility  of  transmission  of  loot  and  mouth  disease  without  contact,  2524- 

2526 Less  difficulty  in  stamping  out  pleuro-pneumonia  or  cattle  plague,  than  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  2527,  2528 Probable  introduction  of  the  latter  disease  in  the  first 

instance  from  abroad,  2529.  2535,  2536.  2542 Question  whether  the  disease  may 

not  have  been  imported  with  foreign  hides  and  hoofs,  2530-2534. 

Conclusion  as  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  not  arising  spontaneously ; examination 
hereon  with  reference  to  the  great  fluctuation  in  the  extent  of  the  disease  since  it  first 

appeared,  witness  submitting  that  it  has  never  entirely  ceased  to  exist,  2543-2574 

Decided  risk  of  the  import  of  the  disease  from  abroad  - not  withstanding  the  present 

restrictions,  2575-2585 Difficulty  in  proving  that  the  bad  ventilation  and  limited 

space  in  the  Irish  cattle  boats  promote  liability  to  infectious  diseases;  increased  danger 
however  of  the  conveyance  of  pleuro-pneumonia  if  it  exists  on  board,  2586-2593. 

Inability  of  witness  to  explain  a certain  table  or  calculation  relative  to  the  proportion 

of  home  cattle  and  of  foreign  catile  that  have  disease,  2594-2600 Reasons  for  the 

great  spread  of  pleuro-pneumonia  through  the  London  dairies,  2601-2607 Examina- 

tion in  denial  that  the  Act  of  1861  has  been  a failure  as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  the 
failure  arising  rather  from  the  provisions  of  the  Act  not  having  been  carried  out,  and 
from  the  movement  of  diseased  animals  to  fairs  and  markets  not  having  been  stopped  by 
the  local  authorities,  2607-2651. 
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Report,  1 873 — continued. 


Brown,  Professor  George  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Grounds  for  the  statement  that , farmers  really  care  nothing  at  all  about  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  and  are  not  anxious  for  stringent  regulations  on  the  subject,  2652—2665. 

2744—2755 Increased  prevalence  of  glanders  ; neglect  of  owners  in  not  giving  notice 

of  the  disease,  2666-2671 Usefulness  to  some  extent  if  notice  were  given  to  the 

police  relative  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  2672,  2673 Difficulty  in  compelling  notice 

by  the  owner  to  his  immediate  neighbour,  2674,  2675. 

Instances  of  the  serious  loss  sometimes  accruing  from  foot  and  mouth  disease, ‘’676 

2677 S'  urther  reference  to  the  increased  susceptibility  to  disease  in  the  case  of  highly* 

bred  stock,  2678-2680 Consideration  ol  the  question  of  inoculation  for  pleuro-pneu- 

monia  ; inaccuracy  of  a statement  that,  a large  number  of  cases  has  been  caused  by  ino- 
culation, 2687-2697 Approval  of  inoculation  for  sheep-pox  under  certain  circum- 
stances, 2698,  2699 Expediency  of  a system  of  compulsory  slaughter  in  the  case  of 

sheep-pox,  2700-2702. 

Result  of  witness’  experience  that  dogs,  hares  and  rabbits,  and  birds,  are  not  subject  to 
the  foot  and  mouth  disease;  explanation  hereon  as  to  his  not  having  made  conclusive 

experiments  on  thesubject,  2703-2716.  2757 Reference  to  the  (out  disease  in  sheep 

as  the  same  as  the  foot  and  month  disease  in  cattle,  2709,  2710 Statement  as  to  the 

relative  character  of  the  present  and  former  outbreaks  of  the  disease  among  sheep ; consi- 
derable fatality  of  an  outbreak  near  Harrow  in  1862;  2717-2722.  2734,  2735 Doubt 

as  to  the  development  of  the  disease  in  the  mouth  of  sheep  not  having  been  as  great  in 

former  years  as  at  present,  2719-2721.  2883-2885 Instances  of  second  and  third 

attacks  of  cattle  in  foimer  outbreaks,  though  such  tatlacks  have  recently  become  more 
frequent,  2723. 

Arrangement  for  the  temporary  employment  of  veterinary  surgeons  by  the  Privy 

Council  in  the  event  of  extensive  outbreaks  of  disease,  2726-2728 Salary  of  witness 

adverted  to;  relative  duties  and  salary  of  the  chief  clerk,  2729-2736 Probable  ad- 

vaniage  if  Irish  cattle  from  Cork  were  landed  at  Milford  Haven  instead  of  at  Bristol, 

2737-2740 Further  reference  to  the  obstacles  to  watering  the  cattle  during  railway 

transit,  2741-2743. 

Further  statement  as  to  the  import  of  cattle  plague  vid  Hull,  and  as  to  the  indirect 

way  in  which  it  was  conveyed  into  the  country,  2758-2762 Evidence  with  further 

reference  1o  the  landing  and  market  accommodation  at  Hull,  and  the  arrangements  for 

treating  diseased  foreign  cattle,  2763-2784 Conclusion  that  nothing  short  of 

extieme  restrictions  in  England  would  effectually  prevent  the  import  of  disease  from 

Ireland,  2785— 2790 Approval  of  the  system  of  central  supervision  in  Ireland,  there 

being  however  a great  paucity  of  officers,  2791-2796. 

Further  reference  t<>  the  data  for  inferring  that  pleuro-pneumonia  was  introduced  into 

Ireland  from  Holland,  2797,  2798 Indirect  manner  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease 

must  have  been  conveyed  into  Lam  bay  Island,  2799-2802 Contagious  character  of 

pleuro-pneumonia  further  adverted  to  in  connection  with  a certain  experiment  by  witness 
on  the  subject,  2813—2821 — —Exceedingly  small  mortality  from  foot  and  mouth  disease, 

the  treatment  being  moreover  unscientific’  2822-2824 -Belief  as  to  the  disease  being 

now  fixed  in  this  country,  though  save  by  contagion,  it  is  difficult  to  sav  how  it  origi- 
nated, 2825-2833. 

Unwillingness  of  stockowners  to  publish  the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 

among  their  cattle,  2834,  2835 Doubt  as  to  the  disease  discouraging  the  production 

of  breeding  stock  rather  than  of  fat  stock,  2836,  2837.  285S-2868 Further  reference 

to  the  watering  of  cattle  on  railways  as  not  attended  with  nearly  so  much  cruelty  as  is 
lepresented,  2838—2842  Increased  cost  to  the  consumer  by  increased  outlay  in  dis- 
infection of  steamers,  Sea.,  2843,  2844 Want  of  better  disinfection  of  railway  trucks, 

2°45; 1 2846  -Approval  of  toleraly  close  packing  in  trucks  and  on  steamers,  2847,  2848 

2849  2850^°°^  ailS  °f  1116  London  and  Norttl  Western  Railway  Company  at  Liverpool, 

Public  prejudice  owing  to  which  foreign  fat  cattle  fetch  a lower  price  than  English 
enttle,  2851-2853— —Disputed  question  whether  slaughtering  at  the  port  tends  to  raise 

the  price  of  meat,  2854-2857- Desire  of  farmers  to  import  dairy  stock  chiefly,  2869. 

287O'  • Limited  salary  of  witness  as  compared  with  the  income  of  many  men  in  the 

profession,  2871-2873 Responsible  duties  of  the  chief  clerk,  2874-2876 Rare 

absence  of  the  secretary  from  the  office,  2877-2879. 

Expediency  of  preventing  the  movement  from  one  part  of  a farm  to  another,  across  a 

road,  of  an  animat  under  an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  2886-2888 Beneficial 

effect  of  the  increased  inspection  of  fairs  and  markets  under  recent  action  of  the  local 
authorities,  2889-2891. 

Brown,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Has  been  a butcher  and  cattle  dealer  at 

oal ford  for  about  twenty-four  years,  13851,  13852 Large  amount  of  cattle  purchased 

by  witness;  about  one-half  of  these  are  slaughtered  and  sold  in  carcases,  13853-13857 
L/lnef  consumption  or  this  meat  in  Stockport  and  in  surrounding  towns,  13858, 13859. 

Statement 
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Brown,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 

Statement  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  dead  meat  is  conveyed  away  from  the 
markets;  considerable  deterioration  of  the  meat  conveyed  from  Hull  caused  by  the 
shaking  it  undergoes  by  rail,  13860-13862.  13886-13898.  13912-1 3931.  1398-2713984; 

,3992-1 8995 Disapproval  of  the  system  of  inspection  adopted  at  the  Liverpool 

market;' opinion  that  this  system  is  a means  of  spreading  the  disease  among  other  cattle, 

13863-13876 Opinion  that  the  inspection  at  the  Stanley  market  has  brought  down 

the  supply  to  nearly  one-haif  of  what  it  was,  13872-13876. 

Examination  as  to  the  difference  in  the  price  of  meat  between  London  and  Lancashire; 
considerable  increase  of  price  in  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire  of  late  years,  13877,  13878. 
13881-13885.  13944-I39rj3-  13978-13981.  13985-13991- 

Opinion  that  nothing  will  prevent  attacks  of'  fool  and  mouth  disease ; expediency  of 

there  being  no  restrictions  as  regards  this  disease,  13879,13880 Insignificance  of 

scab  in  sheep,  13899,  13900 Unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  cattle  farming  in  Cheshire, 

13001-13905 Absence  of  competition  between  the  live  cattle  trade  and  the  dead  meat 

trade,  13906-13911. 

Information  as  to  the  rise  of  prices  of  meat  on  the  Continent,  13932-13942 

Reasons  for  the  high  price  of  meat  at  the  present  time,  13954“'3962-  1 3985-1 399 7- 
Fur ther  statement  that  the  foreign  trade  should  be  unrestricted,  unless  from  countries 

where  rinderpest  exists,  13965-13968.  i397fi_13977 Expediency  of  severe  restrictions 

as  regards  pleuro-pneumonia,  13969-13974- 

Butchers.  See  Dead  Meat.  Prices. 


c. 


Calves.  Belief  as  to  the  calves  exported  from  England  to  Ireland  being  for  breeding  pur- 
poses, Brown  1880-1882 Statement  showing  the  danger  of  supplying  calves  with  the 

milk  of  a cow  affected  with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Simends  3400 -Opinion  that 

there  is  no  large  import  of  calves  from  England  into  Ireland,  Baldioin  4403-4407 

Cons  derable  import  of  calves  into  Ireland  from  England,  Feryuson  6342-5345- 5357 — “ 
Importation  of  loot  and  mouth  disease  into  Ireland  with  some  calves  from  Bristol  m 
April  or  May  1871  ; the  country  was  then  all  but  free  from  the  disease,  ib.  5345-5348 

Careful  treatment  of  the  calves  sent  from  England  to  Ireland ; less  mortality  than 

among  home  bred  calves,  ib.  5358-53®° Witness  repeats  that  there  is  a large  import 

of  English  calves  into  Ireland,  and  that  much  disease  is  thus  introduced  into  the  latter 
country,  ib.  5538-5543. 

Statement  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  mav  be  fatal  among  calves  when  it  is  not  so 

among  full  grown  stock,  Verdon  7186 Serious  effect  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 

upon  the  breeding  of  cattle  ; great  mortality  among  calves  from  diseased  milk,  Duchham 

9813-9821.9875,9876 Limited  extent  to  which  English  calves  are  purchased  by 

witness  at  the  present  time  on  account  of  their  unhealthy  state,  Goodlet  11699-11701 

Inexpediency  of  slopping  the  supply  of  calves  to  Ireland  from  England,  Lambert 

1 374 !-• 3744- 

Return  showing  the  import  of  calves  into  Ireland  from  England  in  each  month  in  1871 
and  1872,  App.  572. 

Canada.  Healthy  character  of  the  cattle  imported  into  Canada ; statement  that  the  foot 
and  mouth  disease  which  was  recently  in  that  colony  has  now  totally  died  out,  Or amgee 
9719-9722. 

Carcases  (Diseased  Animals).  Importance  of  facilities  near  the  ports  for  the  burial  of 

carcases  of  infected  animals,  Williams  729-733 Doubt  as  to  the  expediency  or 

infected  foreign  cattle  being  transferred  from  the  ships  to  barges,  and  of  the  carcases 

being  destroyed  on  board  the  latter,  ib.  918 Opinion  that  danger  does  not  arise  trom 

the  carcases  of  animals  slaughtered  through  having  pleuro-pneumonia,  Brown  14  9, 

1 490 Opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  burying  the  carcases  of  infected  animals,  though 

witness  considers  it  very  improbable  that  the  dead  animal  can  convey  infection,  Baldwin 

4022-4028 'Belief  that  when  a diseased  animal  has  died,  the  danger  of  contagion  is 

in  a great  measure  removed  from  the  carcase,  Rigby  8781. 

Cattle  Insurance  Company.  Expediency  of  instituting  a cattle  insurance  company  guaian- 
teed  by  the  Government ; belief  that  such  a company  would  not  induce  the  farmers  to  be 
indifferent  as  to  the  health  of  their  cuttle,  Bolster  7321,  7322. 
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CATTLE  PLAGUE. 


"Report,  1873 — continued. 


Cattle  Plague  ; 

1.  Infectious  and  Incurable  Nature  of  the  Cattle  Plague. 

2.  Spread  of  the  Plague  on  the  Continent. 

3.  Case  of  the  “ Joseph  Sonnies ” Cargo  at  the  Port  of  Hull;  Measures 

adopted  for  preventing  the  Introduction  of  Cattle  Plague  thereby. 

4.  Cases  of  Cattle  Plague  in  Ireland. 

5.  Regulations  and  Restrictions  suggested  for  Application  when  an  Outbreak 
occurs. 

6.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee. 


1.  Infectious  and  Incurable  Nature  of  Cattle  Plague  : 

Absence  of  any  cure  for  ihe  cattle  plague,  Brown  1571 Inadequacy  of  the  most 

stringent  restrictions  upon  import  to  ensure  exemption  from  catile  plague,  such  is  its 

infectious  character,  ib.  2087,  2088 Long  period  for  which,  and  indirect  way  in  which 

the  vii us  of  cattle  plague  can  he  communicated  ; introduction  into  England  and  Ireland* 
adverted  to  hereon,  ib.  2518-2520.  2537-2541 Check  desirable  as  regards  the  pro- 
pagation of  cattle  plague  by  running  water,  Siruonds  3469,  3470 Instance  of  the 

rinderpest  not  having  been  communicated  by  a person  who  had  been  through  infected 
herds  in  England,  and  had  then  gone  through  herds  in  Ireland;  witness  does  not  say, 
however,  that  it  is  not  communicable  by  a person’s  clothes,  Baldwin  3794-3797. 

•1.  Spread  of  the  Plague  on  the  Continent ; 

Increased  distribution  of  cattle  plague  on  the  continent  during  the  last  few  years, 
partly  in  consequence  of  the  war,  Williams  196-198.  218-220. 

3.  Case  of  the  e‘  Joseph  Soames”  Cargo , at  the  Port  of  Hull ; Measures  adopted 
for  preventing  the  Introduction  of  Cattle  Plague  thereby : 

Concurrence  in  the  view  of  Professor  Brown  as  to  the  cattle  plague  having  been  intro- 
duced last  year  from  the  “ Joseph  Soames,”  at  the  port  of  Hull,  Williams  278-280 

Statement  as  to  the  prompt  and  summary  measures  taken  by  the  Central  Department 

for  preventing  the  sprtad  of  the  disease,  ib.  281-295 Belief  that  an  attempt  was  made 

to  disinfect  the  persons  who  were  in  contact  with  the  “Joseph  Soames  ” cargo,  ib.  789. 

Further  information  generally  in  relation  to  the  cargo  of  the  “Joseph  Soames,”  and 
the  action  of  the  Government  inspector  in  the  matter,  witness  referring  however  to 
Professor  Brown  as  competent  to  explain  the  circumstances  in  detail,  Williams  12/16- 
1275. 

Explanation  with  special  reference  to  the  case  of  the  “Joseph  Soames,”  and  the  action 
respectively,  of  the  local  authorities  and  of  witness  in  the  disposal  of  the  carcasses  of  the 
infected  animals ; conclusion  that  no  danger  arose  from  the  carcases  coming  ashore. 

Brown  1,^77-1588.  1976-2001 Further  statement  as  to  the  import  of  cattle  plague 

276  ” , and  aS  t0  tllC  indirect  way  ‘n  which  it  was  conveyed  into  the  country,  ib.  2758- 

Conclusion  as  to  the  cattle  plague  having  been  imported  into  Hull  from  tile  “ Joseph 

soames,  though  the  catile  were  never  landed,  Simonds  3057-3060.  3640-3646 

1 articulars  as  to  the  part  taken  by  witness  and  Professor  Brown,  and  by  the  local 
authorities  in  reference  to  the  “ Joseph  Soames  ” case,  ib.  3652-3658. 

Grounds  for  the  opinion  that  the  cattle  plague  was  imported  into  England  by  the 

cargo  of  the  “Joseph  Soames,”  Jenkins  5952-5 959.  6064-6069 Circumstances  under 

which  the  ship  _ Joseph  Soames”  arrived  at  Hull  with  cattle  plague  011  board  ; difficulty 
as  to  denning  in  what  manner  the  contagion  was  transmitted  to  the  cattle  on  shore, 
Clarke  8557-8567.  * 

Examination  as  to  the  case  of  the  “Joseph  Soames”;  statement  that  the  Customs 
were  responsible  for  permitting  this  vessel  to  enter  the  docks  with  infected  cattle  on 

board,  Roberts  13185-13187.  13190-13209 The  operation  of  the  local  authority 

begins  only  after  the  cattle  are  landed;  repudiation  by  the  local  authority  of  any 
responsibility  with  regard  to  the  “Joseph  Soames,”  ib.  13188,  13189.  13207-13200 
Proceedm§3  threatened  against  the  Hull  corporation  by  the  owner  of  the 
cattle  destroyed  on  board  the  “Joseph  Soames”;  refusal  of  the  corporation  to  pay  on 
the  ground  that  it  did  not  order  the  cattle  to  be  slaughtered,  ib.  13290,  13291. 

4.  Cases  of  Cattle  Plague  in  Ireland : 

Reference  to  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  and  the  steps  taken 

by  witness  for  the  stamping  out  of  the  disease,  Brown  1755-1759 There  were  about 

hfty  animals  lost  altogether  on  this  occasion,  ib.  1757 The  outbreak  was  first  confined 

to  the  noilh  of  Ireland,  and  then  suddenly  appeared  in  Meath,  ib.  1758. 

Further  particulars  of  the  cattle  plague  outbreak  in  Ireland  in  18G6,  and  the  summary 
and  successful  steps  taken  by  Professor  Ferguson  and  witness  for  its  extermination, 
Brown  2016-2029 Probability  that  the  cattle  plague  in  Ireland  was  communicated 

by 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Cattle  Plague— continued. 

4.  Cases  of  Cattle  Plague  in  Ireland — continued, 
by  persons  who  had  recently  been  in  contact  with  diseased  animals  in  Scotland,  Brown 

2082-2086- Facility  with  which  a case  of  cattle  plague  was  stamped  out  at  Enfield 

in  Meath  as  soon  as  it  was  discovered,  Baldwin  443'-  4474-4476- 

Conviction  of  witness  that  there  was  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in  Meath  in  1866, 
though  he  cannot  account  for  its  introduction,  Ferguson  5500-5503. 

Instances  of  cattle  plague  in  1865  among  some  stock  of  witness  which  he  had  sent  to 
Scotland,  Morrow  5615-5621. 


5.  Regulations  and  Restrictions  suggested  for  Application  when  an  Outbreak 
occurs  : 

Proposition  as  regards  cattle  plague,  that  in  addition  to  existing  precautions  there 
should  be  power  in  the  central  department,  through  its  inspectors,  to  compel  the 
slaughter  of  animals  herded  with  infected  ones ; difficulty  and  delay  at  present  on  this 
point,  Williams  296-311. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  as  regards  cattle  plague  that  the  local  authority  or  the 
central  department  should  have  power  to  slaughter  animals  so  far  as  might  be  deemed 
necessary  round  the  infected  area,  Brown  1546“ '562-  1722-1726  Approval  of  a 
radius  of  one  mile  us  the  area  of  an  infected  place  where  there  is  an  occurrence  of  cattle 
plague,  ib.  2416-3418. 

Varying  symptoms  of  cattle  plague ; scientific  knowledge  required  for  its  detection, 

Simonds  3061-3065 Enlarged  powers  of  slaughter  desirable  in  reference  to  cattle 

plague,  ib.  3066,  3067 Opinion  that  it  is  quite  possible  to  get  rid  of  the  cattle  plague 

by  'the  means  adopted  for  tlie  purpose  in  England,  Baldwin  4001—4004  Respects  in 
which  the  restrictions  in  England  in  reference  to  the  cattle  plague  were  at  first  very 
deficient;  good  results  when  they  were  sufficiently  stringent,  ib.  449 5>  4496- 

Approval  of  discretionary  slaughtering  power  in  the  Privy  Council  inspectors  as 

regards  the  cattle  plague,  Stratton  4527“4531-  4594"4599 Better  prevention  of  the 

spread  of  cattle  plague  by  giving  to  the  local  authority  increased  power  of  slaughter,  and 
by  there  being  adequate  compensation,  Fisher  5091-5096. 

Value  of  the  thermometer  in  discovering  incipient  cases  of  cattle  plague  ; explanation 

as  to  its  use,  Gamgee  9471, 9472 Opinion  that  the  most  stringent  measures  should 

be  taken  under  the  Act  with  reference  to  rinderpest,  Lambert  13395-13397- 


C.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee : 

Recommendation  that  the  Privy  Council  should  continue  to  order  the  slaughter  at  the 
landin"  places  of  all  foreign  animals  imported  from  countries  in  which  cattle  plague  exists, 

or  from  which  there  is  reason  to  fear  it  might  be  introduced,  Rep.  iii Conclusion  that 

the  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in  the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire  was  due  to  a cargo  which 
came  to  Hull,  ib. 

Recommended  obligation  upon  the  local  authority  to  order  the  slaughter  of  any  animal 
which  has  been  in  contact  with  an  animal  affected  with  cattle  plague,  Rep.  111  Pro- 
posed discretion  in  the  local  authority  to  order  the  slaughter  of  any  animal  on  any  premises 
adjoining  those  in  which  the  disease  exists,  ib.  iv. 

See  also  Aberdeenshire.  Cheshire.  Compensation.  Foot  and  Mouth  disease,  VI. 

Foreign  Cattle.  Galicia.  Hull.  Infected  Places.  Reports  and  Statistics. 

Russia.  Yorkshire. 


Cattle  Ships : „ , 

1.  As  to  the  Accommodation,  Ventilation,  Sfc.  in  Cattle  Skips  generally,  and 
the  Improvements  required. 

2 .-As  to  the  Cattle  Boats  from  Ireland. 

3.  Question  of  Disease  being  engendered  or  promoted  on  board  Ship. 

4.  Disinfection. 

5.  Advantage  of  Vessels  for  Cattle  exclusively. 

6.  Inspection. 

1.  As  to  the  Accommodation,  Ventilation,  Sfc.  in  Cattle  Ships  generally,  and  the 
Improvements  required: 

Edom  for  improvement  in  the  fittings  and  ventilation  of  the  catflo  ships, 

Improvement  as  regards  disinfection,  ventilation,  space,  &c.  m . ., 

vessels  item  abroad,  owing  to  the  transit  regulations  of  the  Vetermary  Department,  ,b. 

^Information  in  detail  relative  to  the  arrangements  for  the S,nyetn?‘ i .'“tfS 

and  the  provisions  made  on  the  score  of  fittings,  ventilation,  fa.  ; 

reanired.  Brown  .600-1638 Great  difflculty  m improving  the  ventilation  in  the  snips 

S abrofd,  ii  .605-1610— Good  treatment  of  the  cattle  in  the  vessels  from  Den^ 
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Cattle  Ships — continued. 


1.  As  to  the  Accommodation,  Ventilation,  SfC.  in  Cattle  Ships,  8fc. — continued. 

mark,  Brown  1622,  1623;  Simonds  3120 Impracticability  of  ensuring  comfort  at 

sea.  Brown  1704-1706 Much  better  accommodation  and  ventilation  in  the  ships  from 

Spain  than  in  those  from  Germany,  Ireland,  & c.,  ib  1827-1846. 

Further  statement  as  to  the  good  accommodation  on  board  the  Spanish  ships,  and  as 
to  the  expediency  of  improved  ventilation,  See.  in  foreign  ships  generally,  though  not  as 
any  preventive  of  disease,  Brown  2237-2246. 

Better  provision  made  for  foreign  cattle  on  board  ship  since  the  issue  of  the.  transit 

orders  of  the  Privy  Council,  Simonds  3104,  3105.3m Considerable  difficulty  still 

experienced  as  to  the  ventilation  of  some  of  the  vessels  coming  to  the  Thames,  ib.  3106 

3107 Less  satisfactoiy  accommodation  in  the  vessels  to  the  outports  than  to  Loudon* 

ib.  3122-3124. 

Further  statement  relative  to  the  arrangements  as  to  ventilation,  Sec.  in  the  cattle  ships 
coming  to  different  ports  ; difficulty  of  improvement,  Simonds  3316-3322 — Attention 
of  witness  drawn  to  a certain  apparatus  as  effectually  ventilating  the  holds  of  cattle  ships, 
ib.  3543-3547- 

Want  of  much  improvement  in  the  ventilation  of  cattle  ships,  Stratton  4534-4536 

General  condemnation  by  the  Agricultural  Chambers  of  the  ventilatiou  of  the  holds  of 
ships,  Clarke  8225 Decided  opinion  that  cattle  which  are  imported  should  be  con- 

veyed on  the  decks  of  vessels  and  not  in  the  holds,  Adams  10047-10049. 


2.  As  to  the  Cattle  Boats  from  Ireland : 

Steps  taken  also  with  a view  to  the  disinfection,  ventilation.  See.  of  Irish  vessels 

Williams  510-518 Satisfactory  arrangements  on  the  whole  on  board  the  vessels  from 

Ireland,  especially  to  Biisiol,  Brown  1631-1638 Difficulty  in  deciding  where  there  is 

overcrowding  on  board  the  Irish  vessels  to  Bristol,  &c.,  ib.  1678. 

Relative  accommodation  on  board  the  lush  cattle  boats  and  the  Spanish  cattle  boats  • 

very  defective  ventilation  in  the  former,  Baldwin  4254-4259.  4266-4270 Very  bad 

accommodation  and  treatment  of  cattle  in  the  boats  from  Ireland  to  Bristol ; approval  of 
six  hours’  rest  on  arrival,  Stratton  454' “4546.  4705-4707 Statement  of  the  arrange- 

ments for  the  conveyance  of  witness’  cattle  from  Ireland  to  Scotland ; they  are  fed  an d 

watered  before  they  leave,  Morrow  5579,  558o.  5708-5724.  5812-5815 Conveyance 

of  witness  cattle  from  Belfast  to  Glasgow  chiefly  on  deck;  advantage  of  this  arrange- 
ment, ib.  5579,  5580.  ' 0 0 


Unsatisfactory  accommodation  on  board  the  vessels  from  Ireland  to  England,  Jenkins 

593°-5943 Difference  in  ventilation  in  the  holds  of  vessels  when  at'sea  and  when 

coming  up  the  Avon  into  Bristol;  reasons  for  this,  ib.  6115-6122. 

Information  as  to  the  season  for  shipment  of  cattle  to  England,  Guiry  6343-6350 

Favourable  opinion  as  to  the  arrangements  made  for  the  transit  of  cattle  by  steamers  from 
Ireland  to  England  ; belief  that  the  boats  employed  do  not  form  a nucleus  of  disease 

Ltarnett  6452-6464.  6504-6509.  C514,  6515 Method  of  carrying  cattle  in  the  holds  of 

the  steamers;  statement  that  they  are  properly  decks  and  not  holds,  Bent  7206-7212. 
Disagreement  with  Mr.  Jenkins  as  to.  his  unfavourable  reports  upon  the  Irish  cattle 

steamers  ; opinion  in  favour  of  holds  as  compared  with  decks,  for  the  carriage  of  cattle 

Verdon.  797a  7973.  8041-8061 Satisfactory  condition  of  the  cattle  steamers  between 

England  and  Ireland,  Walsh  s 14 Great  sufferings  of  cattle  from  want  of  ventilation 

m coming  from  Ireland  to  Scotland,  McBride  9120-9.28 Cleanliness  of  the  cattle 

ships  between  Waterford  and  Bristol,  Odams  10049 Capital  accommodation  for 

cattle  on  board  the  Irish  steamers,  Lambert  13524-13526. 


3.  Question  of  Disease  being  engendered  or  promoted  on  board  Ship  : 

Possibility  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  being  caught  on  board  the  vessels  from  Ireland, 

ir  they  have  not  been  disinfected,  Williams  543,543 Conviction  that  disease  is  not 

engendered  nor  promoted  by  the  hardships  during  transit,  Brown  1707-170Q Bad 

fittings  and  had  ventilation  on  board  the  Irish  cattle  boats,  but  without  originating  or 
seriously  promoting  infections  disease,-  ib.  1803-1813  .844-186,.  eioo—Almost- 
insuperable  obstacles  to  effectual  experiments  for  proving  whether  disease  is  generated  on 
board  the  ships  from  Ireland;  conviction  that  this  is  not  so,  ib.  2304-2300— Difficulty 
m provmg  that  the  bad  ventilation  and  limited  space  in  the  Irish  cattle  boats  promote 
liability  to  infectious  disease ; manned  danger,  however,  of  the  conveyance  of  pieuro- 
pneumonia  if  it  exists  on  board,  ib.  2594-2600.  J r 

Doubt  as  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  being  caught  to  any  extent  on  board  the  vessels 
from  Ireland,  6. mentis  2994— — lbssent  from  the  view  that  when  animals  have  been  for 
several  hours  unfed  on  board  ships,  there  is  an  increased  tendency  to  infectious  disease, 
ib.  3010-3014.  ’ 

Dissent  from  the  view  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  generated  iu  ships  crossing  the 
channel;  belief  that  it  is  entirely  of  fore.gn  origin,  Baldwin  3827-3832 Indirect 


-Indirect 

way 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


CATTLE  SHIPS. 


659 


Report,  1 873 — continued. 


Cattle  Ships — continued. 

3.  Question  of  Disease  being  engendered  on  board  Ship — continued. 

way  in  which  the  disease  may  be  propagated  on  board  ship,  Baldioin  3975-3977 

Greater  liability  to  the  spread  of  pleura-pneumonia  when  an  infected  animal  is  with 
others  on  board  ship  than  when  it  is  in  a field,  ib.  40x4-4018. 

Unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  arrangements  made  for  the  cattle  traffic  between  England 
and  Ireland  ; likelihood  in  many  cases  of  the  animals  taking  the  disease  in  the  steamers, 

Jenkins  5930-5943 Opinion  that  there- is  not  the  same  danger  of  infection  when  the 

cattle  are  carried  on  deck  as  when  they  are  placed  in  the  ships’  holds,  ib.  6123. 

Examination  as  to  the  evils  attendant  on  transit  of  cattle  by  sea;  prevention  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  to  a great  extent  by  proper  treatment  on  board  vessels,  and  when 
being  conveyed  by  railway,  Odams  10003-100-29.  10031-10036.  10047-10049.10060- 

10080.  10141-10143 Personal  experience  of  witness  as  regards  the  diseases  incident 

10  Irish  cattle ; probability  of  their  being  free  from  disease  when  shipped,  but  inflamma- 
tion foilows  from  their  being  jammed  together  in  transit,  ib.  10050-10059. 


4.  Disinfection : 

Impracticability  of  disinfecting  all  the  sailors  of  cattle  ships,  Williams  1002 

Carelul  disinfection  on  board  the  vessels  to  London,  Brown  1624,  1625 Difficulty  as 

to  the  disinfection  of  Irish  vessels,  ib.  1637 Explanation  on  the  subject  of  disinfection 

not  being  carried  out  on  board  the  Irish  vessels  to  Liverpool,  ib.  1666-1674. 

Considerable  difficulty  as  to  the  disinfection  of  the  vessels,  more  especially  from 
Ireland;  want  of  a system  of  central  inspection  for  this  purpose,  Simonds  3152-3162 

Satisfactory  regulations  now  in  force  in  Ireland  for  the  disinfection  of  cattle  trucks 

and  steamboats,  Ferguson  5306.  5311.  55H~55'7-  55<3i,  55fi2 Opinion  that  the 

beats  aie  not  so  thoroughly  disinfected  as  they  ought  to  be,  Jenkins  6129. 

Information  with  regard  to  the  disinfection  and  whitewashing  of  the  vessels  as  laid 
down  by  the  Order  in  Council;  strong  objection  to  whitewashing  on  account  of  the 
injury  occasioned  to  the  ironwork  thereby,  O'Neill  6684-6698.  6735-6745.  6795-6805. 

6815-6822.  6850-6861 Deputation  to  the  Chief  Secretary  with  a view  to  the 

abolition  of  whitewashing;  high  commercial  standing  of  the  gentlemen  forming  this 
deputation,  ib.  6692,  6693. 

Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  deleterious  effect  of  whitewash  upon  iron  ; efficacy 
of  carbonic  acid  and  water  as  a disinfectant,  O'Neill  6877-6881.  6902-6922.  6954- 

6980.  6982-6985 Impossibility  of  using  a hose  for  the  purpose  of  whitewashing  the 

vessels,  for  the  reason  thar.it  must  be  of  a certain  thickness  to  stick  on  the  sides,  ib. 

6972-6978 Statement  as  to  the  difference  between  the  system  of  cleansing  laid  down 

by  the  Order  in  Council  and  that  previously  adopted  by  witness  ; strong  objection  to  the 
former,  more  especially  as  regards  the  want  of  control  in  its  application,  Dent  7200- 

7202.  7213-7222.  7270-7277 Considerable  deterioration  ol  the  ironworks  of  the 

ships  uy  the  injudicious  use  of  whitewash;  explanation  in  detail  as  to  the  injurious 
effect  of  this  process  of  cleansing,  tii.  7202-7205.  7208-7210.  7237-7244.7259,7260. 

7267-7269 Impracticability  of  strictly  cau-ying  out  the  Order  in  Council,  ib.  7202. 

7207. 

Examination  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Order  in  Council  as  to  whitewashing  the 
vessels  is  carried  out ; evasion  of  the  Order  iu  Council  in  certain  cases,  Dent  7225- 

7236.  7245-7251 Impossibility  of  using  the  whitewash  by  means  of  an  engine,  ib. 

-247 Circumstances  under  which  the  Steamship-owners’  Association  were  consulted 

on  the  subject  of  limewashing,  ib.  725'2_725^ Injudicious  policy  of  treating  vessels 

after  the  fashion  of  cattle  trucks;  careful  manner  in  which  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 

keep  ships,  ib.  7262-72 65 Contention  that  if  the  cleansing  system  of  whitewash  is 

continued,  owners  of  ships  will  charge  much  higher  rates  to  recoup  themselves  for  the 
injury  done  to  the  vessels,  ib.  7270,  727** 

Filthy  state  in  which  steamers  and  railway  trucks  for  the  carriage  of  cattle  are  allowed 
to  remain  ; necessity  of  stringent  regulations  to  prevent  this,  Bolster  7324-7327.  7339, 
7340.  7344-  7517-7566.  75(’<5. 

Letter  from  the  Superintendent,  London  and  North  Western  Railway  Steamboat 
Department,  Holyhead,  dated  7th  May  1873,  relutive  to  the  mode  of  disinfection  of  the 
boats  carrying  cattle,  App.  602. 


5.  Advantage  of  Vessels  for  Cattle  exclusively : 

Decided  improvement  if  cattle  were  not  mixed  with  other  cargo,  Williams  272-277 

Less  difficulty  as  to  boats  for  cattle  exclusively,  if  the  number  of  ports  be  reduced, 

ib.  850-853 Improved  accommodation  and  ventilation  in  vessels  used  exclusively  tor 

c.attie,  Simonds  3107-3110 Difficulty  as  to  the  cleansing  and  disinfection  ot  vessels  m 

which  cattle  are  only  |inrt  of  the  cargo,  ib.  3467,  3468 Desirability  of  sending  special 

.U-  .sf  01,  nice  and  milch  cows  from  Germany;  reasons  for 


steamers  for  the  importation  of  store  cattle  and  m 
separating  the  fat  from  the  store  cattle,  Gebhardt  12759-12761. 
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Cattle  Ships — continued. 

6.  Inspection  ■ 

Advantage  if  the  inspectors  under  the  Privy  Council  had  power  to  go  on  board  the 

cattle  ships,  and  see  to  the  fittings,  &c.,  Williams  704-707 Onus  thrown  eventually 

upon  the  local  authority  as  to  enforcing  the  cleansing  of  cattle  boats,  ib.  846-849 

Inspection  duly  applied  to  the  cleansing  of  the  boats  in  the  foreign  trade,  ib.  854,  855. 
Importance  attached  to  a system  of  central  inspection  of  cattle  boats,  Simonds  3152- 

316*2 Explanation  that  witness  has  not  inspected  any  of  the  Irish  vessels,  ib. 

360a. 

Recommended  inspection  by  officers  under  the  central  authority  of  the  vessels  in  the 
Irish  and  coasting  as  well  as  in  the  foreign  trades.  Rep.  vi. 

See  also  Bristol.  Cruelty.  Disinfection.  Drogheda.  Inspection. 

Cattle  Trucks.  See  Railways. 

Causes  of  Disease.  Concurrence  in  the  view  that  a systematic  and  scientific  inquiry  into  the 

causes  of  cai tie  diseases  is  much  to  be  desired,  Baldwin  4185-41912 Desirability  of 

the  veterinary  department  undertaking  experiments  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 

disease,  its  origin,  &c.,  Jenkins  6147,  61  48 Statement  as  to  the  small  progress  made 

during  the  last  ten  years  in  regard  to  the  knowledge  of  contagious  diseases  of  cattle;  this 
is  mainly  owing  to  the  absence  of  Government  assistance,  McBride  9133-9135. 

. 9348-9352. 

See  also  Cattle  Plague.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease.  Pleuro-Pneurnonia. 

Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture.  Concurrence  in  the  recommendations  of  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  for  dealing  with  cattle  diseases,  Stratton  4517  et  secj, Reso- 

lutions adopted  by  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  on  41b  of  February  in  the  present  jrear; 
explanation  hereon  as  to  the  constitution  and  numbers  of  the  society,  Clarke  8189-8193. 

8-230-8236 Recommendations  of  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  as  regards  sheep-pox 

and  cattle  plague,  ib.  8212-S216. 

Report  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Committee  of  the  Central  Chamber  of 
Agriculture,  as  adopted  and  amended  by  the  Council  on  Tuesday,  41I1  February  1873 ; 
sundry  recommendations  therein  for  preventing  the  import  and  spread  of  disease,  App. 
575,  576. 

Centralisation.  Approval  of  centralisation  so  far  as  seeing  that  the  regulations  are  carried 

out,  Wiliams  1162-1166 Expediency  of  a centralised  system  of  dealing  with  cattle 

diseases  rather  than  a localised  system ; failure  of  the  latter  in  England,  liuldwin  3870- 
3875-  3879.  4054-4058.4062-4064.4159-4198— — Respects  in  which  the  Irish  system 
of  dealing  with  cattle  diseases  is  preferable  to  the  English  system, the  former  being  worked 
entirely  from  central  sources,  Ferguson  4965-4968. 

See  also  Inspection.  Local  Authorities.  Privy  Council.  Veterinary 

Departments. 

Cheshire : 

Good  grounds  for  a certain  complaint  from  Cheshire  as  to  the  want  of  improved  regu- 
lations in  regard  to  cattle  from  Ireland,  Williams  1336-1339 Favourable  opinion  as 

to  the  management  of  the  farms  in  Cheshire,  Jenkins  6034-6040 Evidence  in  support 

of  the  opinion  that  Cheshire  is  not  remarkable  lor  an  advanced  state  of  agriculture, 
Verdon  7187.  7190.  7978-7980 Superiority  of  many  of  the  Irish  counties  in  agricul- 

ture, and  general  management  over  Cheshire,  ib.  7187.  7190. 

Examination  as  to  the  course  adopted  in  Cheshire  in  relation  to  the  cattle  plague ; 
erroneous  statements  made  by  Mr.  Verdon  with  reference  to  the  fanners  and  farming 

of  Cheshire,  Rigby  8754-8757.  8839-8859.  8915-8933.  8995-9014.  9020-9026 

Statement  that  in  Cheshire  the  cattle  plague  lias  been  worse  than  in  any  county  in 
England  ; calculation  that  the  losses  incurred  amounted  to  700,000 1.  or  800,000  /.,  ib. 

8758-8762.  9015 The  disease  was  first  brought  into  the  county  by  some  Dutch  cattle 

sent  from  the  Metropolitan  Market,  ib.  8763-8766. 

Detailed  statement  of  the  average  loss  in  Cheshire  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
and  from  pleuro-pneumonia  during  the  last  three  years  and  a-half,  Rigby  8832-8838. 

8881-8885 Pamphlet  written  by  witness  in  which  are  discussed  the  causes  and 

reasons  why  Cheshire  should  have  been  exceptionally  injured  by  the  cattle  plague,  ib. 

8855-8859.  8892-8909 Large  numbers  of  calves  born  in  Cheshire;  ultimate 

destination  of  these,  ib.  8886-8891. 

Opinion  that  Cheshire  will  always  be  severely  visited  by  the  cattle  plague  on  account 
of  being  so  very  largely  stocked  with  cattle;  the  only  way  to  make  the  county  secure  is 

to  stamp  out  the  disease  whenever  it  first  appears,  Rigby  8902-8905 Belief  that  the 

farmers  in  Cheshire  would  cordially  agree  to  slaughtering  the  cattle,  if  the  plague  were 

to  break  out  again,  ib.  8932-8934 Large  numbers  of  cattle  slaughtered  in  Cheshire 

for 
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Cheshire — continued. 

for  which  no  compensation  was  given:  opposition  to  the  slaughter  ceased  to  a con- 
siderable extent  upon  compensation  being  made,  Rigby  9016-9019. 

Witness,  as  chief  constable  of  Cheshire,,  refers  to  the  Orders  in  Council  in  regard  to  the 
cattle  plague  which  have  been  carried  out  under  his  superintendence,  Smith  10150 

10151 Absence  of  co-operation  between  the  boroughs  in  the  county  as  to  carrying 

out  the  orders;  expediency  of  a county  board  upon  which  the  local  authorities  would  be 

represented,  ib.  10152-10154 Strict  manner  in  which  the  Act  has  been  carried  ..ui  in 

Cheshire ; increase  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  county,  notwithstanding  this 
stringency,  ib.  10155-10158.  10394-10398. 

Examination  as  to  the  means  adopteci  by  the  police  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act;  proceedings  taken  by  the  local  authorities  upon  the  discovery  of  cases  of  disease, 
Smith  10155.  10160,  10161.  10166-10171.  10212-10214.  10229-10243.  10314-10323. 

10424-10427 Statement  that  Cheshire  is  more  free  from  pleuro-pneumonia  at  the 

present  time  than  it  has  been  at  any  previous  period,  ib.  10158,  10159 Considerable 

losses  suffered  by  the  farmers  daring  the  time  of  compulsory  slaughter,  for  which  they 
received  no  compensation  from  Government,  ib.  10188-10204.  10304. 

Information  as  to  the  introduction  of  pleuro-pneumonia  into  Cheshire;  difficulty  of 
detecting  the  disease  until  it  has  arrived  at  an  advanced  stage.  Smith  10278-10285. 

10305-10313 Further  examination  as  to  the  introduction  of  diseased  cattle  into 

Cheshire  from  Ireland;  distinctive  difference  between  the  appearance  of  Welsh  and 
Irish  cattle,  ib.  10399-10410.  10421,  10422 Opinion  that  there  must  be  some  pre- 

disposing cause  for  the  prevalence  ol  cattle  diseases  in  Cheshire,  of  which  there  is  no 
positive  knowledge,  ib.  10411-10416.  10423. 

Unsatisfactory  character  of  the  Cheshire  cattle  farming,  Lambert  13567-13575. 
13645-13647  5 W.  Brown  13901-1 3905- 

Memorial  of  the  court  of  quarter  sessions  for  the  county  of  Chester  to  the  Privy 
Council,  dated  18th  February  1873,  relative  to  the  want  of  sundry  precautions  against 
the  import  of  disease  from  Ireland,  App.  574. 

Clarke,  John  Algernon.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a farmer  in  Lincolnshire,  and 

Secretary  to  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture,  8187,  8188 Resolutions  adopted  by 

the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  on  the  4th  of  February  in  the  present  year ; explanation 
hereon  as  to  the  constitution  and  numbers  of  the  association,  8189-8193.  8230-8236. 

Examination  as  to  the  expediency  of  slaughter  or  quarantine  for  the  prevention  of  the 
spread  of  contagious  diseases;  necessity  for  legislative  enactment  on  the  subject,  8195- 
8205.  8238-8267.  8380-8390.  8310-8314.  8378-8398.  8511-8515.  8553-8573.8582- 

8588 Decided  inexpediency  of  the  discretion  to  slaughter  or  to  admit  animals  on  their 

arrival  in  the  country  being  left. to  the  Privy  Council ; grounds  for  this  opinion,  8199- 
8201.  8204.  8248-8262.  8356.  8379-8398. 

Desirability  of  extending  to  Ireland  the  same  regulations  as  are  in  force  in  England, 

8211.8292 Recommendations  of  the  Chamber  of  Agriculture  as  regards  sheep-pox 

and  cattle  plague,  8212-8216 Insufficiency  of  the  present  regulations  for  1 he  dis- 

infection of  public  conveyances;  dirty  railway  trucks  are  a frequent  source  of  spreading 
disease,  8217-8221.  8536-8552.  8589-8592. 

Expediency  of  stopping  fails  and  markets  in  the  months  of  June  and  July  in  counties 
where  foot  and  mouth  disease  exists ; reasons  for  the  selection  of  these  two  months, 

8222-8224.  8317-8323 General  condemnation  by  the  Agricultural  Chambers  of  the 

ventilation  of  the  bolds  of  ships,  8225 Desirability  of  there  being  two  places  of 

landing  at  ports  in  case  one  should  be  infected,  8226-8229. 

Existence  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  England  since  the  year  1839;  statement 
that  the  disease  was  re-introduced  into  England  in  the  year  1869  by  foreign  cattle,  8269- 
8279 Belief  that  the  disease  was  mainly  exterminated  during  the  cattle  plague  regu- 

lations in  1865  and  1866  ; 8276-8279. 

Contention  that  there  should  be  no  more  restriction  upon  the  importation  of  Irish  cattle 
into  England  than  detention  for  six  hours,  and  certificates  of  health  from  the  port  of 

embarkation,  8291-8294 Stronger  regulations  required  with  regard  to  animals  coming 

from  Holland  than  those  coming  from  Ireland;  reasons  for  this  opinion,  8295-8300. 8315, 

8316 Machinery  for  stamping  out  the  disease  in  Ireland  which  does  not  exist  in 

Holland  ; expediency  of  a system  of  isolation  of  foreign  cattle  to  be  enforced  by  means 
of  inspectors,  8300-8309.  8324-8337. 

Difficulties  of  carrying  out  the  regulations  as  to  isolation  and  slaughter  on  account  of 

the  farmers  hoping  to  remove  disease  by  medical  treatment,  8310-8313 Opinion  that 

the  stoppage  of  the  movement  of  cattle  for  two  months  in  June  and  July,  would  produce 
a marked  repression  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  8317-8323. 

Examination  as  to  the  means  to  be  employed  for  giving  effect  to  the  regulations  with 
regard  to  the  stamping  out  of  the  disease  ; expediency  of  the  appointment  of  qualified 
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Clarke , John  Algernon.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 
inspectors  throughout  the  country  by  the  Privy  Council,  8338-8347.  8459-8472. 

8491-8510 Necessity  of  uniformity  of  action  on  the  part  of  the  inspectors,  8341  \ 

8342. 

Means  by  which  the  local  inspectors  would  discover  the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  belief  in  the  willingness  of  the  farmers  to  submit  to  these  regulations  for  the 

prevention  of  the  spread  of  the  disease,  8347-8355 The  time  during  which  a lair  or 

yard  should  be  liable  to  be  termed  an  “ infected  place”  should  be  decided  by  the  Privy 
Council,  8357-8367. 

Reasons  for  not  including  Scotland  in  the  proposed  regulations  as  to  the  cattle  arriving 

from  Ireland  in  England,  8368-8372 Efficacy  of  a week’s  quarantine  in  arresting 

many  of  the  acule  cases  of  pleuro-pneutnonia,  though  it  would  not  intercept  the  disease 

from  entrance  into  the  kingdom,  8374-8377 Desire  for  slaughter  or  quarantine  is  based 

more  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease  than  upon  pleuro-pneumonia,  8376-8378. 

Statement  that  pleuro-pneumonia  has  not  done  one-fourth  of  the  mischief  that 
has  resulted  from  foot  and  mouth  disease;  examination  as  to  the  losses  of  witness  from 
attacks  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease,  respectively,  8376.  8439-8453. 

8479-8484.  86-28-8635 Practicability  of  providing  sufficient  lairage  at  the  posts  to 

quarantine  a considerable  number  of  animals,  8399-8401. 

Doubtful  propriety  of  permitting  fat  and  slore  cattle  to  be  imported  at  the  same  ports, 

8402,  8403 Contention  that  store  cattle  would  become  plentiful  in  England  if  foreign 

cattle  were  kept  out,  8404-8407 Opinion  that  the  slaughter  of  fat  cattle  at  the  port 

of  debarkation  would  not  be  a hindrance  to  the  trade  in  meat,  8410-8415. 

Diminution  of  store  stock  in  the  United  Kingdom  owing  principally  to  the  prevalence 

of  contagious  disease  and  also  to  the  droughts  of  1868  and  1870;  8416-8423 

Approval  of  slaughtering  all  animals  that  are  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  in  England 
and  allowing  fulT  compensation  ; expediency  of  isolating  those  adjacent  and  inoculating 
them,  8451-8456. 

Further  examination  as  to  carrying  out  the  regulations  with  respect  to  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  necessity  that  the  inspector  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council,  should  be  totally 

independent  of  the  local  authorities,  8458-8472 Additional  explanation  as  to  the 

selection  of  the  months  of  June  and  July  for  prohibiting  movements  of  cattle,  8473- 
8476. 

Information  as  to  the  probable  good  effects  of  inoculation  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia; 

method  by  which  inoculation  is  effected,  8485-8490.  8637-8641 Illustrations  of 

absence  of  uniformity  between  counties  and  boroughs,  8503-8506 Expediency  of 

making  the  Privy  Council  Orders  compulsory  and  not  permissive,  8506-8509 Opinion 

that  in  the  event  of  disease  breaking  out  in  a quarantine  establishment  the  whole  of  the 
animals  should  be  slaughtered  immediately,  851 1-8515.  8588. 

Privations  suffered  by  cattle  upon  long  journeys  as  regards  food  and  water;  instances 
of  show  caitle  belonging  to  Mr.  Walter  Gilbey  being  without  food  or  water  for  more  than 

twenty  hours,  8516-8531 Expediency  of  the  system  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  cattle 

upon  debarkation  being  made  permanent  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  out  disease ; contention 
that  this  regulation  would  greatly  increase  the  quantity  of  meat  and  so  lend  to  reduce  the 
price,  8532-8535. 

Circumstances  under  which  the  ship  “Joseph  Soames”  arrived  at  Hull  with  cattle 
plague  on  board  ; difficulty  as  to  defining  in  what  manner  the  contagion  was  transmitted 
to  the  cattle  on  shore,  8557-8567— — Examination  as  to  the  meat  supply  of  the  country; 
contention  that  the  repression  of  contagious  disease  among  our  own  stock  is  the  easiest 
way  to  add  to  the  supply,  8574-8581.  8642-8647.  8704-8718.  8734.  8743. 

Period  of  incubation  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  about  four  or  five  days  ; personal 

experience  upon  which  the  opinion  is  founded,  8593-8608 Further  examination  as  to 

the  date  at  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  first  appeared  in  this  country;  total  absence  of 
restrictions  with  a view  to  repressing  the  disease  between  the  years  1S39  and  1865; 

8609-8614 Statement  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  the  effect  of  preventing  the 

production  of  store  cattle  on  account  of  its  killing  so  many  calves,  and  deterring  the 
farmers  from  breeding,  8624-8627. 

Examination  as  to  the  loss  which  the  country  has  sustained  by  the  recent  outbreak  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease;  calculation  that  it  has  amounted  to  13,000,000  l.  or  14,000,000/. 

in  one  year,  8648-8686 The  amount  of  animal  food  consumed  in  England  per  year  is 

about  six  and  a half  stone  weight  per  head,  8657 Opinion  that  a butcher  in  buying 

an  animal  would  not  take  into  account  the  fact  that  it  had  suffered  previously  from  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  would  give  the  present  value  of  it,  8687-8692. 

Evidence  in  further  support  of  compulsory  slaughter  or  quarantine  as  regards  cattle 
coming  into  this  country  from  foreign  countries;  opinion  that  this  course  would  encourage 

importers  to  send  more  animals  than  they  do  at  present,  8694-8703.  8719.  8726 

Decrease  in  the  amount  of  meat  imported  in  the  year  1872;  the  probable  reason  is  that 
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Clarke,  John  Algernon.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued.) 
the  foreigner  has  been  also  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  has  not  had  the 

meat  to  send,  8727-8731 Considerable  diminution  in  the  importation  of  Australian 

preserved  meat  in  the  last  few  months  ; opinion  that  the  prospects  of  this  trade  are  very 
Dad  at  the  present  time,  8737-8743. 

Clarke,  J.  A.  Letter  from  Mr.  Clarke  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  dated  17th 
June  1873,  in  explanation  of  certain  evidence  relative  to  the  importation  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  App.  598. 

Clode,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  Secretary  of  the  Census  Department,  and 

also  one  of  the  Superintendents  of  the  Registrar  General’s  Department,  9397,  9398 

Was  in  charge  of  the  Statistical  branch  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Department  in  1866-67, 

and  found  it  in  much  confusion;  he  left  it  in  better  working  order,  9399-9403 

Compilation  by  witness  of  the  Statistical  Report  for  the  Cattle  Hague  Department  in 

1867,  which  was  published  as  an  Appendix  to  Dr.  William’s  Report,  9404-9407 

Opinion  that  the  present  Veterinary  Department  might  with  advantage  be  transferred 

to  the  Local  Government  Board;  reasons  for  this  conclusion,  9411-9417.  9424 

Information  as  to  the  position  which  Dr.  Farr  holds  in  the  office  of  the  Registrar  General, 
9418-9423. 

[Second  Examination.]— Additional  statement  as  to  the  special  duties  devolving  upon 

Dr.  Farr,  the  Superintendent  of  Statistics,  10444-10448 Comparison  drawn  between 

the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Veterinary  Department  and  those  of  the  Registrar 
General’s  Department;  contention  that  the  salaries  of  the  latter  department  are  not  so 
high  as  those  of  the  former,  10449-10463.  10469-10480.  10503,  10504. 

Examination  in  support  of  the  statement  that  Dr.  Williams  was  not  justified  in  delaying 
for  three  years  the  report  drawn  up  by  witness  on  the  subject  of  the  catile  disease, 

10464-10468.  10481-10502 Complaint  by  witness  as  to  the  limitation  by  Dr.  Williams 

of  his  duties  in  connection  with  the  information  to  be  given  as  to  the  progress  and  extent 
of  the  Cattle  Plague,  10486-10502. 

Colonies.  Explanation  as  to  the  different  modes  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  may 
have  been  conveyed  to  the  Colonics;  principle  of  infection  necessarily  involved,  Baldwin 
4390-4393.4415,4416.  4497. See  also  Australia.  Canada.  New  South  Wales. 

Compensation  ( Compulsory  Slaughter)  : 

1.  Concurrence  of  Evidence  as  to  the  Expediency  of  Compensation  for  Diseased 

Animals  slaughtered. 

2.  Suggestions  as  to  the  Amount  of  Compensation. 

3.  Source  whence  Compensation  should  he  defrayed. 

4.  Obstacles  to  Compensation  on  a very  large  Scale. 

5.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee. 

1.  Concurrence  of  Evidence  as  to  the  Expediency  of  Compensation  for  Diseased 

Animals  slaughtered : 

Effect  of  compensation  in  inducing  owners  of  infected  cattle  to  report  the  cases  of 

disease,  Williams  830 Policy  of  ample  compensation  of  farmers  for  slaughtered  animals, 

as  otherwise  the  cases  of  infection  will  probably  not  be  reported,  ib.  877-887. 

Comparatively  small  cost  involved  in  the  compensation  of  owners  for  all  animals 

killed  on  account  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Baldwin  3816.  3830,  3831 Concurrence 

in  the  view  as  to  the  expediency  of  compensation  for  animals  slaughtered  in  respect  of 
pleuro-pneumonia,  Baldwin  3855-3864.  3870-3S75.  4024-4028;  Hunting  4S00.  4805- 
4808;  Walsh  8081-8083.  8110-8113;  Clarke  8451-8456. 

Interest  of  the  public  in  giving  adequate  compensation  for  infected  animals  slaughtered; 

interest  on  the  score  of  price  as  well  as  of  quality,  Baldwin  4136  -4141 Anticipated 

failure  of  any  legislation  which  does  not  proceed  upon  the  b'asis  of  adequate  compensation 
for  animals  slaughtered  on  the  score  of  disease,  ib.  4477-4480. 

Approval  of  a fair  compensation  being  p:iid  for  cattle  in  the  case  of  compulsory  slaughter, 

Garnett 2501,  2502 Expediency  of  giving  compensation  to  owners  who  should  report 

as  to  disease,  O'Neill  6720,  6721 Necessity  for  a liberal  compensation  for  slaughtered 

animals  with  a view  to  an  early  discovery  of  disease,  Smith  10266-10273 — —Unwilling- 
ness of  the  farmers  to  report  the  existence  of  disease,  obviated  by  allowing  a liberal 
compensation,  Goodlet  11629,  11630.  11674-11677.  11680. 

2.  Suggestions  as  to  the  Amount  of  Compensation  : 

Opinion  that  the  full  value  should  not  be  paid  as  compensation  in  all  cases  where 
animals  are  slaughtered  for  cattle  plague,  Williams  312-317' Check  to  pleuro- 

pneumonia by  giving  full  compensation  for  each  animal  that  is  diseased,  provided  it  be 

at  once  slaughtered,  Brown  1528-1539 Consideration  of  the  detailed  arrangements 

desirable  on  the  score  of  compensation  for  the  slaughter,  respectively,  of  diseased 
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Compensation  ( Compulsory  Slaughter) — continued. 

2.  Suggestions  as  to  the  Amount  of  Compensation — continued. 

animals,  and  of  those  herded  with  them.  Brown  2364-235)6.  2681-2686 Liberal 

compensation  suggested  in  cases  of  slaughter  on  account  of  cattle  plague,  Simonds 
3068-3070. 

Question  considered  whether  the  principle  of  self-interest  would  not  be  destroyed  if  the 
full  value  of  the  uni  trials  killed  were  given  to  the  owners  ; advocacy  nevertheless  of  full 

compensation,  Baldwin  3862-3864.  3886-3S99 Evidence  to  the  effect  that  as  regards 

compensation,  the  justice  of  the  case  would  be  met  by  giving  the  funner  two-thirds  of  the 
value  of  each  infected  animal  killed,  and  the  full  value  of  each  animal  killed  in  the  first 

stage  of  infection,  ih.  4040-4053 Expediency  of  the  compensation  never  exceedin'' 

the  proper  value  of  the  animal  killed,  ib.  4194— — In  compensating  for  slaughtered 
animals  where  there  is  pletiro-pneuraonia,  the  value  of  the  herd  should  be  taken  as  that 
after  the  outbieak  of  the  disease,  ib.  4299-4302. 

Explanation  of  witness’  views  as  to  the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  awarded  when 
animals  are  slaughtered  as  a check  to  the  spiead  of  cattle  plague,  &c.,  Stratton  4666- 

4677 Expediency  of  the  full  value  being  paid  wdien  animals  in  contact  with  cattle 

plague  arc  slaughtered,  whilst  three-fourths  should  be  paid  for  those  actually  diseased 

Fisher  5080-5087.  5244-5249 Opinion  that  half  value  or  compensation  should  be 

given  when  an  animal  suffering  from  pleuro-pnetimonia  is  slaughtered,  and  t.iat  full  value 
should  be  given  for  any  animals  slaughtered  which  have  only  been  in  contact  with  the 
disease,  Morrow  5781-5790. 

Expediency  of  giving  larger  compensation  than  at  present  in  the  case  of  compulsory 

slaughter,  Jenkins  6136-6140 Undoubted  necessity  of  giving  high  compensation  for 

compulsory  slaughter ; opinion  that  the  full  value  should  not  be  given  as  it  mio-ht  lead  to 
jobbery,  Guiry  6240-6249.  6308-6311 Contention  that  the  payment  oAhll  com- 

pensation to  the  farmers  for  compulsory  slaughter  would  not  induce  recklessness  as  to 
disease.  Bolster  7365-7370.  7391,  7392.  7442 Further  examination  as  to  the  com- 

pensation to  be  allowed  lor  compulsory  slaughter;  opinion  that  no  allowance  should  be 
made  for  the  carcase,  but  that  it  should  be  buried,  skin  and  all,  ib.  7506-7515. 

Expediency  of  giving  full  compensation  for  compulsory  slaughter,  Vcrdon  782 1-7824  > 

Lepper  10815-108!  8 Compensation  should  be  paid  for  animals  which  have  been 

slaughtered  to  the  extent  of  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  their  value,  Rigby  S774 

Further  statement  as  to  the  compensation  to  be  paid  to  owners  of  slaughtered  animals- 
expediency  of  compensating  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  loss,  ib.  8960-896S. 

Desirability,  in  the  case  of  slaughter,  of  giving  full  compensation  for  healthy,  and  half 
compensation  for  diseased  animals;  contention  that  an  arrangement  of  this  character 

would  induce  farmers  to  report  all  cases  of  disease,  McBride  § 114,  9115.  9228-9238 

Expediency  of  liberal  compensation  in  the  case  of  compulsory  slaiuihter;  belief  that  full 
compensation  would  not  induce  the  farmers  to  be  reckless  of  the  disease,  Goodlet  11597- 

11600.  11629.  11675 Opinion  that  the  owner  should  be  compensated  for  compulsory 

slaughter  to  the  extent  of  only  about  one-half  of  the  value,  Stewart  t 1773—11778.  11890— 
11896. 

Expediency  of  giving  compensation  to  the  extent  of  three -fourths  of  the  value  for 

compulsory  slaughter,  Milne  12120-12128 Suggested  compensation  to  the  extent  of 

two-thirds  of  the  value  in  the  case  ef  compulsory  slaughter;  belief  that  without  such 

compensation  farmers  will  not  report  the  existence  of  disease,  Lambert  13452-13454 

Decided  expediency  of  awarding  a high  rate  of  compensation  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
an  early  discovery  of  disease  in  the  case  of  cattle  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
lhojnson  11267-11271.  11282-11290.  11458-11460. 

3.  Source  token  Compensation  should  be  defrayed : 

Conclusion  that  slaughter  being  for  the  national  good  the  compensation  should  be  paid 

by  the  Exchequer,  Fisher  5088-5090 Expediency  of  paying  compensation  out  of  the 

Impertai  Exchequer,  or  out  of  a poll  rate  upon  every  head  of  cattle  in  Great  Britain, 

10204.  10304 Examination  upon  the  question  of  compensation  for  compulsory 

slaughter  and  the  source  of  payment;  expediency  of  Government  giving  compensation 
conjointly  with  an  insurance  society,  Denclifield  1 1027-11034.  11045-11055. 

4.  Obstacles  to  Compensation  on  a very  large  Scale : 

Difficulty  as  to  the  provision  of  compensation  on  a large  scale  for  slaughtered  animals, 

Ferguson  4923.  4949,  4950 Further  consideration  of  the  difficulty  on  the  score  of 

compensation  under  a system  of  compulsory  slaughter,  ib.  5060-5065. 

Evidence  in  further  explanation  of  witness’  objections,  on  the  score  of  compensation, 
to  an  extensive  system  of  slaughtering  for  pleuro-pneumonia;  admission  however  that  the 
spread  of  the  disease  can  best  be  checked  thereby,  Ferguson  5431-5434.5443-5446. 


5.  Conclusions 
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Compensation  ( Compulsory  Slaughter ) — continued. 

5.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee : 

Recommendations  by  the  Committee  to  the  effect  that  compensation  be  given  for 
animals  slaughtered  in  respect  of  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  sheep-pox,  Rep. 

iv Conclusion  as  to  the  expediency  of  a higher  rate  of  compensation  for  animals 

slaughtered  for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ih.  v Recommendation  that  the  local  authority 

be  empowered  to  grant  compensation  to  an  extent  not  exceeding  three-fourths  of  the  loss 
sustained  by  the  owner,  provided  that  it  does  not  exceed  25 1.  for  any  animal,  ih.  v. 

Compulsory  Slaughter.  See  Compensation.  Cattle  Plague.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease 
Pleuro-pneumonia.  Slaughter. 

Concealment  of  Disease.  See  Compensation.  Fines  and  Penalties. 

Confiscation  ( Diseased  Animals).  Respects  in  which  a power  of  confiscation  of  diseased 
cattle  at  the  port  of  landing  would  be  exceedingly  salutary, .Ferguson  5447-5454.  54S9- 

5493. -Disapproval  of  the  confiscation  of  any  animal  which  was  found  diseased  at  the 

shipping  port  in  Ireland,  Gniry  6228-6230 Objection  to  the  regulation  by  which  an 

animal  found  to  be  diseased  on  landing  is  declared  contraband  and  seized  by  the  Customs, 
O'Neill  6759-6769.  6885-6887.  6981'.  6986. 

Connaught.  Singularly  healthy  character  of  the  cattle  in  the  province  of  Connaught, 

Verdun  7983-7985 Connaught  is  the  principal  rearing  place  for  stock,  Walsh  8152, 

8*53- 

Consuls’  Reports.  Useful  reports  from  the  consuls  abroad  as  to  the  existence  of  cattle 
plague;  check  thereby  upon  infected  cargoes,  as  in  die  case  of  Russia,  Williams  856- 
861. 

Contagion  or  Infection.  See  Cattle  Plague,  I.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  11,  1-3. 
Pleuro-pneumonia,  1. 

Cornwall.  Considerable  importation  of  cattle  into  Cornwall  from  Ireland  and  from  Spain, 
Duckham  9791-9795. 

County  Authorities.  See  Local  Authorities. 

Cruelty  ( Shipment,  and  Landing  of  Cattle).,  Check  upon  unnecessary  cruelty  in  the  landing 

of  animals  if  an  inspector  were  always  present,  Brown  1675-1677 Evidence  relative  to 

the  ill-treatment  of  Irish  cattle  during  the  process  of  shipment  and  of  debarkation; 
satisfactory  result  of  the  measures  adopted  for  preventing  the  barbarities  formerly 

practised,  Ferguson  5326-5341 Presence  of  police  when  Irish  cattle  are  being  shipped ; 

check  thereby  to  cruelly,  ib.  5327-5332 Cruel  character  of  cattle  drovers,  ib.  5371. 

Copy  of  report  on  cruelty  io  animals  on  their  being  shipped,  sent  to  constabulary  and 
Dublin  metropolitan  police  for  their  information  and  guidance,  App.  625-627. 

Police  reports  in  September  and  October  1870,  relative  to  the  treatment  of  cattle  on 
shipment  at  North  Wall,  App.  627,  628. 

See  also-  Cattle  Ships.  Drovers.  Railways.  Watering  of  Cattle. 

Customs  Officers.  Slight  advantage  of  compulsory  notice  to  the  local  veterinary  inspector 
upon  the  arrival  of  each  cargo;  duties  of  the  Customs  officers  adverted  to  hereon, 

Williams  774-788.  9 1 7 Valuable  check,  through  the  veterinary  inspectors  and  through 

the  Customs  officers,  upon  diseased  animals  being  passed  into  the  country  from  the 
outports,  ib.  993-1001. 

D. 

Dairies.  Considerable  difficulty  in  respect  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  London  dairies, 

obstacles  to  any  satisfactory  inspection,  Brown  2465-2479 Reasons  for  the  great 

spread  of  pleuro-pneumonia  through  the  London  dairies,  ib.  2601-2607. 

Liability  of  old  dairy  cows  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  Baldwin  3847-3852 Concentra- 

tion of  disease  in  the  dairies  in  Dublin,  London,  and  other  large  towns,  ib.  4247-4250 

Belief  as  to  the  inaccuracy  of  a return  prepared  by  Professor  Ferguson,  winch  states 

that  only*  ten  animals  were  slaughtered  on  account  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  Dublin 
dairies,  ib.  4484-449:. 

Evil  of  town  dairies  as  centres  for  the  propagation  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  McBride 
gi  16-9119 ; Gamgee  9439,  9440. 

See  also  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease.  Pleuro-pneumonia. 

Dead  Meat: 

1.  As  to  the  Import  of  Dead  Meat,  in  lieu  of  Live  Cattle,  from  Abroad  and 

from  Ireland. 

2.  As  to  the  Conveyance  of  Dead  Meat  by  Railway  from  Aberdeen  to  London 

and  from  the  Ports  to  the  Interior. 
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Bead  Meat  : 


1.  As  to  the  Import  of  Bead  Meat,  in  lieu  of  Live  Cattle,  from  Abroad  and  from 
Ireland : J 

Probable  tendency  to  reduction  of  price  if  dead  meat  were  imported  instead  of  the  live 

animal,  Williams  1213 Consideration  of  the  statistics  as  to  the  import  of  dead  meat 

of  different  kinds;  large  increase  of  Australian  preserved  meat,  ib.  1297-1314 

Obstacles  to  a dead  meat  trade  between  Tonning  and  London ; considerable  trade  how- 
ever between  Aberdeen  and  London,  the  voyage"  being  only  a few  hours  shorter,  Brown 

2325-2344 Disapproval  of  all  import  being  confined  to  dead  meat,  Simonds  3000 

3100. 

Advocacy  of  a system  whereby  the  animals  should  be  killed  before  shipment  and 

imported  as  dead  meat,  Baldwin  4031-4039 Opinion  that  the  exportation  of  store 

stock  into  England  may  well  be  prohibited,  and  that  meat  should  only  come  in  as  dead 

meat,  ib.  4126-4128 Expectation  that  by  improved  refrigeration,  See.,  dead  meat  may 

in  course  of  time  be  much  more  extensively  imported  into  England,  ib.  4205-4211 L 

Objection  to  insisting  upon  the  cattle  from  Ireland  to  England  going  as  dead  meat,  though 
if  the  meat  supply  could  come  successfully  in  this  shape  generally  it  would  be  very  desir 
able,  ib.  4218-4220.  " ' 

Advisability  of  a dead  meat  market  in  consequence  of  the  risk  to  graziers  and  breeders 

of  loss  by  iransit  from  Ireland  to  England,  Guiry  6231-6234 Endeavours  of  witness 

for  several  years  past  to  introduce  fresh  meat  transport  wiih  a view  of  doing  away  with 

importation  of  live  animal?.,  Gamgee  9493-9498 Countries  from  which  dead  meat 

would  be  imported  in  the  event  of  the  live  trade  being  stopped  ; means  by  which  dead 

meat  would  be  preserved  upon  long  voyages,  ib.  9769-9778 Desirability  of  turning 

the  whole  of  the  foreign  trade  into  a dead  meat  trade;  great  loss  resulting  from  the 
transit  of  live  cattle  from  the  ports  of  landing  to  their  destination,  Odams  1000a.  10082. 

Large  amount  of  dead  meat  imported  from  the  Continent;  statement  that  this  trade 
<muld  not  be  carried  on  with  advantage  when  the  voyage  is  longer  than  thirty-six  hours 

Eobvnon  10603-10612.  10659-10663.  10702-10705 The  tendency  of  the  London 

trade  is  towards  the  dead  m.  at  trade ; expediency  for  that  reason  of  all  the  foreign  cattle 
being  sent  to  Deptford,  ib.  10746-10757. 

Examination  with  regard  to  the  importation  of  dead  meat  from  abroad ; statement 
that  the  supply  depends  a good  deal  upon  the  period  of  the  year,  Gebliardt  12939-12953 
Additional . examination  with  refervnee  to  the  dead  meat  trade;  disadvantage'  at 
Deptford  in  killing  the  animals  in  hot  weather,  whilst  they  will  not  keep  over  Saturday 
night,  ib.  12978-12994.  13011-13043.  r J 


2.  As  to  the  Conveyance  of  Bead  Meat  by  Railway  from  Aberdeen  to  London  and 
from  the  Ports  to  the  Interior : 

Examination  as  to  the  comparative  cost  of  sending  up  live  cattle  and  dead  meat  from 
Aberdeen  to  London;  comparison  of  the  charges  by  sea  and  rail,  Thomson  11345-11361. 

H392-1 1405  11897-1 1911.  11926-11934 Large  quantities  of  dead  meal  sent  to 

Loudon  from  Aberdeen  by  the  butchers  ; danger  of  the  meat  suffering  depreciation  during 

very  hot.  weather,  ib.  1191 2-1 i 925 Evidence  in  favour  generally  of  sending  to  London 

dead  meat  instead  of  live  animals,  ib.  11935—11947. 

Losses  incurred  m sending  dead  meat  into  the  interior  of  the  country  in  the  summer 
weather;  impossib.luy  ot  making  {he  best  of  the  offal , Hodgetts  12610-12617.  12622- 
12625.  12628-12637  12702,  12703.  12712-12716 Statement  that  a change  from  the 

r«r,he  «e“d  “i  trade  would  not  do  for  the  West  Bromwich  district  at  all, 
ib.  12658-12666.  12690-12698.  12712-12716. 

Great  difficulty  in  carrying  dead  meat  from  the  port  of  entry  into  the  interior  on 
a^nt  pftheliad  condlt!°n  «f  the  cattle  upon  landing;  expediency  of  cattle  being  fairly 

bfore,  ,b<allK  slaughtered,  GMardt  10750-10754 Stroig  disapproval  of  com- 

pu.sory  slaughter  at  the  ports  ol  arrival;  considerable  losses  incurred  from  sending  dead 

meat  into  the  interior  after  slaughter  at  the  ports,  il.  12766-12780 Irregularity  of 

a“  at“i,t,0"al  the  way  of  sending  meat  into  the  interior^. 

Statement  as  to  the  loss  which  results  from  sending  dead  meat  by  rail  in  the  hot 
i fi  !el  s ■1|d'2^^1  bb20  — 1 Conclusion  that  it  costs  twice  as  much  to*transport  a 

b“a‘  h,!  m as  ‘‘ d°es  when  alree,  Woodcock  13806-13809.  13838 Statement 

hv  rail  fr  Ti  n ‘ in  w nc  tederd  meal  is  taken  away  from  markets  and  is  conveyed 

by  rail  from  Hull,  &c.;  considerable  deterioration,  W.  Brown  13860-13860.  13886-13808. 

he3,9J.;„  ?89.3!-'  I3E,f.?_i39?4-  Absence  of  competition  in  Lancashire 

between  the  live  cattle  trade  and  the  dead  meat  trade,  il.  13906-13911. 

Lmcashin-  Liverpool  Meat  Supply.  Offal. 


Dealers  and  Jobbers.  Objection  to  a.  proposal  for  imposing  a license  upon  cattle  dealers  or 

jobbers  in  Ireland,  Broum  1816-1800 Examination  Is  to  the  grounds  to  witness” 

apprehensions 
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Dealers  and  Jobbers — continued. 

apprehensions  aa  to  Irish  dealers  exporting  infected  cattle  to  England,  in  the  absence  of 
stringent  regulations  on  this  side,  Simonds  3662-3675.  3680,3681. 

Undue  number  of  jobbers  in  Ireland,  Baldwin  4108-4112 Defence  of  the  placing 

of  some  restriction,  as  by  a license,  upon  small  jobbers  in  Ireland  of  the  farming  class, 

ib.  4212-4218.  4221-4224 Witness  further  submits  that  much  evil  arises  from  jobbers, 

as  regards  the  spread  of  cattle  disease,  and  that  this  class  should  be  licensed,  ib.  4358- 

4363- 

Practice  of  Irish  jobbers  as  to  buying  diseased  stock  and  sending  it  to  England, 

Baldwin  44S2-4484 ; Jenkins  6027-6033 Expediency  of  jobbers  and  dealers  being 

licensed,  fisher  5166-5173 Propriety  of  licensing  cattle  dealers  after  the  same  manner 

as  horse  dealers,  Lepper  10831.  10803-10876.  10887. 

See  also  Licenses. 

Denchfield,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a grazier  living  near  Aylesbury,  and 

also  carries  on  the  business  of  a salesman  in  London,  1 0969-10972.  1 0990 Considerable 

experience  of  witness  as  regards  the  foot  and  month  disease ; suggestions  as  to  the 
correct  treatment  of  animals  suffering  from  the  disease,  10973-10988,  10991-10997. 
11073-11080.11102,11103.11147-11149.11160-11168. 

Decided  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  can  be  exterminated  in  this  country  by 
the  adoption  of  stringent  regulations  for  stopping  the  movement  of  diseased  animals 

10988,  10989 Calculation  that  ihe  loss  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  about  4 l.  per 

head  on  the  carcass;  considerable  loss  in  milk,  10992-10995,  11056-11072.  11135- 
11138. 

Regulations  necessary  for  preventing  the  spread  of  foot  and  month  disease  ; expediency 
of  isolation  as  a means  to  tins  end,  10998-11006.  11118-11128 Opinion  that  pleuro- 

pneumonia is  on  the  decrease;  expediency  of  slaughtering  the  animals  affected  with  this 

disease,  11007-11025.  11035-11042 Contention  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  a disease 

of  foreign  origin,  1 1021-11025. 

Examination  as  to  giving  compensation  for  compulsory  slaughter  ; expediency  cf  giving 
compensation  conjointly  with  an  insurance  society,  11027-11034.  11045-111*55 State- 

ment that  the  Metropolitan  Market  has  been  of  late  comparatively  free  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease;  opinion  that  where  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  appeared  in  the  market, 
it  has  developed  itself  after  the  animals  left  the  waterside,  11081-11096. 

Belief  that  all  large  markets  are  centres  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  1 1097-1 1099 

Virulent  character  of  the  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Germany  in  the  year 
1872  ; effect  of  this  outbreak  upon  English  cattle,  11104-11112.  11139-11146.  11150- 

11159 Notice  given  in  the  county  to  the  police  to  stop  the  movement  of  infected 

cattle;  opinion  that  there  is  not  much  concealment  of  disease  in  the  country,  11129- 
H134. 

Fallacious  character  of  the  treatment  which  allows  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  cure 
itself  without  some  remedial  process,  11160.  11165. 

Denmark.  Careful  treatment  of  cattle  in  the  vessels  from  Denmark,  Brown  1622,  1623; 

Simonds  3120 Import  of  12,543  cattle  from  Denmark  in  1872,  as  compared  with  an 

import  of  6,815  in  1871,  Gehhardt  13105. 

Dent,  Captain  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  Marine  Superintendent  for  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway  Company’s  Steamers  between  Dublin  and  Holy- 
head,  7198,  7199 Statement  as  to  the  difference  between  the  system  of  cleansing 

' laid  down  by  the  Order  in  Council  and  that  previously  adopted  by  witness  ; strong- 
objection  to  the  former,  more  especially  as  regards  the  want  of  control  in  its  application, 

7200-7202.  7213-7222.  7270-7277 Considerable  deterioration  of  the  iron  work  of  the 

ships  by  the  injudicious  use  of  whitewash ; explanation  in  detail  as  to  the  injurious 
effect  of  this  process  of  cleansing,  7202-7205.  7208-7210.  7237-7244.  7259,  7260. 

7267-7269 Impracticability  of  strictly  carrying  out  the  Order  in  Council,  7202- 

7207. 

Method  of  carrying  cattle  in  the  holds  of  the  steamers ; statement  that  they  are  properly 

decks  and  not  holds,  7206-7212 Examination  as  to  the  manner  in  Which  the  Order 

in  Council  as  to  whitewashing  the  vessels  is  carried  out;  evasion  of  the  order  in  certain 

cases,  7225-7236.  7245-7251 Impossibility  of  using  the  whitewash  by  means  of  an 

engine,  7247 Circumstances  under  which  the  Steamship  Owners  Association  were 

consulted  on  the  subject  of  liuie-washing,  7252-7258. 

Injudicious  policy  of  treating  vessels  after  the  fashion  of  cattle  trucks;  careful  manner 
in  which  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  keep  ships,  7262-7265 — : — Explanation  as  to  the 

materials  of  which  limewash  and  whitewash  are  constituted,  7265,  7266- Contention 

that  if  the  cleansing  Bystem  with  whitewash  is  continued,  owners  of  ships  will  charge 
much  higher  rates  for  cattle  to  recoup  themselves  for  the  injury  done  to  the  vessels,  7270, 
7271. 

363-  4 s 3 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


66S 


DE  P 


DRO 


E-eport,  1873 — continued. 


Deptford  Market  ( Foreign  Cattle): 

Twofold  inspection  of  foreign  cattle  at  Deptford,  Williams  333,  334 Conclusion  as 

to  Deptford  not  paying-  well  as  an  investment,  ib.  963.  966-968. 

Approval  of  the  present  arrangements  at  Deptford  as  to  slaughtering,  Brown  1572 

1573 Very  convenient  arrangements  at  Deptford,  all  that  is’ required  beino-  direct 

railway  communication  ; belief  tlmt  the  Corporation  do  not  get  a good  return  ior  their 
outlay  in  the  market,  ib.  2507-2510,  2805-2810.  2880-2882— Doubt  as  to  there  beino- 
much  import  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Hamburgh  to  the  Deptford  Market  at  the 
present  time,  ib.  2511-2515.  2811,  2812. 

Doubt  as  to  the  sending  of  scheduled  cattle  to  Deptford  having  had  any  effect  on  the 

price,  Simonds  3327“333° Improvement  desirable  at  Deptford  by  bringing  railway 

communication  into  the  market,  ib.  3518-3526.  0 J 

Yv  itness  as  clerk  i>f  the  Deptford  Market  explains  the  capacity  of  the  market  as  regards 

oven  and  sheep  respectively,  Phi /cox  4311,  4312 He  is  not  aware  that  importers  are 

dissatisfied  with  the  market,  ib.  4311,  43^ Increased  railway  communication  with 

the  maiket  is  desirable  ; particulars  hereon,  ib.  4313-4341 No  inconvenience  arises  as 

regards  the  carting  away  of  the  offal,  ib.  4334-4336. 

Improper  manner  in  which  the  regulations  as  to  disinfection  are  carried  out  in  Dept- 
ford, Gamyee  9466. 9570-9574.  9725 Absence  of  country  buyers  at  Deptford  on  account 

of  the  disadvantage  in  carrying  dead  meat,  Gebhardt  12915-12919 Statement  that  the 

cattle  imported  by  witness  in  the  year  1866  were  not  killed  at  the  landing  place  as  a 
resu't  of  the  restrictions,  but  were  brought  into  the  market,  ib.  12920-12925— —Informa- 
tion as  to  the  average  expenses  at  the  Metropolitan  Market  at  Deptford,  ib.  12927- 
l2937 ——Evidence  in  support  of  the  objection  to  making  Deptford  a dead  meat  maiket 

tb.  12978-12994.  13011-13043 Foot  and  mouth  disease  always  present  in  the’ 

Deptford  Market  on  account  of  its  being  never  clean,  ib.  13092-13098. 

Statement  of  the  amount  of  tolls,  dues,  and  payments  received  at  the  Foreign  Cattle 
Market  at  Deptford  during  the  year  1872,  App.  580. 

Disinfection.  Practice  as  to  disinfecting  the  landing-places  where  diseased  cattle  have 

been  disembarked,  B illiams  1003,  1004 Necessity  of  the  disinfection  of  inspectors 

after  they  have  been  among  infected  cattle,  Brown  1786,  1787 Increased  cost  to  the 

consumer  by  increased  outlay  in  disinfection  of  steamers,  &c.,  ib.  2843,  2844 Expe- 

diency of  a double  disinfection  of  railway  trucks,  steamboats,  lairs,  &'c. , Stratton  lass 
4526.  4577,  4578.  4630.  4698.  40 

Regulations  recently  carried  out  in  Ireland  for  enforcing  the  disinfection  of  railway 
trucks  ami  vessels ; legal  proceedings  lately  taken  on  the  score,  Ferguson  5306.  5311. 
5514-551 7-  5501,  5502— —Statement  that  the  Order  in  Council  as  to  wliitevvashino- 
applies  to  railway  companies  as  well  as  to  steam  companies  ; this  regulation  not  so  rigidly 
enforced  in  the  case  of  railways  as  of  cattle  vessels,  O'Neill  6852,  6853. 

Decided  opinion  that  railway  trunks  and  steam  vessels  should  be  thoroughly  disinfected 

each  lime  that  they  convey  cattle  or  sheep,  Verden  7154 Injurious  effect  of  lime- 

water  when  used  as  a disinfectant,  ib.  7 1 25,  71  sd Explanation  as  to  the  materials  of 

which  lime  wash  and  whitewash  are  constituted,  Dent  7265,  7266. 

Insufficiency  of  the  present  regulations  for  the  disinfection  of  public  conveyances: 
diny  railway  trucks  are  a frequent  source  of  spreading  disease,  Clarke  8589-8592 

expediency  of  appointing  a Government  inspector  to  see  to  the  proper  disinlect.iug  of 
railway  trucks,  and  also  of  markets  and  fairs,  McBride  9105-0110;  Duckham  9828- 

9b3i- 99’3-9920 Expediency  of  power  being  given  under  the  Act  for  disinfecting 

premises,  and  separating  diseased  from  healthy  animals,  Stewart  1 1862-1 1872. 

Approval  generally  by  the  Committee  of  the  present  Orders  in  Council  on  the  score  of 
disinfection,  Rep.  \i. 

See  also  Cattle  Ships,  4.  Fairs  and  Martels,  5,  Railways. 

Downshlre.  Very  good  cattle  sept  from  the  oounty  Down  to  Carlisle,  Morrow  5818,  5819. 

ftp Des<="'pti°n  of  the  ships  employed  by  the  Drogheda  Steam 
afrnr  fheCcTffT  yh-f0r  “fvants  of  the  company  sent  with  each  ship  to  look 

hH  te  method  d'PP,ed’  °N:,U-  606*iae9-  6755-6758.  6944-695= Examination  as 

ui  .r  St  Ul  t'i,l,'I,fT!S  oaltle  ,n  the  llolds  of  *e  vessels;  statement  that  the 
ST,  hKe0de*  for  tde  conveyance  of  cattle,  ib.  6670-6679.  6708.  6746- 

fhe^ves.elfi  " ^ ’ 1 2?~6838- 6893-6900 Average  number  of  sailings  per  week  of 

6683  684-68=8  6953  °r  PaS‘aBe  letWeen  Ire,and  and  E"l‘and' ib-  668°- 

Rfioo^io111”1^,18,  ?e  catt!e  conveyed  from  Drogheda  are  exported,  O'Neill 

sent  frnm  -n  n ® atenJ®n.t  that  no  animals  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia  have  been 
of  diir  Dr°Sheda  "'ttEm  the  last  live  years;  possibility  of  cases  in  an  incipient  stage 
of  d, sense  escaping  not.ee,  ,b.  67.1,  67.2,  6770-6777_i-A0in.aU  affected  with  foot  and 
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Drogheda  ( Cattle  Ships) — continued. 

mouth  disease  are  never  permitted  to  approach  the  premises  of  the  company:  belief  that 
no  grazier  having  a regard  for  his  own  interest  would  send  an  animal  s > affected  for 
shipment,  O'Neill  6713.  6722,  6723. 

General  inaceurracv  of  Mr.  Jenkins’  report  as  regards  the  Drogheda  Steam  Packet 

Company,  O'Neill  6724-6734.  6812-6814 Description  of  the  cattle  exported  by  the 

steamers  of  the  company  ; different  rates  charged  for  store  and  fat  cattle,  i/i.  6756-6758. 

6778-6794.  6995,  6996 Examination  as  to  the  mode  of  shipping  cattle  on  board  the 

steamers;  unfounded  statements  as  to  ill-treatment  when  getting  the  cattle  on  board  ib. 

6S68-6876.  6927,  6928 There  is  no  export  of  store  cattle  from  Drogheda  to  Liverpool 

as  a final  destination,  it.  6923-6926. 

Abstract  statement  of  the  number  of  live  stock  shipped  from  the  port  of  Drogheda  to 
Liverpool  for  the  three  years  ending  1st  January  1873,  App.  602. 

Drovers.  Question  considered  whether  there  should  not  be  some  better  regulations  for  the 
disinfecting  ol  drovers  who  come  with  cattle  from  dangerous  countiies^  Williams  781- 
789 Cattle  drovers  have  about  as  much  humanity  as  slave  dealers,  Ferguson  5371. 

See  also  Cruelty. 

Dublin.  State  ment  as  to  the  market  in  Dublin  being  a hotbed  of  disease  for  the  provinces, 

Baldwin  3865.  4016 Filthy  state  of  some  of  the  catile  lairs  at  the  North  Wall, 

Dublin,  Ferguson  4882 Satisfactory  character  of  the  lairs  in  Dublin  belonging  to  the 

London  and  North  Western  Railway  Company,  Jenkins  6127,  6128. 

See  also  Cattle  Ships.  Cruelty. 

Duchham , Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a farmer  in  Herefordshire,  and  editor 

of  the  “ Hereford  Herd  Book,”  9785-9787 Returns  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 

the  county  during  the  last  year,  9788 Absence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  places 

where  there  is  no  importation  of  Irish  and  foreign  cattle,  9789 Opinion  that  the 

disease  becomes  less  virulent  and  less  general  as  it  extends  from  the  infected  parts, 

979°- 

Considerable  importation  into  Cornwall  from  Ireland  and  from  Spain,  9791-9795 

Belief  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  are  of  foreign  origin,  9796- 

9799 Inefficacy  of  the  regulations  in  Herefordshire  on  account  of  there  being  no  one 

to  see  them  carried  out;  inexpediency  of  a multiplication  of  local  authorities  in  the  same 
county,  9800-9804.  9859-9862.  9877-9891. 

Willingness  of  the  farmers  in  the  district  to  submit  to  more  stringent  regulations  with 

regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  9805-9808 Opinion  that  the  county  was  perfectly 

free  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  when  the  cattle  plague  came  to  an  end  ; re-introduc- 
tion of  the  disease  from  Bristol,  9809-9812.  9839-9843 Serious  effect  of  the  disease 

upon  the  breeding  of  cattle ; great  mortality  among  calves  from  sucking  diseased  milk, 
9813-9821.9875,9876. 

Instance  of  exportation  of  the  disease  to  the  Australian  Colonies  from  this  country, 

9822-9827 Expediency  of  appointing  a Government  inspector  to  see  to  the  proper 

disinfecting  of  railway  trucks,  and  also  of  markets  and  fairs,  9828-9S31.  9913-9920 
• Decided  opinion  in  favour  of  slaughtering  all  animals  infected  with  pleuro- 

pneumonia, and  of  isolating  the  rest  of  the  herd,  9832-9838.  9905. 

Figures  showing  the  numbers  of  caitle,  sheep,  and  pigs  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease  in  Herefordshire  in  the  Iasi  year,  9843-9849.  9863,  9864.  9908-9912 Calcu- 

lation that  the  total  loss  in  England  from  this  cause  lias  amounted  to  13,071,392/.,  and 

in  England  and  Ireland  10  19,510,707/.,  9850-9857 Larger  importation  of  cattle 

into  Herefordshire  than  there  used  to  be;  reasons  for  the  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  would  die  out  in  the  county  were  it  not  for  fresh  seeds  of  disease  being  brought 
in,  9892-9895. 

Expediency  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  cattle  immediately  upon  their  landing  in  this 

country,  9896-9904 Desirability  of  there  being  but  one  county  board  for  the  purpose 

of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act,  9921-9930.  9934.. 

Dundalk.  Excellent  accommodation  at  Dundalk  for  the  reception  of  cattle  before  ship- 
ment, O’Neill  6709,  6710. 

Dutch  Catile.  See  Holland. 


E. 

Eardley  Wilmot,  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Has  been  chief  clerk  to  the 
Veterinary  Department  since  December  1866;  had.  previously  held  various  appointments 

in  the  public  service,  3682-3684 Explains  the  circumstances  under  which  his  salary 

has  been  fixed  at  600  /.  a year,  3685-3691 Supplies  particulars  relative  to  his  duties 

in  the  matter  of  correspondence.  Orders  in  Council,  &c.,  whilst  he  is  in  fact  responsible 
(under  the  secretary)  for  the-  whole  work  of  the  office,  3692-3722. 

353.  454  Discontinuance 
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Eardlcy  Wilmot,  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Discontinuance  at  the  end  of  1871  of  the  statistics  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  five 
clerks  having  been  dispensed  with  in  consequence  ; particulars  hereon  to  the  effect  that 
these  statistics  were  not  so  laborious  as  they  may  appear  to  be,  3705-3707.  3758-3765 
Considerable  labour  involved  in  the  preparation  of  the  “ Handbook  ” of  the  depart- 
ment, 3709-3715 Extensive  correspondence  of  witness  with  railway  companies- 

willingness  evinced  by  them  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  department,  3718,  3719 Pro- 

cess pursued  in  the  office  as  regards  all  papers  of  any  importance ; receipt  of  over  5,000 
papers  or  letters  yearly,  3720,  3721. 

Necessity  of  the  clerks  frequently  working  beyond  the  regular  office  hours,  without 
always  receiving  extra  pay ; testimony  moreover  to  their  efficiency,  3723~3734 Ex- 

planation relative  to  the  expenses  of  the  department  on  the  score,  respectively,  of  postage, 

legal  expenses,  and  stationery,  3735-3749 Reduction  in  the  work  of  the  department 

by  a reduction  in  the  number  of  local  authorities,  and  by  the  substitution  of  a small 
number  of  superior  inspectors  for  the  inferior  class  now  in  communication  with  the 
department,  3750-3757- 

Entry  to  Premises.  Right  of  entry  of  the  police  in  Ireland  to  farms;  this  is  fiequently 

used,  Ferguson  4935.  4976,  4977- Approval  of  veterinary  inspectors  being  empowered 

to  enter  private  premises;  that  is,  under  certain  conditions,  ib.  5414-5416. 

Recommendation  by  the  Committee  that  the  power  of  entry  be  extended  to  all  con- 
tagious diseases,  except  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Rep.  v,  vi. 

F. 

Fairs  and  Markets: 

1 . Spread  of  Disease  by  means  of  Fairs  and  Markets. 

2.  Question  of  reducing  the  Number  of  Fairs  as  a Check  to  the  Spread  0/ 

Disease. 

3.  Question  of  stopping  Fairs  and  Markets  for  a certain  Period  of  the  Year. 

4.  Inspection. 

5.  Disinfection. 

6.  Suggestions  for  improved  Arrangements  and  Accommodation , and  for  the 

Slaughter  of  Diseased  Animals. 

1 . Spread  of  Disease  by  means  of  Fairs  and  Markets : 

Reference  to  the  Dublin  market  as  being  a hotbed  of  disease  for  the  rest  of  Ireland, 

Baldwin  3865.  4016 Information  relative  to  the  parks  or  pasture  fields  near  Falkirk 

and  other  fairs  or  markets,  to  which  cattle  are  sent  before  going  into  the  markets; 

liability  to  the  spread  of  disease  in  these  places,  Morrow  5737.  5747-5754 Large 

numbers  of  cattle  shown  in  markets  while  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Vcrdon 

7665-7669 Belief  that  all  large  markets  are  centres  of  foot  and  mouth  disease, 

Denclifield  11097-1 1 099. 

2.  Question  of  reducing  the  Number  of  Fairs  as  a Check  to  the  Spread  of  Disease : 

Expediency  of  a check  upon  the  movement  of  infected  animals  to  lairs  rather  than 

upon  the  number  of  fairs,  though  there  would  doubtless  be  less  danger  if  the  latter  could  be 

reduced,  Williams  970-972 Convenience  to  farmers  in  Ireland  in  having  fairs  near 

their  farms.  Morrow  5755 More  harm  than  good  resulting  from  the  multiplicity  of 

small  fairs  in  the  country,  Jenkins  6081-6083. 

3.  Question  of  stopping  Fairs  and  Markets  far  a certain  Period  of  the  Year : 

Expediency  of  stopping  fairs  and  markets  in  the  months  of  June  and  July  in  counties 

where  foot  and  mouth  disease  exists;  reasons  for  the  selection  of  these  two  months, 

Clarke  8222-8224.  8317-8323 Considerable  amount  of  inconvenience,  which  would 

result  from  stopping  fairs  or  markets;  opinion  that  such  a course  need  not  be  taken  if 

stringent  measures  are  taken  as  to  slaughter  and  isolation,  Rigby  8942-8945 Inutility 

of  stopping  all  fairs  and  markets  at  particular  periods ; this  regulation  counteracted  by 
effecting  private  sales.  Smith  10182.  10353-10355. 

4.  Inspection: 

Doubt  as  to  he  expediency  of  the  inspectors  of  the  central  authority  visiting  the 

markets  in  order  to  enforce  the  regulations,  Williams  84I-845 Beneficial  effect  of  the 

increased  inspection  of  fairs  and  markets  under  recent  action  of  the  local  authorities. 

Brown  2880-2891 Entire  inadequacy  of  any  system  of  market  inspection, 

Fisherfi  79,  5180- Necessity  of  inspection  of  fairs  and  markets  for  the  purpose  of 

obtaining  information,  Gamgee  9446. 

Question  considered  as  to  the  requirement  of  more  stringent  regulations  as  regards  the 

inspection  of  markets  and  the  prohibition  of  removal,  Webb  10951-10961 Expediency 

of  all  markets  and  stock  fairs  being  placed  under  government  inspection;  belief  that  the 
local  inspector  has  not  got  sufficient  authority  to  regulate  the  markets,  Walker  12186- 
1 2 94.  Recommendations 
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Fairs  and  Markets— continued, 

4.  Inspection — continued. 

Recommendations  by  the  Royal  Dublin  Society  for  the.  better  regulation  and  inspec- 
tion of  fairs  and  markets,  App.  588. 

Recommendation  by  the  Committee  for  the  inspection  of  fairs  and  markets  by  officers 
under  the  central  authority,  Rep.  vi. 


5.  Disinfection  : 

Necessity  of  the  disinfection  of  fairs  and  markets  where  there  has  been  disease  ; this 
is  more  important  than  the  stopping  of  fairs  and  markets,  Fisher  5174,  5175.  5180.  5242, 
roio Unsatisfactory  siate  of  fairs  anil  markets  as  regards  the  means  taken  lor  dis- 

infection ; expediency  of  appointing  a Government  inspector  to  see  to  this  matter, 
M‘ 'Bride  9105-9110;  Duckliam  9828-9831  • 99 1 3_9920* 

6.  Suggestions  for  improved  Arrangements  and  Accommodation,  and  for  the 

Slaughter  of  Diseased  Animals : 

Expediency  of  compulsory  restrictions  being  applied  by  the  local  authority  as  lo  the 

arrangements  in  fairs  and  markets,  Brown  2437-2444; Want  of  clear  power  in  the 

local  authority  as  to  the  seizure  of  infected  animals  in  fairs  or  on  highways,  ib.  2501- 
2504. 

Appi oval  of  the  continued  prohibition  upon  the  exposure  of  diseased  animals  in  fairs 

and  markets,  Simonds  2987,  2968 Advisability  of  all  diseased  animals  discoveieil  at 

fairs  being  slaughtered,  and  the  owners  punished  for  sending  them,  Jenkins  6003,  6004. 

=6088-6090.  6133-6135 Advantage  of  having  all  cattle  fairs  in  Ireland  held  in  well- 

drained  fields;  desirability  of  tolls  or  customs  levied  off  the  animals  being  paid  upon 
their  entry  inio  and  not  upon  their  leaving  the  fairs,  Garnett  6402-6405. 

Examination  as  to  ilie  character  of  the  fairs  in  Ireland,  and  the  treatment  of  the  cattle 
.exhibited;  statement  that  English  fairs  would  contrast  very  unfavourably  with  Bwllin- 

asloe,  Verdon  7911-7952 Opinion  that  subdivision  of  pens  in  cattle  fairs  and  markets 

.would  be  quite  impracticable,  ib.  7974,  7975-  79^9-  79!)2- 

Examination  as  to  the  propriety  of  having  separate  markels  for  fat  and  store  cattle; 
•contention  that  fat  cattle,  though  quite  fit  for  the  butcher,  may  be  very  dangerous  to  put 

with  store  animals,  Walker  12195-12205 favourable  opinion  as  10  the  management 

of  the  fairs  in  Ireland,  Lambert  I35l3_135l9- 

See  also  Ballinusloe  Fair.  Ireland  I.,  5,  6.  Weyhill  Fair. 


Farcy.  Omission  of  farcy  from  the  Act  of  1869,  whereas  it  is  a very  contagious  disease 
and  produces  glanders  ; it  is,  in  fact,  a peculiar  form  of  glanders,  and  should  be  subject 
to  the  same  restrictions.  Hunting  4757-4766.  4777.  4776.  4806-4834— Suggestions  as 
regards  farcy  that  compensation  might  be  allowed  when  horses  are  slaughtered,  as  Uie 
disease  is  curable,  ib.  4833-4836. 

Similarity  of  farcy  to  glanders : the  former  is  not  so  incurable,  but  still  should  be  placed 
under  close  restrictions,  Ferguson  5352,  5353-  5355- 
See  also  Glanders. 


Farmers.  Grounds  for  the  statement  that  farmers  really  care  nothing  at  all  about  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  are  not  anxious  for  stronger  regulations  on  the  subject, 

Brown  2652-2665.  2744-2755 Carelessness  of  farmers  m former  years  as  to  the 

existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Simonds  3227,  322®-  3232j  3233- 

Admission  that  many  farmers  in  Ireland  are  indifferent  or  are  opposed  to  legislation  as 
regards  foot  and  mouth  disease;  these  views  have  reference,  however,  to  the  present 
regulations,  which  are  vexatious  without  being  efficacious  witness  believing  that  the 
farmers  would  generally  approve  of  the  restrictions  proposed  by  him,  4 153-41 57- 

4233-4235.  4239,  4240.  4298.  43(>4-43G8-  44l9"4422-  ?49®-4494  Sirong  eeling 
amongst  agriculturists  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  should  be  more  stringently  and 
effectually-dealt  with  ; belief  that  generally,  as  m Wiltshire,  farmers  would  support  the 
increased  restrictions  proposed,  Stratton  4533-  4547>  454^-  4557-  4574>  4575-  4 47  4 o 

47Re!uctance  of  farmers  and  graziers  in  Ireland  to  report  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 
through  dread  of  the  consequent  restrictions;  less  difficulty,  however,  since  t!>eordershave 

been  modified,  Ferpum  4868-4870.  49 > * disapproval  by  f 

in  Ireland  of  any  such  restrictions  as  those  proposed  by  1 rofessot  Baldwin, , Mmrow 

rfiR4-r656.  *605-5697 Disposition  upon  the  part  of  farmers  in  Ireland  to  .onceal 

foot  and  moutii9dis5ease7;  reason?  for  this 74^1J— 

out  the  regulations  as  to  isolation  and  slaughter  on  account  of  the  faimeis  op  g 

remove  disease  by  medical  treatment,  Clarke  831 0-8313. 

Opinion  that  it  would  not  he  necessary  to  trouble  the  ^ aj“ 

mouth  disease  for  the  reason  that  if  foreign  .mportat.on  be  stopped  be  disease  .1  e 
out,  Gem.™  9607-9612 Willingness  of  the  farmers  in  Herefordshne  to  submtto 

363-  4 T 
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Farmers — continued. 

O^nV,!W!!g?1V'efUla'i0nS  a®  r^ards  foot  and  ®onlh  disease,  Duckkam  9805-0808 

Opinion  1I1  at  the  farmers  in  Scotland  would  u illinglv  submit  .0  any  regulations  Th  a 

lanV^ng.  foVaS" ”S  °Ut  °f  pIeuro_pneumoma  nnd  loot  a,,d  «»°uth  disease,  Mine 

See  also  the  Headings  generally  throughout  the  Index. 

Fat  Stock  {(generally).  See  the  Headings  generally  throughout  the  Index. 

FaLS!Z\tf?Ja^\-  ,Absence  (\f  *cewity  (i)|-  interfering  will,  fat  cattle  in  Ireland,  which 
mischief  as  regards  the  propagation  of  font  and  month  disease,  Baldwin 

3 7 3‘  °9  Laige  export  of  fat  stock  from  Ireland  to  England,  ib.  4169. 

See  also  Ireland. 

F7Z°Z',rPri(“Z  B’?h,  °r  «•  E>idenre.)-Is  Director  General  „f  tke 

shoe  a7  1>e|'5l,tl,,ent  of  1';elalld  ; has  conducted  tile  Department  since  its  institution 

4*37-48.10 Statement  of  the  staff  of  the  office,  4841-—  Cjolanation 

having  con.inued  the  employment  of  three  el,  rt,  withjut  the  authoriw  o the  Trel  rm 

dead  lock  if  these  had  been  discharged,  4841,  4S42.  4870 Descrintion  J tin.  d r ’ 

ol  the  department,  and  the  amount  and  rhuracter  ofworkwliicli  is  performed  4840-4840“ 
Information  relative  to  the  duty  of  the  constabulary  tlirnughout  Ireland  ,1,  to  detecting 

4 53  48O0.  48b,,  4869— Very  lew  veterinary  surgeons  throughout  Ireland  ■ nsa  made 
of  tlieir  services  by  witness’  department,  4861-4865.  4978-4081-—  In  tanS  of 
farmers  and  graaiers  to  report  cases  of  nleuro-pneumonia,  tlirongh  dread  of  the  conse 
487^4911'.  °“S!  “*  difflonlty,  however,  since  the  orders  have  been  modified,  4888- 

Sufhcient  penally  for  stcuring  that  cases  of  pleuro-nneumonia  are  renorfoil  r 1 

4p8;'raLf'rd!  : 

"r  :.4  7r  77'  ^4899— benou*  spread  of  disease  in  Ireland  tliioush  the  rail- 

r“'"‘  "iihr,“^  **»£««  h.™L 

Dnhiin  ^t/ao4  t *•  s»tate  of  some  of  the  cattle  lairs  at  the  North  Wall 

Dubhii,  4880—  Impracticability  of  inspecting  all  llic  animals  going  to  Ihdlhiask, e fair 

ifthere  we.eLil,^  at' = 

??  'SS!S^ 

in  .87a,  though  many  well  not  ..nt^t.^4p,TUl'  “ E"Bla"d 

•l5'?' 16111  f T1*0"0,"  “ llle  PO«  of  embarkation 
■ and  ,1,011th  di  “rl ■?  u",,,lala  "Oder  the  influence  of  foot 

of  embarkation,  49^4!.^ Dial  u -v  as'i  b|h  7 ° “F  <luarai'tine  at  the  port 

scale  for  slaughtered  animals  „ “ y “ “•  I'1'"™10"  <*  compensation  on  a large 
disease  cun  be  and  issoS™  Dt9D?;,,4W,  4050— Belief  that  foot  and  mouth 
conclusion,  4924-4927.  ^ * otbeiwise  than  by  contagion  j data  for  this 

ib^stoppage  of tnovemenrand  froni^slaurdif^'1'^^011  °f  disease’  lf  ,h«  obstacle,  from 
practicable witness  would  lie  son  v to  °r>r  n ^ co“1Pen?at,on  ai  e not  found  to  be  im- 
4942-4950-  4960-4964.  4997-5020— lfiffi?ul“v  in  firin  lngr't  me??“,leB’  4928-4934. 
bv  stopping  all  movement  of  raffle  im-  ot<  • ^ n fi,Xlnjf  a time  "^ich  would  suffice, 
4934.  4997-50012 ofVntrv  of  8 'amlJ,”o  out  t|,e  foot  and  mouth  disease,  4931- 

4976,  4977 Prohibitfon  at  present  upon ^ITInovSl^nt  tfW  'S  fre9uef ly  used>  4935- 

loot  and  mouth  disease,  4005 Gre-u  rliffi  , mo.vement  of  any  animal  affected  with 

from  animals  sent  to  Ballffiasloe  fair  y m the  spread  of  disease 

■ Statement  that  mi, cl,  of  the  alleged  foot  and  ‘*7  4,936-4941 

was  nothing  more  than  foot-rot,  4937.  5021,5021“ “ dlsea8e  111  sheeP  at  large  lairs 

veterinary  inspecfors/witl^powerto^eke^dise^^nl10115' Advantage  of  a staff  of 

a. cinunistauce  of  foot  and  *Td  1““  , a'8’  and  ,0  a,t  ”«>  tba 

vvnh  some  Spanish  or  Portuguese  cattle  • summJJn!  ^een  recje"tly1  imP0,led  to  Dublin 
4947.  4948.  5022,  502^ — _Su..0pRti,  „ f ..  . ry  ““«■  adopted  in  this  case,  4942. 

animals  from  Ireland  to  Engiand^o^o-do jr  pie^n."!g  U{R  wiJful  export  of  diseased 

cattle  sent  from  Ireland  to  England  is  ve, 7 much  Exaggerated,  °f  dhea86d 

Grounds 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Ferguson,  Professor  Hugh.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  sometimes  occurs  in  Ireland  other- 
wise than  hy  infecti-n  or  contagion,  4951,  4952 Means  of  stopping  the  spread  of 

pleuro-pneumonia  by  complete  isolation,  and  by  the  prevention  of  movement,  4953,  4054 

Satisfactory  regulations  now  in  force  in  Iieland  relative  to  this  disease ; relaxation 

of  the  imp.  rative  restrictions  in  force  in  1871;  4955-4957 Very  few  cases  of  the 

disease  now  reported,  495**,  4959~ — -Great  decline  also  in  the  number  of  cas-s  of  foot 

and  mouth  disease,  ib. Excessive  inconvenience  by  stopping  all  movement  of  cattle 

to  fairs  in  Ireland  in  May  and  June,  or  in  June  and  July,' 4960-4964.  5oni-Ko°o. 
5027. 


Respects  in  which  the  Irish  system  of  dealing  with  cattle  diseases  is  preferable  to  the 

Engl  i'll  system,  the  former  being  worked  entirely  from  central  sources,  4965—4968 

Drawback  in  England  through  the  local  authorities  not  acting  in  unison,  4968 Great 

facility  with  which  simultaneous  action  may  be  taken  throughout  Ireland  by  means  of 
the  constabulary,  ib. 

Failure  ol  the  steps  taken  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England,  for  checking  the  spread  of 

foot  and  mouth  disease,  4969-4977 Number  of  cases  of  the  disease  in  Donegal  and 

in  Kerry  in  187a;  no  county  was  exempt,  4982-4984 Incomplete  character  of  the 

returns  as  to  the  amount  of  the  disease,  4985-4088 Very  much  larger  mortality  of 

swine  from  the  disease  than  of  sheep  or  cattle,  4989-4991 -Illustrations  of  the  want 

of  professional  inspectors,  in  lieu  ol  the  necessity  of  sending  them  to  the  localities  from 
Dublin,  4992-4996. 

Suggestion  that  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  into  Ireland  might  be  stopped  altogether, 
the  amount  being  trifling,  5004 Very  injurious  effect  of  a withdrawal  of  the  present  re- 
strictions as  to  loot  and  mouth  disease,  5025-5028 Information  as  to  the  orders  in  force 

in  Ireland  tit  different  times  for  the  disinfection  of  railway  trucks,  5030-5037 Steps 

taken  by  witness,  in  consequence  of  representations  from  England,  for  the  inspection  of 
cattle  at  certain  ports,  with  a view  to  the  detemion  and  confiscation  of  diseased  animals: 
disuse,  hitberio,  of  the  power  of  confiscation,  5038-5054. 

Explanations  in  connection  with  the  general  rate  to  be  levied  throughout  Ireland  for 
working  the  Cattle  Diseases  Acts ; expediency  of  a general  rate,  rather  than  of  local 

rates,  5055-5066 Further  consideration  of  the  difficulty  on  the  score  of  compensation 

under  a system  of  compulsory  slaughter,  5060-5065. 

[Second  Examination.] — Sundry  details  in  further  explanation  of  the  staff  and  duties 
of  the  Veterinary  Department  in  Dublin,  and  the  remuneration  of  the  several  employes, 

5272  el  set/. Considerable  increase  of  clerical  staff  really  required,  the  Treasury  now 

allowing  witness  only  three  clerks,  and  two  more  being  kept  on  at.  his  own  risk,  5277- 

528;5-  63°5)  53°®-.55,,9 Defrayment  of  the  office  expenses  by  the  Treasury,  a general 

rate-in-ai.i  being  liable  for  outside  expenses,  such  as  inspection,  compensation,  &c.,  5284- 

5291 Reduced  salary  of  witness,  whereas  his  present  duties  arc  onerous  in  the  extreme; 

moreover,  he  was  without  salary  for  about  two  years,  5293-5298.  5567 Total  cost  of 

salaries,  incidental  expenses,  rent,  &c.,  5299-5304. 

Regulations  recently  carried  out  for  enforcing  the  disinfection  of  railway  trucks  and 

vessels;  legal  proceedings  lately  taken  on  this' score,  5306-5311 Further  statement 

as  to  the  nominal  and  inadequate  fines  inflicted  by  the  magistrates  for  non-compliance 
with  the  Council  Orders;  frequent  representation  made  by  witness  on  this  subject,  but 

without  effect,  5308-5317 Considerable  dissatisfaction  if  the  expenses  of  a proper 

administration  ot  the  Act  of  1869  in  Ireland  were  to  fall  upon  the  ratepayers,  5318—5320 
— — Exceedingly  economical  working  of  the  Act  in  Ireland,  as  compared  with  the  expense 

in  England,  5321-5323 Further  reference  to  the  diverse  action  of  local  authorities 

in  England,  5324,  5325. 

Evidence  relative  to  the  ill-treutment  of  Irish  cattle  during  the  process  of  shipment 
and  of  debarkation;  satisfactory  result  of  the  measures  adopted  for  preventing  the  bar- 
barities formerly  practised,  5326-5341 Presence  of  police  when  the  cattle  are  being 

shipped  ; check  thereby  to  cruelty,  5327-5332 Causes  of  the  impoverished  condition 

of  some  of  the  Irish  store  cattle  which  go  to  England,  5342 Large  import  of  calves 

into  Ireland  from  England,  5342-5345.  5357 Importation  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 

into  Ireland  with  some  calves  from  Bristol  in  April  or  May  1871  ; the  country  was  then 
all  but  free  from  the  disease,  5345-5348. 

Explanation  that  witness  does  not  believe  in  the  spontaneous  generation  of  cattle  plague* 
foot-and-mouth  disease,  or  pleuro-pneumonia,  though  in  the  fatter  case  the  disease  cannot 

always  be  traced  to  contagion  or  infection,  5348-5351.  5356 Large  majority  of  cases 

of  glanders  which  are  not  the  result  of  infection  or  contagion,  5351 Absence  of  any 

reliable  cure  for  glanders,  slaughter  being  desirable,  5352."  5354 -Similarity  of  farcy  to 

glanders;  the  former,  however,  is  not  so  incurable,  but  still  should  be  placed  under 
close  restrictions,  5352,  5353.  5355. 

Careful  treatment  of  the  calves  sent  from  England  to  Ireland ; less  mortality  than 
among  home-bred  calves,  5358-5360 Very  indirect  way  in  which  foot  and  mouth  dis- 

ease may  be  introduced  into  the  country,  even  though  strict  inspection  were  applied, 

363-  4 t a 536 1 — 
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Ferguson , Professor  Hugh.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 

£g6] Exceptions  taken  to  the  proposed  detention  of  Irish  cattle  for  six  hours  at  the 

port  of  debarkation,  536a,  5363 Further  suggestions  relative  to  the  watering  and  feed- 

ing of  Irish  cattle;  approval  of  this  being  done  at  Liverpool  or  Holyhead,  5362-5371 
_ L- Risk  of  injury  to  health  by  watering  before  the  sea  voyage.  5362-5364- 

Probable  accuracy  of  an  estimated  mortality  of  eighty  per  cent.  <>l  the  attacks  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, though  the  returns  in  Ireland  show  a mortality  of  only  sixty  per  cent.,  5372- 

6374>  5382,  63^3 Average  of  about  sixteen  per  cent,  of  the  cattle  attacked  with  this 

disease  when  it  appears  on  a farm,  5375'5377 Doubt  as  to  any  real  cure  of  the  dis- 

ease, there  being,  moreover,  a great  deterioration  of  the  animals  apparently  recovered, 

g3^g_533i.  5384-53H6 Conclusion  that  whatever  the  origin  of  the  introduction  of 

pleuro-pneumonia  into  Ireland,  it  should  be  dealt  with  as  entirely  contagious  or  infec- 
tious, 5387-5392. 

Further  explanation  of  witness’ reasons  for  concluding  that  any  inspection  of  Irish 
cattle  should  be  at  the  port  of  landing  in  England,  and  not  at  the  port  of  shipment  in 

Ireland,  5393-5403 With  regard  to  the  frequent  practice  formerly  of  sending  diseased 

cattle  to  Eno-land,  this  system  no  longer  exists,  and  the  movement  of  diseased  cattle  in 

Ireland  is  now  prohibited,  5397.  5400-5407 Statement  with  further  reference  to  the 

number  of  animals  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  at  Ba  llinasloe  fair  in  the  autumn  of)  872, 
although  there  is  a prohibition  upon  the  movement  of  such  animals,  5408-541  1. 

Approval  of  veterinary  inspectors  being  empowered  to  enter  private  premises;  that  is, 
under  certain  conditions,  5414-5416 Grounds  lor  objecting  (o  the  existence  of  dis- 

ease on  any  farm  being  advertised,  though,  on  its  becoming  known  to  the  police,  publicity 

would  soon  result  as  among  the  neighbours,  5417-5427 Very  li  1 tie  pleuro-pneumonia 

now  in  Ireland,  5428-5430.  5555,  5556 Circumstance  of  this  disease  never  being  very 

prevalent  when  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  rife;  probable  inciease  of  the  former  as  a result 
of  decrease  of  the  latter,  5430.  5557-5560. 

Nature  of  witness’  objections,  on  .the  score  of  compensation,  to  an  extensive  system  of 
slaughtering  for  pleuro-pneumonia ; admission,  however,  that  the  spread  of  the  disease 

can  best  be’ checked  thereby,  5431-5434.  5443-5446.  5534-5537 Increased  facilities 

desirable  as  regards  the  slaughter  and  sale  for  food  of  animals  in  the  earlier  stages  of 

pleuro-pneumonia;  undue  restrictions  at  present  under  the  Sanitary  Act,  5434-5442 

Respects  in  which  a power  of  confiscation  of  diseased  cattle  at  the  port  of  landing  would 
be  exceedingly  salutary,  5447-5454.  54$9-5493- 

Expediency  of  the  same  check  in  Ireland  as  in  England  upon  the  import  of  diseased 
foreign  cattle;  very  small  foreign  import  to  Ireland,  so  that  it  might  be  prohibited  alto- 
gether, 5455-5460 Means  for  ensuring  the  disinfection  of  vessels  at  Irish  ports  if  the 

magistrates  would  impose  adequate  penalties,  5461,  5462 Explanation  that  witness 

would  not  stop  the  export  of  a cargo  of  animals,  one  of  which  had  been  discovered  to  be 
diseased;  undue  interference  with  trade  thereby,  5463-5468. 

Obstacle  to  the  enforcement  of  a general  prohibition  upon  movement  for  a given  time, 

the  magistrates  objecting  to  impose  penalties,  5469-5475 Belief  as  to  the  insufficiency 

of  a period  of  two  mouths  during  which  to  stop  all  movement  in  reference  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease ; doubt  as  to  the  time  required,  5476.  5518-5527 Conclusion,  more- 

over, as  to  the  inexpediency  of  the  proposed  restriction,  on  account  of  its  great  interference 
with  the  farming  and  grazing  interests  of  the  country,  5477,  5478.  5481.  5518-5528. 

Data  further  submitted  for  tbe  conclusion  that,  irrespectively  of  further  restrictions, 
foot  and  mouth  disease  lias  rapidly  diminished,  and  will  probably  die  out  altogether, 

5479“5486.  5528 Reluctance  further  expressed  by  witness  to  approve  the  compulsory 

slaughter  of  animals  not  actually  attacked  with  the  disease,  5487,  5488.  5534-5537 

Authority  for  the  statement  that  hares  and  rabbits  and  dogs  are  liable  to  the  disease, 

5494-5499 Conviction  of  witness  that  there  was  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  in  Meath 

in  1866,  though  he  cannot  account  for  its  introduction,  5500-5503. 

Objection  to  the  detention  or  quarantine  of  Irish  cattle  at  the  port  of  arrival  in  England, 

5504-r Explanation  on  the  subject  oi’  communication  between  witness’  department  and 

the  department  in  London,  5505-5508 With  sufficient  staff  witness  would  soon  apply 

an  effectual  check  to  the  spread  ot  contagious  diseases,  5508.  5545-5447 Statement 

on  the  subject  of  the  peculiar  prevalence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  sheep  in  1872 ; 
55 1 0-551 2.. 

Argument  that  much  has  been  done  under  witness’  department  to  arrest  the  movement 
of  animals  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  to  check  the  spread  of  the  disease,  though 

as  regards  fairs  but  little  has  been  effected,  5512.  5546-5554 Advantage  of  a minimum 

fine  for  not  repoiting  crises  of  disease  to  the  police,  5513 Satisfactory  regulations 

now  in  force  for  the  disinfection  of  cattle  trucks  and  steamboats,  5514-5517.  5561, 
5562. 

Witness  repeats  that  there  is  a large  import  of  English  calves  into  Ireland,  and  that 

much  disease  is  thus  introduced  into  the  latter  country,  5538-5543 Further  statement 

that  the  sheep  at  Ballinasloe  fair  were  suffering  from  sheep  rot,  and  not  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  5563-5566. 

[Third 
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Report,  1 873 — continued. 


Ferr/uson,  Professor  Hugh.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— -cmiti/ined. 

^ i—  *■»  Ord.%  in  Council  by  the  ecu- 

panics,  6187,  6188. 

Finps  and  Penalties.  Sufficient  penalty  for  securing  that  cases  of  pleuro-pn.umon.a  m 
are  reported,  if  only  the  penalty  were  properly  enforced  ; comment  upon  the 

net  on  of  the  m«'.i«trates  in  the  matter,  Fergmon  4873-4877-  4897-4899 -i-urther 

statement  as  to  the  nominal  and  inadequate  fines  inflicted  by  the  magistrates  or  non- 
fomoiiauce  pith  the  Council  Orders  ; frequent  representation  made  by  witness  on  tins  sub- 
ject, nut  without  effect,  ib.  5308-5317 Advantage  of  a minimum  fine  lor  not  repot  tin,-, 

cases  of  disease  to  the  police,  ib.  55l3-  . . 

fVntcntion  that  the  punishmen  tfor  infringing  the  Order  in  Council  as  to  movin 

exPste'nce  Jf  foot  and  month  diseasf  upon  their  farms;  desirability  of  inflicting  substan- 
tial fines  for  breaches  of  this  regulation,  ib.  6043-6050. 

Frequent  fines  imposed  in  Ireland  upon  persons  for  pe'm'ttmg * Se  K 

for+9bre»ch«  of  the  law  relating  .0  cattle  diseases,  Bolster  W'  To**- 

^Erpedteuoy  of  proceeding  against  any  person  who  would  Wwingh,  sell  ^animals 
affected  with  pleuro-pneunion.a,  Verdon  7737-/ /o9-  £t' •’  tVe'absence  oTsuch  report 

farmers  he  obliged  to  report  eveiy  C‘<se  ■ » g & Advisability  of  uniformity 

c^action^n  hnjmsing^fioes^oi^v^atiiig  the" Aef^in^ driving  animals  suffering  from  disease 

flisroveiino-  the  disease,  ib.  122,^4  ^225^*  'is  * 1 

721, . of  fines  imposed  in  Ireland  in  187.  -d  57—^  * 

06 1.  16s.  2 d.  levied  in  fines  m 1871,  and  of  230 1.  4 s.  $d.  in  1 »/-,  «>•  , 

Table  showing  the  number  of  instances ^ in  which „°e “^gs  have  been 
S:n“^snU  ea^—  for  the  years  t87t  and  >87*  APP.  ** 

See  also  Norfolk.  Publicity. 

Picker,  Poke,,  (Analysis  of  his  Ejdence 

and  Bn, land,  and  is  chairman  of  fits i East  K “ced  thr0UB,’  Hull  to  Poeklington 

. Statement  os  to  cattle  plague  havi  y ulaces  having  done  all  that  was 

and  Bridlingto, ,,  and  as  to  the  local  an  hoi, ties  at  tho*  P‘“  Expe'diency  of  the  fuU 
possible  to  stamp  out  the  disease,  5°7 ^ ±0-ne  are  slaughtered,  whilst 

by  the  Exchequer,  5088-5090.  . eiving  to  the  local  authority 

Better  prevention  of  *P”a.  £v  there  being  adequate  compensation,  5091-5096^ 
increased  power  of  daughter  > &c_  afer  anq  attack  of  caltle  plague,  or  of 

5 Disinfection  necessary  in  the  case  °r,f”[|'£L"  y * otmTiotk* 'of  »hn<M  from  the 

5205—  Co^iderable  atortiem  witness  ^^s'^mring0  the  ^summer  of  ^1872,. 

cattle,  5M5-5U7 Tyofpld  attack  ot  mi  restrictior.a,  5M9>  5 if— 

a^d  rs  not  directly  produced  by  had 

declaration  that  they  had  not  been  in  contact  with  diseases  P ^fathers. 
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Report,  1813— continued. 


Fisher,  Robert.  (Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence)— continued. 
ftrmei-s  to  comply  with  this  regulation,  5156-5166.  sxSl.  50,0-5., 

Expediency  ol  jobbers  and  dealers  bei, 10  licensed  5166-5 1 no  5"4  N5  5 6 55 ‘ 

disinfection  of  4s  and  markets  where  there  ha“ ^ been  , iseS?3^7u  °f 

than  the  stopping  of  fails  and  markets,  ,5174,  517,  51™  ^ '?“'’“'*“' 

of  compulsory  action  on  the  part  of  the  local  ru, thurifies,  517?  5l77‘5_'iS°“*f0' 1 
quacy  of  any  system  of  maiket  inspection,  61;9,  s,8o.  6 7 ’ 0 11  ln“de- 

Absence  of  check  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  by  detaining  for  sit  hours  the  • , 

ps£rl  fr,T  t a,;"  Tth 

. ’ P o-'Jo-  5-i-~5-23' Instances  of  cattle  attacked  with  flip 

three  times  in  six  months,  5-206.  5‘ 225-5228.  11  1 e dlsease 

Suggestion  as  regards  pleura-pneumonia  that  animals  in  contact  with  th«  ,1:,,.,  , 
isolated,  whilst  th-se  diseased  slu-uld  be  slaughtered,  5206-5200 -—Facility  W ' 5® 
as  regards  publicity  of  disease  in  t.|)e  locality  R»no  com ^ desirable 

Inadequacy  of  a mere  stoppage  of  foreign  importation  as  a preventive  of  ai^  5^ 

othcZr  zu  cSr“:  &r  srs  % °r  “p«  •»  w* 

5c64—  Sim,  d ^ 

score  of  transit,  &c.,  5250.  5262-S/IL&  , h ?"?  English  cattle  on  the 

arrival  in  England,  but  not  on  the  railway  5.1(5,  Lq?  " 'l'i°  Jri3|1C:,ttle  °n 

disease  m the  case  of  a breeding  stock  than  of  facing  slock,  5S-5*, 

Food  Supply.  See  Dead  Meat. 

Supply. 
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1.  Introduction  and  Origin  of  the  Disease  : 

2 FiZZbreZ'f  J,'tlSdl,ca°"  of  Di»"se  from  Abroad. 

* 1,81  uutmealc  of  the  Disease  in  1839. 

3.  Several  Outbreaks  since  1839. 

4.  Question  of  Spontaneous  Origination. 

IT.  Character  and  Treatment  of  the  Disease. 

1-  Exb'xdingly  Infections  Nature  of  the  Disease. 

A Inability  of  the  same  Animals  to  several  Attacks 

t pS'^tl^r18  to  wl,ioh  ihe  Disras8 

6.  Treatment. 

IV  Z °f  "s  Di‘°a“  t“Wam  lreland  and  B“Slaud  “**  Scotland. 

IV.  Mortality  from  the  Disease. 

V.  Deterioration  and  pecuniary  Loss;  immense  Sacrifice  involved. 

' toll  o}  ttisZi  ^ °ft'“  CaU,‘  Flad’“  RM°"‘  “ ^ 
VIL  SXuX"lt  *”  Movement,  Compulsory 

VIII.  Objections  to  Stringent  Regulations. 

IX.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee. 

I.  Introduction  and  Origin  of  the  Disease : 

Belief  it,  1;(,QueBti°”  “5  t0  the  Introduction  of  ihe  Disease  from  Abroad  • 

toSgn tpZZXe' ’LZilecM  tl‘  *7"*}*  7 » not  largely  owing 

hereon,  Williams  324-334 Circurnstaim-  ail^  slaughtering  at  the  ports  adverted  to 

attack  of  the  d,seaZ?t84o  tSS£S£ 

1371,  1375 &|lirfthM°t£1S^^r2k<^^eedS  IU°re  U,a,1.a  celltury>  Brown 

f=sz,r^ 

for^alltT^ 

Simonds 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Foot  akd  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

I.  Introduction  and  Origin  of  the  Disease — continued. 

1.  Question  as  to  the  Introduction  of  the  Disease  from  Abroad— continued. 

Simonds,  29-25  2926.  2933-2937 .Varying  period  for  which  the  disease  has  existed 

m Europe,  whilst  at  present  it  is  spread  almost  over  ihe  "lobe,  ib.  2927 , 2928 Doubt 

as  to  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  in  1872  having  been  chiefly  owing  to  foreign  imnort 
ib.  2949.  0 1 » 

Witness  is  convinced  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  of  foreign  origin,  Baldwin  3000 
309 1 v,  J’y  indirect  way  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  may  be  introduced  into  the 

country,  even  though  strict  inspection  w-re  applied,  Ferguson  5361 Information  with 

regard  to  the  progress  of  foot  and  moutli  disease;  considerable  amount  cf  the  disease 
111  Dutch  cattle,  Jenkins  5899-5904.  5920-5929.  6008-6026.  61141,  6042.  6107,  6108. 

Existence  of  ilie  loot  and  mouth  disease  in  England  since  the  year  1839  ; conclusion 
that  the  disease  was  re-introduced  into  England  in  the  year  1869  by  foreign  cattle, 

Clarke  8269-8279- Further  examination  as  to  the  date  at  which  foot  and  mouth  disease 

first  appeared  in  tins  country;  total  absence  of  restrictions  with  a view  to  repressing  the 
disease  between  the  years  1839  and  1865;  ib.  Sfioy-8614. 

Absence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  places  where  there  is  no  importation  of  Irish  or 

foreign  cattle,  Duckham  9789 Belief  that  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  phuro-pneu- 

monm  are  of  foreign  origin,  ib.  9790-9799 Opinion  that  f.,ut  and  mouth  disease 

would  die  out  111  the  country  were  it  not  for  fresh  seeds  of  disease  l.ein«-  brought  in 
ib.  9892-9895. 

Decided  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  entirely  of  foreign  origin;  the  disease 
has  been  brought  into  Aberdeenshire  by  means  of  Irish  cattle,  Thomson  11212-11216. 

11247.  1i4717',475  11494-11498 Decided  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 

is  a disease  of  English  as  well  as  of  foreign  origin;  belief  that  the  disease  will  not  be 
got  rid  of  by  shutting  out  foreign  cuttle  Gebhardt.  12762-12765. 

2.  First  outbreak  of  the  Disease  in  1839: 

, Original  appearance  of  the  disease  in  England  in  1839,  when  it  is  supposed  to  have 
oeen  introduced  Irom  Holland,  Brown  1376-1379.  2057-2067.  2106-2111. 

First  experience  of  witness  as  to  ihe  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  1839,  when  it  was 
conveyed  to  a farm  near  Laleham  by  some  suckling  calves  from  the  Metropolitan 
market,  Simonds  2904-2010  —Conclusion  as  regards  the  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  at  Langley  in  Norfolk  in  November  1839,  that  the  disease  was  conveyed  thither 

from  London  rather  that:  from  Yarmouth  or  Lowestoft,  ib.  3265-3273 The  disease 

first  appeared  in  August  1839  in  the  immediale  neighbourhood  of  London,  ib.  3266. 

Original  outbreak  >>f  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  London  in  1839,  further  adverted  10 
as  not  being  positively  traceable  to  any  source,  St monds  3561-3568. 

3.  Several  Outbreaks  since  1839: 

Total  of  six  outbreaks  of  the  disease  in  England,  with  varying  intervals  between  each 
outbreak;  belief  tiiat  it  has  never  entirely  ceased  during  the  whole  period.  Brown  1380- 
1391* 

Prevalence  of  the  disease  in  1840  and  1841  ; serious  outbreaks  also  in  1845,  1862,  and 

1869,  Simonds  2907-2910.  2916-2918 Examination  to  the  effect  that  ?ince  1839  the 

disease  has  never  real died  out  in  England  or  Ireland;  difficulty,  however,  in  accounting 

for  the  periodical  violence  of  the  disease,  ib.  3274-3294 Periodical  outbreaks  of  foot 

and  mouth  disease  further  adverted  to  in  connection  with  the  gradual  decline  of  the 
disease  after  each  outbreak,  ib.  3361,  3362.  3369-3379. 

4.  Question  of  Spontaneous  Origination: 

Explanation  in  connection  with  a statement  by  witness  in  the  report  of  1871,  that  the 
origin  of  the  foot  and  moutli  disease  in  England  remained  to  be  proved  ; belief  however 
that  it  does  not  arise  spontaneously,  and  is  propagated  by  contagion,  Williams  682-689 

Statement  in  further  support  of  the  view  that  foot  and  moutli  disease  does  not  arise 

spontaneously,  ib.  1055-1057.  1139-1146. 

Examination  upon  ihe  question  as  to  the  spontaneity  of  eczema  or  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  witness  contending  that  neither  in  cattle  nur  sheep  is  its  origin  spontaneous, 

Brown  1788-1798- Further  conclusion  as  to  the  disease  not  arising  spontaneously; 

examination  hereon  with  reference  to  the  gnat  fluctuations  in  the  extent  of  the  disease 
since  it  first  appeared,  witness  submitting  that  it  has  neverentirely  ceased  to  exist,  ib. 
2543-2574— ; — Belief  as  to  ihe  disease  being  now  fixed  in  this  country,  though  save  by 
eontagion  it  is  difficult  to  say  how  it  originates,  ib.  2825—2833. 

Belief  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not  arise  spontaneously,  Simonds  3008-3010 

Conclusion  that  the  oisease  is  not  spontaneous  and  is  not  directly  produced  by  bad 

treatment  during  transit,  Usher  5152-5155. 
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Foot  axd  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

I.  Introduction  and  Origin  of  the  Disease — continued. 

4.  Question  of  Spontaneous  Origination — continued. 

Examination  as  to  the  experience  of  witness  in  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; 
belief  that  the  disease  may  be  spontaneously  generated,  Bolster  7286-7291.  7300,  7301. 

7378>  7379*  74*2-7421.  7579-75 &5.  7652 Consideration  of  the  opinions  held  by 

Professor  Simonds  as  to  spontaneous  generation  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Gamgee 

9667-9676. 

II.  Character  and  Treatment  of  the  Disease  : 

1.  Exceedingly  Infectious  Nature  of  the  Disease: 

Peculiarly  infections  character  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Brown  1395»  *39® 

Facility  of  transmission  of  the  disease  without  contact,  ib.  2524-2526 — - Less  difficulty 
in  stampin'"  out  pleuro-pnenmonia  or  cattle  plague  than  foot  and  month  disease,  ib.  2527, 
2528. 

More  infectious  character  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  than  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  Simonds 

3180-3182.  3220,  3221.  3302-3306 Propagation  of  the  disease  by  means  of  the 

morbific  matter  contained  in  the  breath,  ib.  33^9~3393 Conclusion  that  the  disease 

is  not  merely  an  epidemic,  ib.  3568-3570 Further  statement  as  to  the  extremely  in- 

fectious character  of  the  disease  : illustrations  to  this  effect,  ib.  357°-3575' 

Instances  of  the  disease  having  been  communicated  by  streams  running  from  an 

infected  to  an  uninfected  farm,  Baldwin  3782,  3783.  3791  -Estimate  of  from  five  to 

ten  per  cent,  of  the  animals  experimented  upon  by  witness  as  impervious  to  infection,  ib. 

3786-3789 Means  of  propagating  the  disease  by  clothes  ; opinion  that  it  is  not  so 

propagated  ordinarily,  ib,  3792-3794 Short  distance  for  which  the  disease  is  con- 
veyed through  the  air,  ib.  3798-3800 Doubt  as  to  the  disease  being  often  propagated 

by  means  of  running  water,  ib.  3997,  3998 Belief  that  the  disease  is  not  carried  by 

the  wind,  ib.  4129-4131. 

Conviction  of  witness  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumonia  are  produced 
by  infection  only ; examination  hereon  as  to  the  various  forms  in  which  the  infection 
may  be  conveyed,  Baldioin  4.369.  4379“4393-  4410-4418.  4431.  4444-4446.  4497, 
44gS. 

Belief  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  can  be,  and  is  sometimes  propagated,  otherwise  than 

by  contagion;  data  for  this  conclusion,  Ferguson  4924-4927 The  disease  is  of  all 

others  the  most  infectious,  ib.  5394. 

Impossibility  of  discovering  by  what  means  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  conveyed ; 
decided  opinion  that  it  is  not  conveyed  by  running  wuter,  Garnett  6384-6389—— 

Mysterious  character  of  the  disease  as  regards  infecion,  Walsh  8120-8126 Belief 

that  animals  which  have  recovered  from  the  disease  will  carry  the  contagion  with  them 
for  a considerable  time,  McBride  9136-9139. 

Opinion  that  lhe  disease  becomes  less  virulent  and  less  general  as  it  extends  from  the 

infected  parts,  Duchham  9790 Explanation  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  nothing 

more  than  fever  brought  on  by  privation,  Adams  9981- Mysterious  character  of  the 

foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Cheshire  as  regards  the  suddenness  with  which  it  comes  and 
goes;  similarity  of  the  disease  to  cholera  in  this  respect,  Smith  10215-10225.  10245. 
10249-10251.  10348-10352. 

Opinion  that  the  disease  might  be  conveyed  from  field  to  field  by  hares,  without  their 

being  themselves  infected  with  it,  Stewart  11747-11750 -Inexpediency  of  permitting 

men  or  dogs  to  pass  from  field  to  field  where  there  are  diseased  animals;  infection 
undoubtedly  conveyed  by  birds,  hares,  and  other  living  animals,  Lambert  1342 l-i 34a4* 
13621-13625.  13770-13772. 

2.  Liability  of  the  same  Animals  to  several  attacks : 

The  same  animals  are  liable  to  be  attacked  two  or  three  times,  Brown  1900-1903 

Instances  of  second  and  third  attacks  of  cattle  in  former  outbreaks,  though  such  attacks 

have  recently  become  more  frequent,  ib.  2723 Instances  many  years  ago  of  the  same 

animals  having  had  the  disease  several  times  in  succession,  Simonds  3229-3231 

Increased  virulence  of  loot  and  mouth  disease;  frequency  of  the  same  animals  being  twice 

attacked,  Stratton  4549  -4656 Twofold  attack  of  witness’ cows  during  the  summer  of 

1872,  Fisher  5147,  5148 Instances  of  cattle  attacked  with  the  disease  three  times 

in  six  months,  ib.  5206.  5225-5228. 

3.  Several  kinds  of  Animals  to  which  the  Disease  may  be  conveyed  : 

Doubt  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  extending  to  any  other  animals  but  cattle,  sheep, 

pigs,  and  poultry,  Brown  1883-1890 Result  of  witness’  experience  that  dogs,  hares, 

rabbits,  and  birds  are  not  subject  to  the  loot  and  mouth  disease  ; explanation  hereon 
as  to  his  not  having  made  conclusive  experiments  on  the  subject,  ib.  2703.  2716. 
2757- 
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Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

IT.  Character  and  Treatment  of  the  Disease — continued. 

3.  Several  kinds  of  Animals  to  which  the  Disease  may  be  conveyed — contd- 

Statement  as  to  sheep,  pigs,  and  domestic  poultry  being  susceptible  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ; belief  that  dogs,  hares,  and  rabbits,  and  birds  generally,  are  not  liable  to  the 
disease,  Simonds  2906.  2919.  2938-2941. 

Various  forms  in  which  witness  has  communicated  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  to 
healthy  animals ; particulars  of  experiments  on  the  subject,  Baldwin  3780,3781.  3784- 

3797*  3992“3995 Grounds  for  the  conclusion  as  to  the  liability  of  hares  and  rabbits 

to  be  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Baldwin  3992-3995.  4242-4246.  4251- 

4253;  Ferguson  5494-5499 Doubt  as  to  hares  and  rabbits  propagating  this  disease, 

Morrow  5625-5627. 

4.  Period  of  Incubation  : 

Average  of  about  ten  days  as  the  length  of  an  ordinary  attack.  Brown  2268,  2269 

Incubation  period  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  forty  hours  to  three  days, 

Simonds  2993 Great  variation  in  the  time  for  which  an  animal  under  tire  disease 

would  continue  to  throw  off  infection,  ib.  3499,  3500 Belief  that  the  disease  or  poison 

is  a short-lived  one,  Baldwin  3804.  3806 The  period  of  incubation  of  the  disease  is 

about  four  or  five  days ; personal  experience  upon  which  this  opinion  is  founded,  Clarke 
8693-8608. 

5.  Treatment: 

Favourable  termination  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  when  not  interfered  with,  Brown 

1568,  1569 Improbability  of  any  treatment  much  mitigating  the  loss  of  condition 

from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  1896-1899 Contention  that  the  best  treatment 

for  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  lo  let  it  run  its  course  and  to  take  care  of  the  animal,  Smith 
10209-10211. 

Rapid  recovery  of  fat  cattle  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  if  left  alone  and  nor.  dis- 
turbed ; instance  of  an  animal  suffering  from  this  disease  that  afterwards  took  the  first 
prize  at  the  Manchester  Show  and  was  sold  for  72  l.  10s.,  Verdon  7119,  7120 Evi- 

dence in  further  support  of  the  statement  that  animals  affected  with  the  disease  will 
recover  rapidly  if  allowed  to  remain  quiet  and  undisturbed,  ib.  7740-7745.  8029-8032. 

Considerable  experience  of  witness  as  regards  the  foot  and  mouth  disease;  suggestions 
as  to  the  correct  treatment  of  animals  suffering  from  the  disease,  Denchfield  10973- 

10988.  10991.  10997.  11102,  11103.  11147-11149.  11160-11168 Fallacious 

character  of  the  treatment  which  allows  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  cure  itself  without 

remedial  process,  ib.  1 1160.  11165 Method  adopted  in  Forfarshire  in  the  treatment 

of  animals  affected  with  the  foot  and  mouth  disease ; good  nursing  preferable  to  any 

system  of  treatment,  Goodlet  11558-11567 Rapid  recovery  of  milch  cows  from  foot 

and  mouth  disease  if  left  undisturbed  and  at  rest,  Lambert  13406-13410. 

III.  Conveyance  of  the  Diseases  between  Ireland  and  England  and  Scotland: 

Large  import  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Ireland  at  the  ports  of  Bristol  and  Liver- 
pool, though  the  disease  is  said  to  have  been  first  introduced  into  Ireland  from  England, 

Williams  460-469 Absence  of  any  check  to  the  movement  of  Irish  cattle  from  the 

ports  into  the  interior,  so  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  easily  spread  in  England ; obsta- 
cles to  the  diseased  animals  being  detained  and  isolated  at  the  place  of  landing,  ib.  479- 

499- 

Statement  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  not  having  been  in  Ireland  when  the  cattle 
plague  was  there,  and  as  to  its  having  been  twice  introduced  into  Ireland  by  cattle  or 

calves  from  Bristol,  Brown  1760-1762 Appearance  of  the  disease  in  England  long 

before  it  was  known  in  Ireland,  ib.  1822-1826 Large  import  of  Irish  foot  and  mouth 

disease  at  Liverpool  as  well  as  at  Bristol,  ib ■ 2031-2033. 

Appearance  of  the  disease  in  Ireland,  in  1S39,  since  which  year  there  have  been  seve- 
ral outbreaks,  Simojids  2922-2924 Probability  of  a great  number  of  diseased  animals 

having  been  sent  to  England  in  1872, though  many  were  not  sent  spontaneously,  Ferguson 

4913- Opinion  that  the  number  of  diseased  cattle  sent  from  Ireland  to  England  is 

very  much  exaggerated,  ib.  4943 With  regard  to  the.  frequent  practice  formerly  of 

sending  diseased  cattle  to  England,  this  system  uo  longer  exists,  and  the  movement  of 
diseased  cattle  in  Ireland  is  now  prohibited,  ib.  5397.  5400-5407. 

Export  by  witness  of  about  2,200  cattle  to  Glasgow  and  other  places  in  the  last  six 
years ; in  only  one  lot  of  this  large  supply  was  there  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Morroiv 
5574-5578 Particulars  as  to  an  outbreak  of  disease  among  some  cattle  sent  by  wit- 

ness to  Falkirk  ; this  was  on  the  fourth  day  after  their  departure  from  Ireland,  and  there 
was  then  no  disease  among  them,  ib.  5581-5592.  5630-5632- — Instances  of  disease 
having  broken  out  among  Irish  cattle  in  Scotland,  through  infection  in  the  railway  trucks 
or  in  the  markets,  ib.  5593-5595* 

353.  4 U Means 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


68o 


FOOT  AND  MOUTH  DISEASE. 


Report,  1873 — continued. 


Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

III.  Conveyance  of  the  Disease  between  Ireland  and  England  and  Scotland — contA 

Means  by  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  transmitted  from  Ireland  to  England 
Jenkins  6051-6056. 

Decided  opinion  that  the  statement  that  Irish  cattle  have  brought  disease  into  England 
is  very  much  exaggerated ; absence  of  complaints  as  to  disease  in  animals  when  landed 
from  the  company’s  steamers,  O'Neill  6862-6867.  6901 Examination  as  to  the  pre- 

valence of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  ; decided  opinion  that  the  disease  has  been 
brought  from  England  into  Ireland,  Verdon  7026.  7033-7040.  70S  l -7083.  7095.  7098- 

7114.7904,  7905.  8037-8040 Evidence  in  support  of  theory  that  foot  and  mouth 

disease  originates  in  the  east  and  travels  westward  in  Ireland,  ib.  7801-7813. 

Statement  that  Irish  cattle  are  the  healthiest  that  are  brought  to  England,  McBride 
9394-9396—7- Opinion  as  to  the  healthy  character  of  Irish  store  cattle ; necessity  of 
protecting  Irish  cattle  from  disease,  from  England,  Gamgee  9448. 

Examination  as  to  the  introduction  of  diseased  animals  from  Ireland ; opinion  that 
though  the  stoppage  of  the  import  of  cattle  from  Ireland  would  not  give  immunity  from 
disease,  it  would  have  the  effect  of  cutting  off  a main  source,  Smith  1 0253-10263.  10330- 

10337-  10356-10361.  10363-10365.  10379-10393 Prevalence  of  foot  and  mouth 

disease  in  the  Irish  cattle  which  come  to  Perthshire,  Stewart  11841. 

Inaccuracy  of  statements  that  Ireland  is  the  source  of  supply  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
to  England,  Lambert  13520-13528. 


IV.  Mortality  from  the  Disease  : 

Comparatively  small  number  of  deaths  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Williams  827, 

828- Exceedingly  small  mortality  from  the  disease,  the  treatment  being  moreover 

unscientific,  Brown  2822-2824 Considerable  fatality  from  the  disease  m 1840-41, 

owing  very  much  to  its  treatment  having  been  misunderstood,  Simonds  2911-2914 

Average  of  about  one  percent,  as  tile  mortality  from  the  disease,  ib.  3017 Very  small 

mortality  from  the  disease.  Morrow  5605. 


V.  Deterioration  and  Pecuniary  Loss  ; immense  Sacrifice  invoiced  ; 

Immense  sum  represented  by  the  deterioration  in  value  through  foot  and  mouth  disease 
as  estimated  at  2 l.  per  head,  Williams  1289-1294.  1356-1358. 

Great  variation  in  the  amount  of  loss  per  head  from  the  disease,  the  sacrifice  sometimes 
being  considerable  in  the  case  both  of  milch  cows  and  of  fat  stock,  Brown  2267-2277 
Instances  of  the  serious  loss  sometimes  accruing,  ib.  2676, 2677. 

Belief  that  the  average  loss  is  nothing  like  2 l.  per  head  upon  the  total  number  of  animals 

affected  with  the  disease,  Simonds  3018,3019 Several  ways  in  which  the  disease 

causes  loss  of  condition,  ib.  3178,  31 79 Witness  repeals  that,  save  in  the  case  of  milch 

cows,  the  average  loss  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  nothing  like  2 Z.  a head.  ib.  2206- 
3399*  y 


Calculation  as  to  the  loss  on  the  score  of  milk,  &c.,  when  there  is  an  outbreak  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  Baldwin  3950-3956-  3966-3974.  4065-4082.  4271-4285. 

Liability  of  witness’  dairy  cows  to  the  disease ; estimated  loss  of  from  3 Z.  to  4 Z.  per 
head  in  the  summer  of  1872,  through  diminution  of  milk  and  oilier  causes,  Stratton 
45°9-45,3-  4751- — Opinion  that  the  losses  to  farmers  from  foot  and  mouth  disease 

exceed  those  from  all  other  contagious  diseases,  ib.  4514-4516 Varying  loss  per  head 

upon  witness  fat  stock  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  4611,  4612 Estimated  average 

loss  of  2 Z.  per  head  upon  aU  classes  of  cattle  attacked  with  the  disease,  ib.  4724- 
4720.  ’ * 


Great  variation  in  the  loss  per  head  from  foot  and  mouth  disease;  calculations  hereon, 

Jftiier  5196-5205.  5212-5223: Calculations  as  to  the  deterioration  in  value  through 

the  di;-ease,  Morrow  5606-5609 Reduction  of  price  to  be  required  by  witness  if  he 

were  to  buy  animals  with  the  disease,  ib.  5688-5691 Examinaiion  as  to  the  estimated 

loss  from  the  disease,  Jenkins  6149-6154 Decided  opinion  that  the  losses  from  foot 

and  mouth  disease  have  been  greatly  exaggerated,  Guiry  6200-6203.  6281-6-289. 

Calculation  that  the  loss  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  dairy  cattle  is  4 Z.  per 

cow,  Bolster  7323.  7551  7552- Belief  that  the  losses  from  the  disease  have  been 

very  nearly  equal  to  the  losses  from  pleuro-pneumouia,  ib.  7347 Contradiction  of  the 

opinion  that  cows  produce  more  butter  and  milk  after  having  had  foot  and  mouth  disease, 

*0.  7553-7555* 

Opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not  in  any  way  affect  the  price  of  fat  cattle 
when  the  animal  is  to  be  slaughtered  immediately,  Verdon  7656-7664— Calculation  as 
to  the  amount  of  depreciation  in  price  of  cattle  suffering  from  a severe  attack  of  the 
disease,  zb.  7746-7752.  ” 

Examination  as  to  the  loss  which  the  country  lias  sustained  by  the  recent  outbreak 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease;  calculation  that  the  sacriSce  has  amounted  to  13,000,000  f. 
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Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued, 

V.  Deterioration  and  Pecuniary  Loss ; immense  Sacrifice  involved — continued. 

or  14,000,000  l.  in  one  year,  Clarke  8648-8686 Opinion  that  a butcher  in  buying  an 

animal  would  not  take  into  account  the  fact  that  it  had  suffered  previously  from  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  would  give  the  present  value  of  it,  ib.  8687-8692. 

Calculation  that  we  have  lost  millions  upon  millions  every  year  for  the  last  thirty  years 
by  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; grounds  upon  which  this  calculation  is  based,  Gamgee  9441. 

9443-944.5.  954°"9568 Witness  estimates  that  the  total  loss  in  England  has  amounted 

to  13,071,39a  /.,  and  in  England  and  Ireland  to  19,510,707  l„  Duckham  9850-9857. 

Calculation  that  the  loss  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  about  4 l.  per  head  on  the 
carcase;  considerable  loss  in  milk,  Denchfteld  10992-10995.  11056-11072.  11135- 

11138 The  average  loss  on  cattle  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  about  a l.  per  head, 

Gbodlet  11623-1 1625.  11634.  H669. 

Opinion  that  the  cost  of  the  restrictions  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  greater 
than  the  value  received  from  them  ; insiguificant  character  of  the  disease,  Smith  12362- 

12367.  12414-12445 Witness  considers  that  the  statements  with  regard  to  the  loss 

from  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  generally  exaggerated,  Lambert  13496-13499. 

Paper  submitted  by  Professor  Baldwin  relative  to  the  loss  from  the  disease,  App. 
394>  395- 

Comparative  estimate  of  loss  sustained  by  the  stock  owners  of  the  United  Kingdom 
from  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  their  herds  and  flocks  during  the  year  187  2 ; aggregate 
of  19,510,707  l;  App.  634. 

VI.  Effect  of  the  Act  of  1869,  and  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Restrictions,  as  regards 

the  amount  of  Disease  : 

Slight  effect  of  the  Act  of  1869  in  stopping  the  disease,  Williams  410-414.  442 

Impression  as  to  the  disease  having  increased  by  extension  from  the  centres  which  existed 

after  the  cessation  of  the  cattle  plague  regulations,  ib.  708-713 Dissent  from  the 

view  that  the  disease  was  extinct  in  England  before  the  cattle  plague  regulations  were 
removed,  ib.  831-834. 

Non-interference  with  the  disease  previously  to  1869 ; increasing  price  of  meat 

adverted  to  hereon,  Williams  1064-1067 Opinion  that  unless  much  more  be  done  for 

the  prevention  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  present  regulalions  may  as  well  be 
withdrawn  altogether,  ib.  1364-1367. 

Stoppage  of  the  disease  when  the  movement  of  cattle  was  stopped  during  the  cattle 

plague,  Brown  1452,  1453 Decided  risk  of  the  import  of  the  disease  from  abroad, 

notwithstanding  the  present  restrictions,  ib.  2575-2585. 

More  serious  outbreak  in  1872  but  for  the  Act  of  1869,  Simotids  2920,  2921 

Material  effect  of  the  cattle  plague  restrictions  in  decreasing  the  amount  of  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  ib.  2944-2948.  2950-2956.  3377-3379 Absence  of  any  preventive  to 

foot  and  mouth  disease,  or  to  its  spread,  ib.  3548-3553. 

Consultation  of  witness  relative  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  1869,  on  which  occasion 
he  expressed  but  little  confidence  in  any  regulations  for  the  suppression  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  Simonds  3676-3679. 

Great  fluctuation  in  the  amount  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  there  being  climatic  and 

other  modifying  causes  which  legislation  cannot  touch,  Baldwin  4198-4204 Freedom 

from  the  disease  when  the  cattle  plague  regulations  were  in  force,  Stratton  4557 “4562  ; 
Fisher  5149,  5150. 

Examination  as  to  the  restrictions  which  have  been  put  in  force  in  England  with  regard 
to  foot  and  mouth  disease;  returns  as  to  this  disease  not  generally  furnished  by  the  coun- 
ties, Jenkins  5855-5859.  5895-5896 Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  statement  that 

the  foot  and  mouth  disease  died  out  in  England  with  the  termination  of  the  cattle  plague, 

Clarke  8276-8279;  Gamgee  9779-9784;  Thomson  11482-11485 Statement  as  to 

the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  certain  counties  in  England,  McBride  9359” 

9377 Opinion  that  the  restrictions  under  the  Act  have  tended  to  propagate  rather 

than  to  check  the  disease,  Lambert  13414. 

VII.  Suggestions  on  the  Score  of  Isolation,  Stoppage  of  Movement,  Compulsory 

Slaughter,  Sfc.  ; 

Means  of  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  if,  in  addition  to  other  precautions, 

there  were  compulsory  isolation,  Williams  415-417.  1138.  1146-1151 -Decided 

objection  to  the  slaughtering  of  all  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib. 
1103,1104. 

Conclusion  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease,  whether  imported  from  Ireland  or  not, 
that  any  restrictions,  to  be  effectual,  should  be  permanent,  and  should  be  similar  to  those 
for  the  eradication  of  the  cattle  plague,  slaughter  being  excepted  (witness,  however,  not 

approving  of  stringent  measures),  Brown  1438, 1439.  1442-1462 Question  considered 

whether  detention  at  the  port  of  shipment  should  not  apply  to  the  whole  lot  amongst 
which  there  is  any  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  2281-2286. 

363.  4 ® ^ Opinion 
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Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

VII.  Suggestions  on  the  Score  of  Isolation,  Stoppage  of  Movement,  Spc. — continued. 

Opinion  that  mere  isolation  would  not  suffice  to  get  rid  of  the  disease,  and  that  it 
would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  to  re-impose  the  same  stringent  regulations  as  to 

removal,  See.,  which  were  in  force  for  the  cattle  plague,  Simonds  29.50-2956 Room 

for  much  improvement  as  regards  inspection  and  movement  of  cattle,  and  as  regards  fairs 
and  markets ; check  thereby  to  the  disease,  ib.  3184-3186, 


Opinion  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  may  be  stamped  out,  although  it  has  taken 
deep  root  in  the  country,  Baldwin  3832,  3833. 


Advantage  of  applying  to  England  as  well  as  Ireland  witness’  scheme  of  stoppage  of 
fairs  and  markets  and  of  movement,  though  he  has  not  considered  the  circumstances  of 

the  former  country,  Baldwin  4408-4410 Dissent  from  the  views  of  Professor  Brown 

and  other  authorities  as  to  the  impossibility  of  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 
ib.  4410-4413.  ’ 


Proposition  that  the  disease  be  treated  with  the  same  stringency  as  the  cattle  plague 
that  all  movement  be  prohibited,  except  under  license,  in  the  months  of  June  and  July 
and  that  any  animals  subsequently  diseased  be  slaughtered,  Stratton  4517-4520.  4532 

4533*  458i-4593-  4622-4629.  4680-46S5.  4711-4721 Explanation  relative  to  the 

proposed  power  in  the  county  authorities  to  slaughter  in  the  case  of  foot  and  mouth 

disease,  ib.  4532,  4533.  4581-4592.  4639-4646 Proposal  that  animals  in  contact 

with  but  not  actually  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  be  at  once  sent  to  the 

slaughter  house,  so  that  they  may  be  used  as  food,  Fisher  5210,  521 1 Suggestions 

with  reference  to  foot  and  mouth  disease ; recommendation  that  fat  cattle  infected  with 
this  disease  should  be  slaughtered,  Garnett  6278-6282.  6295-6401.  6429-6436  6465- 
6469.  6489-6493. 


Disinclination  of  witness  to  approve  of  the  removal  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  out  of  the 
operation  of  the  Act;  opinion,  however,  that  the  disease  will  die  out  in  consequence  of 

the  restrictions  which  have  been  imposed.  Bolster  7345-/347-  7477 Further  opinion 

as  to  the  expediency  of  stringently  carrying  out  the  regulations  as  regards  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  possibihiy  however  ofanimals  getting  into  a fair,  notwithstanding  thestrii.pencv 
of  the  regulations,  ib.  7620-7629.  763'. -7646.  7643-7651. 


Examination  as  to  the  damage  which  cal  tie  sustain  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease- 
contention  that  if  foreign  importation  be  completely  stopped,  the  disease  will  of  necessity 
die  out,  McBride  9062-9075.  9102-9104.  9142-9144.  9167.  9215-9218.  9271-9276. 

Evidence  as  to  the  possibility  and  means  of  riddin<r  the  country  of  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  belief  that  the  disease  died  out  during  the  year  of  the  cattle  plague,  Gamqec 

9427.  9431.  9434-9438.  9450-9452.  9499-9525 Strong  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth 

disease  should  never  be  excluded  from  the  Act  of  1869,  for  the  reason  that  it  does  the 


most  mischief,  ib.  9442 Belief  that  if  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  is  efficiently 

stopped,  the  disease  will  absolutely  die  out  of  itself,  ib.  9519,  9520.  9536-9539. 


Further  statement  as  to  the  means  to  be  adopted  for  stamping  out  ihe  foot  and  mouth 
disease ; expediency  of  a system  of  efficient  inspection  for  the  purpose,  Gamqee  4586- 

9614 Disinfection  necessary  ns  regaids  the  animal  itself,  ib.  9598,  0549- 

Statement  as  to  the  means  of  stamping  out  disease  upon  the  arrival  of  cattle  in  this 
country  ; possibility  of  getting  rid  of  foot  and  moulh  disease  by  means  of  disinfectants,  if 
foreign  importation  is  stopped,  ib.  9740-9750. 

Suggestions  as  to  the  best  means  (or  preventing  .he  spread  of  foot  and  month  disease  ; 
expediency  ox  the  Government  organising  a system  by  which  the  privations  of  cattle 
when  imported  should  be  materially  lessened,  Odams  10076-10080— —Different  means 
suggested  with  a view  to  preventing  ihe  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Upper  10820 
“ m, Regulations  necessary  for  preventing  the  spread  of  the  disease  ; expediency  of 


isolation  as  a means  to  tills  end,  Denchfield  10998-1 100O.  11118-11128 Suggestions 

as  to  the  means  to  be  taken  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the  disease  ; necessity  for  a system 
of  heavy  penalties  tor  moving  cattle,  Walker  12207-12209,  12228-12233.  12237-13242 

™tS“t  “ *?  lhe_useles;:”'ss  °f  slaughtering  animals  which  have  been  in  the  same 

cargo  with  annuals  suffering  from  loot  and  month  disease,  GMardt  1209.-120117 

Examination  as  to  the  restrictions  and  regulations  relating  to  foot  and  mouth  Sease ; 
s ong  opinion  that  the  only  restriction  necessary  is  the  total  cessation  of  movement  of 
>34.0-13421.  13501-13507.  13559-1366,.  ,36.3- 

VIII.  Objections  to  stringent  Regulations : 

rnwJmd  t,mYuch  ,tric‘  7^*™“  fs.in  the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  would  never  be 
toleiaiea  m i lie  case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Brown  uRn  nci  „ ,i,„f 


V"  — --"l  mouth  disease,  Brown  1450,  145 .——Conviction  that 

°11.  b»  “>7  s'gd'Mioos,  ib.  1459-1466— 


Expediency  of  still  leaving  the  foot  and  month  in  tlrnlc,' ?f'ii^"iltilVa«l?  it' is'" better 
on  the  whole  not  to  apply,  stringent  regulations  on  the  subject,  ib.  1 684',  1 665.  1718- 
*7*1.  3 743,  1744- 
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Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

VIII.  Objections  to  Stringent  Regulations — continued. 

Further  evidence  as  to  the  decrease  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  consequence  of  the 
decreased  movement  of  eattle,  whilst  its  occasional  increase  arises  from  natural  laws, 
irrespectively  of  foreign  import,  Brown  1745-1754 Conclusion  that  elaborate  restric- 

tions against  the  spread  of  the  disease  are  not  advisable,  and  that  legislation  should  only 
apply  to  the  exposure  of  diseased  animals,  ib.  1799-180-2.  1891-1896. 

Further  statement  to  the  effect  that  stringent  regulations  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease 
would  never  be  observed  by  farmers,  and  that  legislative  interference  is  not  expedient. 

Broom  2089-2100.  2194.  2299 Conclusion  further  expressed  in  disapproval  of 

stringent  regulations  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease ; prospect  of  the  disease  becoming 
milder,  ib.  2257-2263. 

Disapproval  by  farmers  of  stringent  regulations  for  the  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
Brown  2652-2665.  2744-2755;  Morrow  5654-5656.  5695-5697 Reluctance  ex- 

pressed by  witness  to  approve  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  animals  not  actually  attacked 

with  the  disease,  Ferguson  5487,  5488.  5534-5537 Opinion  that  more  noise  is  made 

about  the  disease  than  is  necessary,  and  that  the  disease  will  gradually  die  out  again. 
Morrow  5646,  5647.  6768-5770.  5*8i6»  5817-  5826 Approval  of  the  present  restric- 

tions, though  witness  is  strongly  opposed  to  any  increase  thereof,  ib.  5692-5694.  5768- 
5780.  5820-5826.  5829, 5830. 

Examination  as  to  the  infectious  character  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; opinion,  how- 
ever, that  this  disease  is  not  sufficiently  important  to  be  included  in  the  Act,  Gviry  6195- 

6199.  6253-6255.  6270-6280.  6304-6307.  6324,  6325.  6334-6342 Decided  opinion 

as  to  the  expediency  of  removing  all  restrictions  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; mistake  of 
the  English  graziers  in  assimilating  this  disease  with  rinderpest,  Garnett  6427,  6587- 

6593.  6598-6602 Further  statement  as  to  the  inexpediency  of  stringent  restrictions  as 

regards  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; contention  that  the  present  restrictions  have  proved  of 
no  u>e,  ib.  6510-6513.  6587.  6592.  6598-6602.  6632-6635. 

Examination  upon  the  question  of  allowing  the  exhibition  for  sale  of  animals  suffering 
from  foot  and  month  disease  ; belief  that  for  their  own  sakes  no  farmers  or  store-feeders 

would  expose  such  animals,  Verdon  7715-7736 Suggestion  that  there  be  no  legislation 

for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  7818,  7819 Opinion  that  nothing  will  prevent  attacks 

of  the  disease,  and  that  all  restrictions  are  inexpedient,  W.  Brown  13879,  13880. 

IX.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee  : 

Conflicting  character  of  the  evidence  before  the  Committee  as  to  the  amount  of  loss 
caused  by  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  as  to  the  measures  required  for  its  diminution. 

Rep,  iv Conclusion  of  the  Committee  that  nothing  short  of  exceedingly  stringent 

measures  would  extirpate  the  disease,  and  that  such  measures  would  excite  great  opposi- 
tion, and  would  be  an  undue  interference  with  the  home  trade,  ib. 

Recommendation  that  the  sale  in  a public  place,  or  the  carriage  of  animals  affected  with 

the  disease  he  prohibited,  Rep.  v. Proposal  that  the  Privy  Council  should  cease  to 

issue  orders  for  the  check  of  the  disease,  ib. Suggested  power  in  the  Privy  Council  to 

allow  the  movement,  under  proper  precautions,  of  animals  affected  with  the  disease,  tor 
slaughter,  food,  or  shelter,  ib. 

See  also  Aberdeenshire.  Abortion.  Aylesbury.  Breeding  Stock.  Bristol. 
Cattle  Ships,  3.  Compensation.  Fairs  and  Markets.  Farmers.  foreign 
Cattle.  Forfarshire.  Glasnevin.  Herefordshire.  Inoculation.  Ireland 
and  Irish  Cattle,  I.  Isolation.  Lambay  Island.  Leig  station.  Limerick 

Countv.  Local  Authorities.  Meat  {Diseased  Animals).  Movement  of 

Cattle  l,  2.  Perthshire.  Pigs.  Police.  Privy  Council.  Quarantine. 
Sheep,  1.  Spain  and  Portugal.  Store  Cattle.  Switzerland.  Treatment 
of  Disease.  Wiltshire. 


Foreign  Cattle: 

1.  State  of  the  Law  as  to  Foreign  Import  previously  to  the  Act  of  1869. 

2.  Regulations  under  the  Act  of  1869  as  to  import  from  Scheduled  Countries. 

3.  Amount  of  Import ; Prospect  of  Increase  or  Decrease. 

4.  Import  of  Disease  with  Foreign  Cattle. 

5.  Increased  Price  of  Cattle  and  of  Meat  on  the  Continent.  , . 

6.  Expediency  of  International  Regulations  for  the  prompt  Suppression  oj 

Disease  in  Foreign  Cattle.  , * r a 

7.  Conflicting  Evidence  upon  the  Question  of  Slaughter  at  the  Port  of  Arrival 

in  England.  . ,, 

8.  Suggested  Return  of  Diseased  Store  Stock  to  the  Exporting  Country. 

9.  Other  Details  and  Suggestions  on  various  Points. 

10.  Recommended  Maintenance  of  the  Provisions  of  the  Act  of  1869. 

1.  State  of  the  Law  as  to  Foreign  Import  previously  to  the.  Act  of  1369  : 

- information  relative  to  the  state  of  the  law  as  regards  foreign  import  previously  to  the 
363-  4 v 3 V 
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Foreign  Cattle— continued. 

1.  State  of  the  Law  as  to  Foreign  Import  previously  to  the  Act,  fyc. — continued, 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1869  5 numerous  acts  and  orders  in  Council  which  the  measure  of 
that  year  had  to  deal  with  and  to  consolidate,  Williams  90-112. 

2.  Regulations  under  the  Act  of  1869  as  to  Import  from  Scheduled  Countries: 
Statement  as  to  tile  foreign  countries  placed  in  l86g  under  tile  regulations  in  the 

schedule  of  the  Act  as  to  slaughter  at  the  landing  place,  Williams  113-116 -Sevpnl 

alterations  made  in  the  Schedule  in  1870  and  1871;  il,.  117-123 Several  foreign 

countries  now  in  the  schedule  with  reference  to  slaughter  at  the  port  of  landing,  ib.  159. 

Statement  as  to  countries  not  being  scheduled  for  pleuro-pneumonia,  or  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ; valuable  check,  however,  through  the  liability  of  the  whole  of  the  cargo  to  he 
MM  at  the  port  of  landing,  Williams  734-739— Regulations  us  to  impfrt  tom 
scheduled  and  unscheduled  countries,  respectively,  further  adverted  to  as  requiring 
amendment  in  several  respects;  suggestions  on  the  subject,  ib.  765  et  seq. 

Value  of  the  guarantee  given  by  the  scheduled  countries  that  thev  will  notallow 

the  import  or  transit  of  cattle  without  certain  restrictions,  Brown  2133-21*10 pY 

pediency  of  maintaining  the  system  of  scheduled  countries,  ib.  2207,  2208.  “ 

Further  provision  required  as  to  isolation,  disinfeclkm,  fa,  where  animals  are  landed 

from  scheduled  countries,  Smimis  3076-3078 Expediency  of  maintaining  the  dis- 

"net ion  between  scheduled  and  unscheduled  countries,  ib.  3094,  3095. 

Examination  as  to  the  countries  which  are  scheduled  under  the  Act  of  i860;  cxnediencv 
?07Cj-to7"  9 ”a  8 “PP  “d  ‘°  a“  CaUla  C°“i,1S  from  abroad<  Botins™ 'o6fa-io6$! 

3.  Amount  of  Import ; Prospect  oj  Increase  or  Decrease  : 

and  “2  V-Jr  Pr°P°,  ti0»  °f  suPP'y  of  li«  *““«  which  comes  from  abroad 

catlllimo  *h  Td’  Yil'ams,  343-349— —Statement  as  to  the  decreased  import  of  foreign 
catlJe  into  the  London  market  in  the  last  few  years  having  been  more  than  compensate! 
by*he  lncrease<1  home  supply  ii.  940-953.  969 Small  percentage  of  foreign  live 

122^13^8^ ^ '0  P^h^hition^^hnport^ii.  'la^tg- 

co||T^ 

raointW  efIprt  S“PP'y  °“,lhe  ConlIne,!t  generally  having  much  decreased  with  the 
trade  wilKiot  (hevehipe^self^im^^me^han^V^iesent^^^cia^Gl^'i^Si^a^1^811  ca^e 

™a,ffSfS 

thrs  year  from  Denmark  is  double  that  oHas?  °f  ““““  imp0"ed 

4.  Import  of  Disease  with  Foreign  Cattle : 

fromT;rCi°ies°f  ‘.Tn  “?r  *?  ^S'an?  fra?  schad"W  lhaa 

Wamofac  aal  n’rn “ “ Deptford  ad.erled  to  hereon  ; William  535-238 

pleuro-pneumonia  into  the  countrySlhrou°h  ^'“med^^r '/  f°°l  a”d  moulh  <lisease  O' 
1005,1006.  ^ uougn  the  medium  of  foreign  cattle,  ib.  870-872. 

disf“e“h “iedoubttes  hemUmDoned11/  plag?.e’  P,lenro-P"eo*”onia,  and  foot  and  mouth 
to  farmers,  Bromn" aTo-aco.!^ ' ab"?d’  a”d  ha,‘  raased  considerable  losses 

as  a preventive  of  the  disease’  Fisher  633o,a533°  “ me"!  st“pPage  of  foreiSn  importation 

have  been  impoSed\om  ' ‘other  coTitries^c&S  0*06  ^ °ther  Contagio.UB  diseases 

Decided  opinion  that  ail  contagions  diseasesSdim ?' in’ ' 9°77i  r9’44'  9l6ti.~8,91 ' 

9426.  9667.  9768 Be  ief  that  Hip  fnnt  a a ttectl"S  Cdl1^  are  oi  foreign  origin,  Gamgee 

have  been  introduced  into  Enirland  from  mout  1 dl.seas®>  and  also  pleuro-pneumonia 
10825.  10841-10845.  g foreign  countries,  Lepper  ,0784.  10807.  10820- 

6.  Increased 
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Foreign  Cattle— ■ continued. 

5.  Increased  Price  of  Cattle  and  of  Meat  on  the  Continent ; 

Examination  as  to  the  prices  of  cattle  on  the  Continent ; considerable  increase  of  late 
years  in  the  price  of  meat,  especially  in  Germany,  Gebliardt  12851-1-2884 Infor- 

mation as  to  the  rise  in  the  price  of  meat  on  the  Continent,  W,  Brown  13932-13942. 

6.  Expediency  of  International  Regulations  for  the  prompt  Suppression  of  Disease 

in  Foreign  Cattle : 

Importance  of  some  united  action  on  the  part  of  European  countries  with  a view  to  the 
prevention  of  cattle  diseases  and  their  prompt  suppression  when  discovered ; difficulties  in 
the  matter,  Williams  180-191. 

7.  Conflicting  Evidence  upon  the  Question  of  Slaughter  at  the  Port  of  Arrival  in 

England : 

Evidence  to  the  effect  that  the  system  of  slaughtering  all  scheduled  animals  at  the  port 

of  landing  does  not  give  immunity  against  danger,  Williams  222-238 Conviction  of 

witness  that  wholesale  slaughtering  of  all  foreign  animals  at  the  ports  would  not  prevent 

disease  in  England,  ib.  336-34- Belief  that  there  would  be  more  liability  than  at 

present  to  the  impoit  and  spread  of  disease  if  all  foreign  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  the 
place  of  landing,  ib.  1199-1202. 

Probable  shock  to  trade  by  any  sudden  prohibition  of  import  from  any  country,  except 

for  immediate  slaughter,  Brown  2140-214(3 Approval  of  general  slaughtering  at  the 

port  if  there  were  good  grounds  for  concluding  that  ihe  import  trade  would  not  suffer  in 
consequence,  ib.  2147,  2148. 

Proposition  that  all  foreign  fat  stock  found  to  be  the  subjects  of  foot  aud  mouth 

disease  should  be  slaughtered  on  the  spot,  Simonds  2984.  2995-2998 Suggestion  also 

that  all  fat  cattle  from  abroad  or  from  Ireland  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia  should 

be  slaughtered  at  the  port,  ib.  3046-3049 Conclusion  as  regards  the  import  ofpleuro- 

pneumonia,  that  slaughter  should  only  apply  to  those  animals  which  are  infected,  and 
that  no  undue  restrictions  should  be  applied  to  store  cattle,  ib.  3310-3315. 

Further  explanations  as  to  the  extent  to  which  slaughtering  should  be  resorted  to,  and 

as  to  the  point  at  which  isolation  should  come  in,  Simonds  3427-3436 Explanation 

and  defence  of  the  practice  as  to  slaughtering  the  whole  cargo  of  cattle  or  of  sheep  from 
abroad,  if  only  one  animal  of  the  same  kind  has  contagious  disease,  ib.  3479-3496. 
3532-3535 Entire  inadequacy  of  a detention  of  six  hours  as  a check  upon  pleuro- 

pneumonia, immediate  slaughter  being  desirable,  ib.  3605-3609. 

Impression  that  the  large  towns  in  England  might  be  well  supplied  with  meat,  even 
though  all  foreign  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing,  Baldwin  4471-4473 

Advocacy  of  the  slaughter  or  quarantine  of  all  foreign  imported  animals,  Stratton 

4633-4638.  4699-4704 Examination  as  to  the  expediency  ot  slaughter  or  quarantine 

for  the  prevention  of  the  spread  of  contagious  diseases;  necessity  for  legislative  enact- 
ment on  the  subject,  Clarke  8195-8205.  8238-8267.  8280-8290.  8310-8314.  8378- 
8398.  8511-8515.  8553-8573.  8582-8588 — -Witness’ desire  for  slaughter  or  quarantine 
is  based  more  upon  foot  and  mouth  disease  than  upon  pleuro-pneumonia,  ib.  8376-8378 

Opinion  that  the  slaughter  of  fat  cattle  at  the  port  of  debarkation  would  not  be  a 

hindrance  to  the  trade  in  meat,  ib.  8410-8415. 

Expediency  of  the  system  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  cattle  upon  debarkation  being 
made  permanent  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  out  disease;  contention  that  this  regulation 
would  greatly  increase  the  quantity  of  meat,  and  so  tend  to  reduce  the  price,  Clarke 

8532-8535 Evidence  in  further  support  of  compulsory  slaughter  or  quarantine,  as 

regards  cattle  coming  into  the  country  from  foreign  countries ; opinion  that  this  course 
would  encourage  importers  to  send  more  animals  than  they  do  at  present,  ib.  8694- 
8703.  8719.  8726. 

Expediency  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  fat  stock  immediately  upon  lauding;  belief  that 
the  consumers  would  be  benefited  rather  than  injured  by  such  means,  McBride  9078- 
9089.9248-9258.9390-9393 Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  erection  of  a per- 

manent barrier  to  the  importation  of  foreign  live  cattle  into  England,  with  the  exception 
of  those  from  Spain  and  Portugal,  ib.  9288-9326. 

Necessity  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  animals  at  the  port  of  landing;  defeat  of  the 
object  of  this  course  if  great  care  be  not  taken  to  disinfect  the  hides  and  every  ihing 
appertaining  to  the  slaughter-houses,  Gamgee  9466.  9570-9578.  9622-9624.  9723-9733. 

9740,  9741 Approval  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  cattle  immediately  upon  their  landiug 

in  this  country,  Duckham  9896-9904;  Lepper  10824-10826.  logoi. 

Grounds  for  the  opinion  that  slaughter  at  the  water-side  on  arrival  would  have  no 
effect  in  deterring  foreign  stock-keepers  from  sending  over  their  cattle,  Odums  10085, 
10086.  10095.  10098-10108';  Robinson  10539-10541.  10635,  10636.  10642.  10670, 

10671.  10681-10685 Evidence  as  to  the  expediency  of  fixed  regulations  for  the 

import  of  foreign  cattle ; advantage  of  the  certainty  of  the  animals  being  slaughtered 

353-  4 ^4  over 
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Foreign  Cattle— continued. 

7.  Conflicting  Evidence  upon  the  Question  of  Slaughter,  §-c. — continued, 
over  the  uncertainty  of  not  knowing  what  to  do  with  them,  Robinson  lovio-inc. 
10681^10685.  10718-10723.  °,w  1054u 

Contention  that  all  foreign  cattle  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  arrival-  in  the 
absence  of  this  arrangement,  dead  meat  should  be  sent  from  abroad,  GooeUet  \\R 01 

11692.  11708-11710.  11716-11721 Decided  opinion  that  all  foreign  fat  cattle  should* 

be  slaughtered  at  the.  port  of  debarkation  or  taken  by  rail  to  the  slaughter-house  Waller 
12180-12185.  12279-12284.  a ’ 

Examination  with  regard  to  the  business  carried  on  by  witness  in  foreign  cattle ' 
unsuccessful  attempt  made  to  slaughter  at  the  port  of  entry,  and  to  transport  the  meat 
into  the  interior  of  the  country  Hodgetts  12592  -12609/  12638-12657.  12670-12670 

12687-12669.  12694,  12695 1 he  importation  of  cattle  would  be  seriously  check™! 

by  compulsory  slaughter,  ib.  12618-12621.  12626. 


Decided  opinion  that  our  supplies  are  considerably  lessened  by  compulsory  slaughter 
at  the  ports  ; grounds  for  this  conclusion,  Gebhardt  12733-12748-— Disapproval  of 
slaughtering  the  whole  cargo  if  any  animals  are  found  to  be  suffering  from  foot  and 
mouth  disease;  advisability  of  slaughtering  animals  suffering  from  otSer  diseases  ib 
12755-12757.  12803-12805.  12829-12835. 


Decided  opinion  that  if  all  foreign  cattle  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports  it  will  entirely  stem 

t he  foreign  supply,  Lambert  13527-'  353".  ' 3629-'  3637 Grounds  lor  objecting  to  the 

slaughtering  of  cattle  at  the  ports,  Woodcock  13804-13812.  13809,  13830.  !384l! 


8.  Suggested  Return  of  Diseased  Store  Stock  to  the  Exporting  Countrg  : 
Proposition  that  all  foreign  store  stock,  if  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  be 

sent  back  to  the  country  whence  exported,  Simon, Is  0984-0991 , 0995-0998.  3000. 

9.  Other  Details  and  Suggestions  on  various  Points  : 

Inslijeatt?e  °W7r  Ie,tr'?tions  as  regards  foreign  cattle  if  there  are  no  restrictions  upon 

" iff l?' e>^lll'ams.  4Sl- 499>  5°° Witness  considers  that  the  present  regulations 

«onS  fteCtUa  'n  keepinTa'  out  d!sease>  ai)d  that  non-detection  is  very  improbable,  ib.  1203- 
safe  tn'tchers,' “ *°  “,e  * ca“'»  ***!  to  the  wboll 

oniir?’  of/rGi'“r  •Wjgency  in  dealing  with  imported  animals  than  with  home 

animals,  Simon*  0996-0998.  3471-3473 Strong  objection  to  foreign  fat  slock  and 

siore  stock  being  imported  at  the  same  port,  as  at  &]),  Fisher  5100-511.  — Necessity 
foi  entnely  decent  measures  with  regard  to  the  foreign  to  those  adopted  for  the  Irish 
—Sun ev,d™cc  “f  rinderpest  in  foreign  countries,  bametl  6804-66,6 
so  as  'Vilh  reB“rf  ‘°  ,he  faK'S“  “ aa“la 

inlr!:en^l  \3?S  °f  lS°lHtion  °r  iore'%"  ca,tle> t0  be  enforced  by  means  of 
cattle  under  the  PV;ir  ^ &^24  **337  Disapproval  of  the  import  ol  foreign  live 

cattle  undei  the  exist  me  conditions,  Vdams  10030.  10033,  10034.  1003^ Imnossi- 

bihty  of  this  country  enforcing  proper  conditions  as  to  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  at  the 

&°n  c^rtk  woil Xe'a  S?6,  ' ^--Opinion  that  the  stoppage  of  2 im^Stton  of 
to.eign  cattle  would  be  a serious  impediment  to  trade.  Smith  10338-10347.  10362. 

with^a^vie'lv^ to^  extem?*8  ^ f°tvSn  Cattle  trade  much  moi'e  open  than  it  is  at  present, 

evidence Z S1  rf  f 'V'ade.’  Gebhardt  12806-12809 tianhev 

cattle- considerable  diminnHr.  a-5°!l|ll°n  restrictions  upon  the  importation  of  store 
restrictions  ib  1*2807-1  -o.-  'mporiation  offal  cattle  from  abroad  under  existing 

foreign  cattle  in  the7  elan?  of  tl  txPectatlon  of  » considerable  increase  in  the  import  of 
Se cKwoold  Wn  , ,em0,al  lhe  existine  festrictions ; countries  whence 

Belirf  lhat  if“  Act  of  Parliament 

were  passed  confining  foreign  eaule  to  Deptford  Market,  no  cattle  would  come,  ib.  iaS56- 


rinde^.r.“to,lV:  1^97^13977^’  e“eP‘  rr°m  C0“”trieS  Wbere 


10.  Recommended  Maintenance  of  the  Provisions  of  the  Act  of  1 869  : 

foreigntanTmals,'^!ia!anS'S  6ll'mUI  be  made  ‘n  ,he  Act  of  l86S>>  80  far  a8  il  relales  t0' 

DeofftT'  Cattle  PUgm.  Cattle  Ships.  Customs' 
France'  dferTu  Jkoptford  Market.  Foot  and  Month  Disease. 

Ireland  X j j Has, oner.  Holland.  Hull. 

Port  Prion  pL  London,  Port  of.  Metropolitan  Market. 

SpiandP^J-.  L‘  aS *”**  *&****- 

Forfarshire.. 
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Forfarshire.  Statement  that  there  is  a large  importation  of  cattle  into  Forfarshire  from 
Ireland  ; decided  opinion  that  these  cattle  have  brought  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  into 

Scotland,  Goodlet  11539,  ”540.  11552.  1 1601,  11602.  11648-11665.  11 702-1 1707 

Examination  as  to  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  in  the  county  ; belief  that  the  disease  is 
highly  contagious,  ih.  11541-11547.  11635-11645.  11670. 

Necessity  for  more  stringently  carrying  out  the  regulations  for  foot  and  mouth  disease ; 
regulations  in  force  in  Forfarshire  for  the  prevention  of  the  disease,  Goodlet  11568,  11569. 

11626,  11627 Statement  as  to  the  action  of  the  local  authorities  in  Forfarshire; 

unsatisfactory  manner  in  which  the  local  and  the  county  authorities  work,  ib.  1 1570- 

11588.  11626 Character  of  the  inspection  as  carried  out  by  the  local  authorities ; 

inadequate  nature  thereof,  ib.  11631-11633..  11677,  11678 Considerable  risk  run  by 

farmers  in  Forfarshire  on  account  of  the.  large  number  of  cattle  which  is  imported  by 
means  of  markets,  ib.  11601-11608.  11687. 

Statement  that  the  orders  for  the  purpose  of  stopping  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  are 
not  carried  out  in  Forfarshire  with  sufficient  stringency ; opinion  that  these  orders 
should  be  rigidly  enforced,  Milne  1 1998-12005. 

France.  French  cattle  not  imported  into  England  at  the  present  time;  favourable  opinion 
of  witness  as  to  the  Normandy  cattle,  Gebliardt  12791-12800. 

Free  Trade.  Desirability  of  free  trade  in  cattle,  Woodcock  13804. 

See  also  Foreign  Cattle. 


G. 

Galicia.  Doubt  as  to  the  cattle  plague  being  indigenous  in  Galicia,  Williams  189.  1174- 
1177. 

Gamgee,  Professor  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Great  interest  taken  by  witness  in 
the  extinction  of  foreign  cattle  diseases  in  Great  Britain,  notwithstanding  that  he  has  re- 
tired from  the  veterinary  profession,  9425 Decided  opinion  that  all  contagious  dis- 

eases affecting  cattle  are  of  foreign  origin,  9426.  9667-9676.  9768. 

Examination  as  to  the  possibility  and  means  of  ridding  this  country  of  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease;  belief  that  the  disease  died  out  during  the  year  of  the  cattle  plague,  9427. 

9431.  9434-9438.  9450-9452.  9499-9535 Statement  that  the  high  price  of  meat  at 

the  present  time  is  due  to  the  persistent  introduction  into  England  of  foreign  cattle  and 
foreign  diseases,  9432.  9579-9585* 

Witness  submits  that  town  dairies  are  the  centres  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; decided 
opinion  that  all  cattle  affected  with  this  disease  should  be  immediately  slaughtered,  9439, 

9440.  9453-9457.  9476-9484 Calculation  that  we  have  lost  millions  upon  millions 

every  year  for  the  last  thirty  years  by  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; grounds  upon  which  this 
calculation  is  based,  9441.  9443-9445.  9540-9568. 

Strong  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  should  never  be  excluded  from  the  Act  of 

1869,  for  the  reason  that  it  does  the  most  mischief,  9442 Necessity  of  inspection  of 

fairs  and  markets  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information,  9446 Inefficacy  of  a 

system  of  license  or  warranty  for  the  prevention  of  disease,  9447. 

Opinion  as  to  the  healthy  character  of  Irish  store  cattle;  necessity  of  protecting  Irish 

cattle  from  disease  from  England,  9448 Impropriety  of  permitting  the  sale  of  diseased 

cattle  at  any  stage  for  human  food;  argument  in  favour  of  this  opinion  strengthened  by 
the  practices  of  the  Jews  since  the  time  of  Moses,  9454*  9483,  9484.  9651,  9652. 

Examination  upon  the  question  of  adopting  inoculation  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia; 
inoculation  not  necessary  for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  9455-946t*  9473-9475*  94^5)  94®6. 
9619,  9620.  9626-9641.  9649 Expediency  of  doing  away  with  private  slaughter- 

houses on  account  of  the  facility  of  spreading  disease ; instances  in  which  the  disease  has 
been  transmitted  from  those  places,  9462-9465. 

Necessity  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  animals  at  the  port  of  landing;  defeat  of  the 
object  of  this  course  if  great  care  be  not  taken  to  disinfect  the  hides  and  everything 
appertaining  to  the  s I aughier- houses,  9466.  9570-9578.  9622-9624.  9723-9733.  974?> 

Qy 4 1 Improper  manner  in  which  the  regulations  as  to  disinfection  are  carried  out  m 

Deptford,  9466.  957°-9574*  97 25* 

Admirable  manner  in  which  glanders  has  been  stamped  out  in  the  Army,  94673  9468 

Means  necessary  to  be  taken  to  prevent  the  spread  of  sheep-pox  among  flocks,  9469, 

q-yo Value  of  the  thermometer  in  discovering  incipient  cases  of  caitle  plague  : ex- 
planation as  to  its  use,  9471.  9472 Visit  of  witness  to  the  United  States  and  Canada 

on  an  inquiry  as  to  cattle  plague;  importation  of  contagious  diseases  into  those  countries 
from  Europe,  9472.  9710-9722. 
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Gamyce,  Professor  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Examination  as  to  the  period  necessary  for  isolation  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
947b,  9477— Inoculation  by  means  of  inhaling  the  spray  of  pleuro-pneumonia  vim/ 

9480-9483.  9685-9691.  9700,  9701 -Opinion  that  a system  of  quarantine  would 

be  costly  and  impracticable,  9487,  9488.  9620,  9621 Desirability  of  an  uniform  and 

efficient  system  as  regards  England  and  Ireland,  9489,  9490. 

Strong  expression  of  opinion  against  the  Veterinary  Department  being  placed  under  anv 
supervision  but  that  of  a veterinary  surgeon,  9492— — Endeavours  of  witness  for  several 
years  past  to  introduce  fresh  meat  transport  with  a view  of  doing  away  with  importation 
of  live  animals,  9493-9498. 

Belief  that  if  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  is  efficiently  stopped,  the  foot  and  mouth 

disease  will  absolutely  die  out  of  itself,  9519,  9520.  9536-9539 Further  statement  as 

to  the  means  to  be  adopted  for  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; expediency  of 
a system  of  efficient  inspection  for  the  purpose  of  discovering  cases  of  disease  0586- 

9614 Disinfection  necessary  as  regards  the  animal  itself)  9598,  9599.  ’ 

Expediency  of  introducing  regulations  by  which  people  would  be  bound  to  proclaim 
the  existence  of  disease;  belief  that  the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  would  not 

be  generally  acknowledged,  9605-9607 Opinion  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 

trouble  the  farmers  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  for  the  reason  that  if  foreign 
importation  be  stopped,  the  disease  will  die  out.,  9607-9612. 

Recommendation  that  store  animals  should  be  only  imported  under  special  conditions 

and  then  placed  in  quarantine,  9615-9617 Quarantine  of  thirty  days  would  be  quite’ 

sufficient  m cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  when  inoculation  has  been  adopted,  9617  9618 
- btatement  as  to  the  opinions  of  German  professors  as  regards  the  utility  of  inocula- 
tion, 9626-9631.  ' J 

Desirability  of  the  Government  instituting  a series  of  experiments  as  to  the  effects  of 

inoculation,  9636-9641 Opinion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  can  be  spread  by  the  breath 

of  the  annual ; other  means  of  conveying  contagion,  9642-9648 Injury  to  the  human 

subject  arising  from  the  consumption  of  diseased  meat,  9651.  J 

f-0ra  i“P°rtfaS  <*W*  from  the  Continent  by 
ol  J statement  that  tl, ere  are  in  that  country  established  stations  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, 9653-0666; Consideration  of  the  opinions  held  by  Professor  Simonds  as 

to  spontaneous  generation  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  9667-9676. 

an  l0.  the  prices  of  meat  from  the  year  1801  up  to  the  present  time: 

* 16  "5t  ‘'"“.V-mae  years,  notwithstanding  the  increase  of 
wise  of  incid  4- 7734-9739  Additional  evidence  as  to  the  expediency  or  other- 

wise of  instituting  a system  of  inoculation  with  a view  to  the  prevention  of  pleuro-pneu- 
““  5 "“dances  of  experiments  to  this  end  carried  on  by  wiiness,  9685-9769.  P 
Statement  that  the  first  introduction  of  the  cattle  disease  into  America  was  bv  the  im. 

portation  of  a cow  from  Holland,  9713-9717 Incubative  stage  of  pleuro-pneumonia 

sSen  “teat  the  V'  of  'he  cattle  imported  into  Canada; 

oJZnhtlL°dSla“Bl'tf,1i:ing  Spa“ah,a;,d  Polt"g“=“  eattle  upon  arrival  in  this  country; 

JT " f f -le  are  asrhealtl,y  as  our  own,  9730-9733 Further  statement  as 

b;,;7v  ' ‘ ofs!auiP1>'1g  out  cl^ease  upon  the  arrival  of  cattle  in  this  country;  possi- 
‘ »®ttinSnd  of  ,00tand  mout]l  disease  by  means  of  disinfectants,  if  foreign  im- 
portation is  stopped,  9740-9750.  n 

thfKSi  0pini™  ‘hat,il;  is  tlle  prc,vince  of  ‘he  Government  to  do  all  that  is  possible  for 
[lie  discovery  of  troth  m matters  relating  to  cattle  diseases,  9751-0757— - Personal 

stock*  9758-976^  am°”s  the  cntlle  owners  in  Germany  as  to  the  health  of  their 

stonimd  •rlmelw0Vhi<?-dra‘l  T*  *’«“  be  imported  in  the  event  of  the  live  trade  being 
stepped  , means  by  which  dead  meat  would  be  preserved  upon  long  voyages,  9760? 

died  out  i^l'Mls'd"  .Mpport  ?f  the  statemenl  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease 

died  out  in  England  with  the  termination  of  the  cattle  plague,  9779-9784. 


r—  » — >»//» 

Si Tkftw’Uf'b.  ”f  ,his  Evidence.)— Is  a magistrate  for  tile  counties  of  Meath 

veerJ  “'o  V' y engeS'd  m the  Ksh  cattle  trade  for  the.  last  fifty-two 

mfectioiiR^tc;  fnni-  Opinion  that  pleuro-pneumonia,  though  not  so 

£ moath  dlsease,  is  much  more  fatal;  expediency  of  all  animals 

6550-6586  660^6630  B S “ °nCe  sla“E!ltered’  6303-6377-  6487,  6488.  6494,  6495- 

catttoTnfeeted*  ?!!!'  'ekr^ce  to  'foo‘  “d  tomuh  disease;  recommendation  (hat  fat 
If-i ^6Tfi?-fiadfir  fih,s^'«dlSeaSeSi10u  d .'■“"sf'teted,  6378-6383.  6395-6401.  6409- 

mouth  ^ ^ ^'Possibility  of  discovering  by  what  means  foot  and 

SiX  y ; e0“*ed  opimo"  lhat  i4  is  not  by  running  water. 
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Garnett,  Samuel.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Inexpediency  of  closing;  fairs  and  markets  and  prohibiting  the  movement  of  store  stock  • 
belief  that  the  adoption  of  such  a regulation  would  have  a most  injurious  effect  upon  the* 

cattle  trade,  6390-6394- Advantage  of  having  all  cattle  fairs  in  Ireland  held  in  well- 

drained  fields  ; desirability  of  the  tolls  or  customs  levied  off  the  animals  being  paid  upon 
their  entry  into,  and  not  upon  their  leaving  the  fairs,  6402-6405. 

Inefficiency  of  any  system  of  inspection,  either  at  fairs  or  at  ports  of  shipment;  con- 
tention that  issuing  certificates  to  enable  cattle  to  be  moved  would  altogether  prevent 
diseased  cattle  being  sent  from  farms,  6405-6407.  6421-6426.  6441-6450.6516-6530 

Strong  objection  to  the  method  in  which  cattle  are  conveyed  by  the  railways  in 

Ireland;  cruel  manner  in  which  the  animals  are  forced  into  the  trucks,  6408-6418. 
653i-<J55i- 

Statement  that  a system  of  licensing  cattle  dealers  would  be  ridiculous ; reasons  for 
this  opinion,  6419,  6420.  6516-6530 Decided  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  remov- 

ing all  restrictions  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease ; mistake  of  the  English  graziers  in 
assimilating  this  disease  with  rinderpest,  6427.  6587-9593.  6598-6602. 

Disagreement  with  the  report  of  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Dublin  Society  as  regards 

the  rigid  enforcement  of  regulations  for  the  prevention  of  disease,  643  76440 

Favourable  opinion  as  to  the  arrangements  made  for  the  transit  of  cattle  by  steamers 
from  Ireland  to  England  ; belief  that  thfe  boats  employed  do  not  form  a nucleus  of 
disease,  6452-6464.  6504-6509.  6514,  6515. 

Complaint  as  to  the  unnecessary  interference  of  Government  with  regard  to  cattle 
diseases ; opinion  that  this  interference  is  mainly  owing  to  recommendations  of  pro- 
fessors and  veterinary  surgeons  and  not  of  owners  of  stock,  6470-6486.  6496,  6497 

Advantage  of  Government  interference  for  providing  for  the  proper  lading  of  trucks  and 
the  cleansing  of  vessels,  6479-6481. 

Approval  of  a fair  compensation  being  paid  for  cattle  in  the  case  of  compulsory 
slaughter,  6501,  650a Further  statement  as  to  the  inexpediency  of  stringent  restric- 

tions as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease;  contention  that  the  present  restrictions  have 
prove  ! useless,  6510-6513.  6587.  6592.  6598-6602.  6632-6655. 

Suggestions  as  to  the  means  to  be  adopted  for  preventing  the  over-crowding  of  cattle 

in  railway  trucks,  6532-6550 Necessity  for  entirely  different  measures  with  regard  to 

the  foreign  trade  as  compared  w ith  those  adopted  for  the  Irish  trade,  on  account  of  the 
existence  of  rinderpest  in  foreign  countries,  6604-6616. 

Expediency  of  there  being  facilities  given  to  farmers  for  the  slaughter  of  diseased 
animals  by  the  butcher  ; statement  that  this  power  does  not  exist  at  the  present  time, 

6620-6630 -Considerable  loss  last  year  in  Ireland  from  foot  aud  mouth  disease; 

opinion  that  this  loss  was  caused  by  the  cattle  from  Ballinaslae  fair  spreading  the  disease 
throughout  the  country,  6634,  6635.  6645-6652. 

Gebhardt,  Hermann.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Large  experience  of  witness  as  a 
cattle  salesman  in  London  for  twenty-four  years  ; importations  of  cattle  by  him  chiefly 

from  Germany,  12724-12732 Decided  opinion  that  our  supplies  are  considerably 

lessened  by  compulsory  slaughter  at  the  ports;  grounds  for  this  conclusion,  12733- 
12748. 

Figures  showing  a continuous  increase  in  the  importation  of  sheep  with  a diminution 

in  that  of  cattle,  for  several  years,  12749-22751 Great  difficulty  in  carrying  dead 

meat  from  the  port  of  entry  into  the  interior,  on  account  of  the  bad  condition  of  the 
cattle  upon  landing;  expediency  of  cattle  being  fairly  rested  before  being  slaughtered, 
12752-12754. 

Disapproval  of  slaughtering  the  whole  cargo  if  any  animals  were  found  to  be  suffer- 
ing from  foot  and  month  disease ; advisability  of  slaughtering  animals  suffering  from 

other  diseases,  12755-12757.  12803-12805.  12829-12835 Doubtful  propriety  of 

slaughtering  animals  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  except  under  certain  circum- 
stances, 12758.  12804,  12805.  12825-12828. 

Desirability  of  sending  special  steamers  for  the  importation  of  store  cattle  and  milch 
cows  from  Germany;  reasons  for  separating  the  fai  from  the  store  cattle,  12759-12761 

Decided  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  of  English  as  well  as  of  foreign 

origin;  belief  that  this  disease  will  not  be  got  rid  of  by  shutting  out  foreign  cattle, 
12762-12765. 

. Strong  disapproval  of  compulsory  slaughter  at  the  ports  of  arrival;  considerable 
losses  incurred  from  sending  dead  meat  into  the  interior  after  slaughter  at  the  ports, 
12766-12780 Statement  that  the  scheduling  of  Germany  is  an  unnecessary  precau- 

tion on  our  part;  reasons  for  this,  12781-12791.  12814-12824. 

French  cattle, not  imported  into  England  at  the  present  time;  favourable  opinion  of 

the  Normandy  cattle,  12791-12800 Opinion  that  it  is  not  worth  while  to  import 

Russian  cattle  on  account  of  the  small  numbers  that  could  be  brought,  12801,  12802 

Desirability  of  throwing  the  foreign  cattle  trade  much  more  open  than  it  is  at  present, 

with  a view  to  extend  competition  for  trade,  12806-12809. 

3.53.  4 x 2 

Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


Irregularity 


690 


GE  B 


G L A 


Report,  1873— continued. 


Gehliardt,  Hermann.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Irregularity  of  railway  trains  an  additional  difficulty  in  the  way  of  sending  dead  meat 

into  the  interior,  12810-12813 Evidence  in  support  of  the  abolition  of  resirtctions 

upon  the  importation  of  store  cattle;  considerable  diminution  in  the  importation  of 
fat  cattle  from  abroad,  12837-12850. 

Examination  as  to  the  prices  of  cattle  on  the  Continent ; considerable  increase,  of  late 

years  in  the  price  of  meat,  especially  in  Germany,  12851—12884 Extraordinary 

increase  in  the  price  of  English  stock  in  the  present  year;  increased  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  from  this  cause,  12885-12899.  12999-13009. 

Expectation  of  a considerable  increase  in  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  in  the  event  of  the 
removal  of  the  existing  restrictions ; countries  whence  the  cattle  should  be  imported, 

12900-12907 Decrease  in  the  numbers  of  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle  on  account 

of  the  war  in  France,  12908-12914. 

Absence  of  country  buyers  at  Deptford  on  account  of  the  disadvantages  in  carrying 

dead  meat,  1291 5-1 2919 Statement  that  the  cattle  imported  by  witness  in  the  year 

1866  were  not  killed  at  the  landing  place  as  a result  of  the  restrictions,  but  were  brought 
into  the  market,  12920-12925. 

The  average  price  of  a foreign  bullock  at  the  present  time  is  about  23/.,  12926 ■ 

Information  as  to  the  average  expenses  at  the  Metropolitan  Market  and  at  Deptford, 

12927-12937 Examination  with  regard  to  the  importation  of  dead  meat  from  abroad; 

statement  that  the  supply  depends  a good  deal  upon  the  period  of  the  year,  12939- 

12953- 

Belief  that  if  an  Act  of  Parliament  were  passed  confining  foreign  cattle  to  Deptford 

Market  no  cattle  would  come,  12956-12960 Large  numbers  of  cattle  which  come  to 

England  from  Schleswig-Holstein ; supply  of  cattle  to  this  country  influenced  by  the 
demands  made  by  other  countries  on  the  Continent,  12961-12977. 

Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  objection  to  making  Deptford  a dead  meat  market, 

12978-12994 Further  statement  as  to  the  uselessness  of  slaughtering  animals  which 

have  been  in  the  same  cargo  with  animals  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  12995- 

12997.  13045-13067 Additional  examination  with  reference  fo  the  dead  meat  trade; 

statement  that  the  disadvantage  at  Deptford  is  the  killing  of  animals  in  hot  weather,  whilst 
they  will  not  keep  over  Saturday  night,  13011-13043. 

Channels  which  would  be  found  for  the  sale  of  foreign  cattle  if  they  were  prevented 

from  coming  to  England  by  the  restrict! otis,  13042-13044 Opinion  that  the  great 

reduction  in  the  import  of  Dutch  and  German  cattle  is  mainly  owing  to  the  diminution 
of  price  at  Deptford,  13068-13074. 

Satisfactory  consequences  of  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  as  regards  the  Schleswig- 

Holstein  cattle ; reasons  for  this,  1 3075-13085 Circumstances  which  govern  the  prices 

in  the  meat  market ; statement  that  the  live  market  is  invariably  guided  by  the  previous 
week’s  dead  meat  market,  the  supply,  and  the  weather,  13086-13091. 

Foot  aud  mouth  disease  always  present  in  the  Deptford  Market  on  account  of  its 
being  never  clean,  13092-13098 Additional  information  with  regard  to  the  importa- 

tion of  cattle  from  the  Continent;  the  number  of  cattle  imported  this  year  from  Denmark 
is  double  that  of  last  year,  13101-13109. 

Geestennunde.  Large  district  of  country  whence  cattle  coine  to  the  port  of  Geestermunde 
for  export  to  England,  Willianis  1171-1 173. 

Germany.  Advantage  if  Germany  were  as  careful  about  the  through  transit  of  cattle  as  she  is 

on  the  Russian  frontier,  Williams  191-1 95 Doubt  as  to  the  supply  from  Germany  being 

seriously  interfered  with  by  that  country  being  scheduled,  ib.  1072-1080 Virulent 

effect  of  the  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Germany  in  the  year  1872  ; effect  of 
this  outbreak  upon  English  cattle,  Denchfield  11 104-1 1112.  11139-11146.  11150- 

1 1 1 59 Statement  that  the  scheduling  of  Germany  is  an  unnecessary  precaution  on 

our  part;  reasons  for  this  conclusion,  Gehliardt  12781-12791.  12814-12824. 

Glanders : 

Serious  increase  of  glanders  in  horses,  improved  regulations  being  required  for 

checking  this  disease,  Williams  1276-1285.  1287 Increased  prevalence  of  glanders; 

neglect  of  owners  in  not  giving  notice  of  the  disease,  Brown  2666-2671 Belief  that 

glandcred  horses  are  numerous  in  London,  the  law  011  the  subject  being  entirely 
neglected,  Simonds  3224-3226. 

Conclusion  as  to  glanders  being  on  the  increase  in  the  metropolis,  Hunting  4755> 

4756 Expediency  of  horses  affected  with  glanders  or  farcy  being  at  once  hilled,  ib. 

4764-4770.  4777 Various  forms  in  which  glanders  may  be  communicated  ; powerful 

character  of  the  virulent  matter,  ib.  4771-4778 Probable  contagion  by  means  of  the 

public  drinking  fountains  in  London,  ib.  4771 Strict  regulations  on  the  Continent  as 

to  glanders,  ib.  4783 Probable  import  of  some  glandered  horses  into  England, 

ib.  4784,  4785. 
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Glanders — continued. 

Large  majority  of  cases  of  glanders  which  are  not  the  result  of  infection  or  contagion, 

Ferguson  5351 Absence  of  any  reliable  cure  for  glanders,  slaughter  being  desirable, 

if>.  ,5352.  5354 Admirable  manner  in  which  glanders  lias  been  stamped  out  in  the 

army,  Gamgee  9467,  9468. 

Recommendation  by  the  Committee  that  the  slaughter  of  horses  affected  with  glanders 
should  be  compulsory,  but  that  payment  should  be  made  to  the  owner  for  the  value  of  the 
carcases,  Rep.  iv. 

Glasgow.  Higher  prices  charged  for  meat  in  Glasgow  than  in  the  metropolitan  market; 
the  consumption  of  meat  in  Glasgow  has  trebled  since  the  year  1851,  Smith  12345- 
1-2353 Considerable  advantages  which  would  result  from,  the  removal  of  the  prohibi- 
tion to  move  cattle  from  Leith  to  Glasgow  to  be  slaughtered,  ih.  12355-12361 Sug- 

gestions as  to  the  means  to  be  adopted  for  the  improvement  of  the  lairage  at  Glasgow, 
ib.  12399-12413. 

Memorial  of  master  butchers  of  the  city  of  Glasgow  to  the  Privy  Council,  praying 
for  a removal  of  the  restrictions  upon  the  import  of  foreign  cattle,  App.  598. 

Glasnevin  ( Model  Fat  *»«)•  Statement  aslo  the  foot,  and  mouth  disease  having  been  propa- 
gated on  Glasnevin  farm  by  the  drainage  water  from  land  on  which  there  were  diseased 

cattle,  Baldwin  3799.  3966 Introduction  of  pleuro-pneumonia  into  Glasnevin  by 

cattle  purchased  at  different  fairs  throughout  Ireland,  3938-3941 Estimated  loss 

of  8 l.  per  cow  when  there  has  been  a foot  and  mouth  attack  at  Glasnevin,  ib.  3950_39o6- 
3966-3974.  4065-4082. 

Map  of  the  Albert  model  farms  at  Glasnevin,  App.  591. 

Goodlet,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a farmer,  and  is  member  of  the  local 

authority  for  Forfarshire,  11536-11538 Statement  that  there  is  a large  importation  of 

cattle  into  Forfarshire  from  Ireland  ; decided  opinion  that  these  cattle  have  brought  the 
foot  and  mouth  disease  into  Scotland,  11539,  1I540.  11552.  11601,  11602.  11640- 
1 1665.  11702-11707. 

Examination  as  to  the  prevalence  in  Forfarshire  of  foot  and  month  disease;  belief  that 

this  disease  is  highly  contagions,  11541-11 557.  1 1635-11 64.5.  11670 Method  adopted 

in  the  treatment  of  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease;  good  nursing  preferable 

to  any  system  of  treatment,  11558-11567 Necessity  for  more  stringently  carrying  out 

the  regulations  for  foot  and  mouth  disease;  regulations  in  force  in  Forfarshire  for  the 
prevention  of  the  disease,  11568,  11569.  11626,  11627. 

Statement  as  to  the  action  of  the  local  authorities  in  Forfarshire;  unsatisfactory  man- 
ner in  which  the  local  and  the  county  authorities  work,  11570-11588.  11626 — —Expe- 
diency, in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  of  slaughtering  the  animals  affected,  and  isolating 
the  rest  of  the  herd;  uselessness  of  treating  cattle  for  this  disease,  115691  H590>  1 *597- 
31609-11612.  11668.11671-11673. 

Inspection  as  carried  out  by  the  local  authorities  of  Forfarshire;  inadequate  nature 
thereof,  11591-11596.  11628.  11631-11633.  11677,  11678 — -Expediency  of  liberal 
compensation  in  the  case  of  compulsory  slaughter;  belief  that  lull  compensation  would 
not  induce  the  farmers  to  be  reckless  of  the  disease,  11597-11600.  11629.  11675. 

Considerable  risk  run  by  farmers  in  Forfarshire  on  account  of  the  large  number  of 
cattle  which  is  imported  by  means  of  markets,  11601-11608.  11687 Great  careless- 

ness evinced  in  the  transit  of  cattle  by  railway ; difficulty  in  keeping  the  trucks  clean,  on 
account  of  the  great  traffic  in  cattle,  11613-11621.  11666-11668. 

Strong  opinion  against  permitting  the  movement  of  cattle  from  any  farm  where  disease 

exists,  11621,  11622.  11686-11688’ Calculation  that  the  los3  on  cattle  from  foot  and 

mouth  disease  is  about  2/.  per  head,  11623-116-25.  11634.  11669- — Unwillingness  of 
the  farmers  to  report  the  existence  of  disease  obviated  by  allowing  a liberal  compensation, 
11629,  11630.  11674-11677.  11680. 

Statement  that  the  Aberdeenshire  system  of  regulations  would  be  the  most  effectual, 
and  the  most  economical;  expediency  of  this  system  being  adopted  throughout  the  king- 
dom, 11678-11685 Opinion  that  cattle  diseases  come  from  abroad,  11688,  11689. 

Contention  that  all  foreign  cattle  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of  arrival;  in  the 
absence  of  this  arrangement  dead  meat  should  be  sent  from  abroad,  11691,  11692.  11708- 

11710.  11716.  11721 Augmentation  of  price  which  would  follow  on  a feeling  or 

confidence  that  Irish  cattle  were  healthy,  11693-11699. 

Limited  extent  to  which  English  calves  are  purchased  by  witness  at  the  present  time, 

on  account  of  their  unhealthy  state,  11699-11701 Decided  opinion  that  whatever 

restrictions  are  imposed  they  should  be  applied  equally  to  Ireland  as  to  England  or 
Scotland,  11711-11714. 

Belief  that  the  slaughter  of  all  fat  stock  at  the  port  of  arrival  would  have  very  little 
effect  upon  the  price  of  meat;  general  increase  of  the  dead-meat  market  adverted  to 

353-  4 >=3  hereon’ 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Goodlet,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 

hereon,  1 1717-117  20 Question  considered  as  to  the  expediency  of  continuing  the  irnuorf 

of  Irish  stock  cattle,  11723-11727 System  of  carrying  on  cattle  business  in  Scotland 

by  means  of  commission,  11728-11732.  ‘ 

Government  Inquiry.  Strong  opinion  that  it  is  the  province  of  the  Government  to  do  all 
that  is  possible  for  the  discovery  of  truth  in  matters  relating  to  cattle  diseases,  Goman 

9751-9757-  ^amgee 

See  also  Causes  of  Disease.  Inspection.  Primj  Council.  Veterinary  Departments. 

Government  Interference.  Complaint  as  to  the  unnecessary  interference  of  Government 
with  regard  to  cattle  diseases;  opinion  that  this  interference  is  mainly  owino-  to  the 
recommendation  of  professors  and  veterinary  surgeons,  and  not  owners  of  stock,' ° Garnett 

0470  0486.  0496,  G497 Advantage  of  Government  interference  for  providing  for  the 

proper  lading  of  trucks  and  the  cleansing  of  vessels,  ib.  6479-6481.  ® 

Gwry,  Jerome  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is  a Magistrate  for  the  countv  of 
^perary,  and  a large  exporter  of  cattle;  has  had  large  experience  in  most  kinds  of 

cattle  diseases,  6189-6195.  6264-6267 Examination  as  to  the  infectious  character 

of  oot  and  mouth  disease;  opinion  that  this  disease  is  not  sufficiently  important  to  be 
mcluded  m the  Act,  6195-6199.  6253-6255.  6270-6280.  6304-6307.  6324-6329.  6334- 

Decided  opinion  that  the  losses  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  have  been  greatly  exao-- 
gerated,  6200-6203  6281-6289-— Belief  that  severe  restrictions  on  the  e.xmort  ?f  Irifh 
catde  would  have  the  effect  ot  raising  the  price  of  meat,  and  also  of  depreciating  the 
value i of  land;  inexpediency  of  closing  fans  and  markets  as  proposed  by  Professor  Bald- 
win, 6204-6214.  6256-6263.  6315-6319.  635.-6353.  F J 

ft.fnT'1"  finrS  '“P„os^  in  Mol'd  upon  persons  for  permitting  cattle  to  stray  upon  ' 

the  highways,  6215-6218 Bad  usage  of  cattle  when  being  shipped  ; contention  that 

the  appointment  of  inspectors  at  the  port  of  cmbarcation,  woilld,  in  the  beoinuin,.-  bare 
put  a stop  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  6219-6227.  6290-6294.  = 

J'J.El.’'  the  confiscation  of  any  animal  which  was  found  diseased  at  the  shipping 
poit,  6228  6-30-— Advisability  of  a dead-meai  market  in  consequence  of  the  risk  to 

giazieis  and  breeders  of  loss  by  transit,  6231-6234 Contention  that  n|P„m.„nA|, 

moma  is  one  of  the  greatest  calamities  that  can  happen  to  a stock-owner  • expediency  of 

and  a“  herds  vbieb came  in  a4- 

,**  C0I”I>"I“'7  Slaughter;  opinion 
fio.d  w d be  “lveu  as  u m«ght  lead  10  jobbery,  6240-6240.  6308- 

$143-6350  11011  °S  t0  the  Se“S01'  fOT  sl,iPment  of  “W*  from  Ireland  to  England, 


H. 


Hmooer.  Purchases  made  by  witness  of  about  2,000  store  cattle  every  year-  lame 
™ Uea°  by  Xmcter  “^!”ed  from  ®“ov“  *“>  Holland,  Smith  12296-12304 
obtained  tram  Hrd  ;;  *,ie  Hall°vemn  cattle ; unsatisfactory  character  of  those 
be  imported  at  considerable  adrantale?®.  **“  ^ fr0m  11™0,er  could 

Bans  and  Rabbits.  See  Root  and  Mouth  Disease,  II.  3. 

the  li?‘  ?"d  m0Uth  disense  “ tlle  oounty  during  the  last  year, 
SS  no  ofr  to^fcmom-Ld  "T  !eS“lal  ?"s  Herefordshire* on  amount  of  Lre 

month  diaJJfil"^S^8.  '“°'e  St"“Se"‘  rcSu,atio”s  ™gar£  to  foot  and 

caSrplaguelamc  Tan  eT  Perf“aJ  fre.e  «*»  a"d  mouth  disease  when  the 

*31  import  i"Zd„“ol0„n  Td  m°Uth  *- • f—  ab^d  by  means  of 

“o34  Theie  is  no  evidence  of  the  fact,  ib.  2531, 2532. 

animak  bein^utilised  ^ ^ey  are  properly  disinfected. 
High-bred 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Higli-bred  Stock.  Increased  susceptibility  of  the  higher  bred  animals  to  diseases  generally 
Brown  1393-1395.  2678-2680.  ° 

Highland  and  Agricultural  Society  of  Scotland.  Memorial  of  the  Highland  and  Agricul- 
tural Society  of  Scotland  to  the  Privy  Council,  dated  ,5th  March  1873,  relative  To  the 
want  of  uniformity  of  local  action  in  dealing  with  cattle  diseases,  App.  575. 

Hodgetts , Abraham.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)— Has  been  a Butcher  and  Cattle  Dealer 

at  West  Bromwich  for  twenty-five  years,  12582-12587.12667-12669 Considerable 

fluctuations  in  the  price  of  meat  for  many  years  past  at  West  Bromwich  ; opinion  that 
the  compulsory  slaughter  of  foreign  cattle  at  the  ports  is  the  chief  cause  of  the  increase 
in  the  price,  i2588-'259i. 

Examination  with  regard  to  the  business  carried  on  by  witness  in  foreign  cattle;  un- 
successful attempt  made  to  slaughter  at  the  port  of  entry  and  to  transport  the  meat  into 
the  interior  of  the  country,  12592  12609.  12638-12657.  12670-12679.  12687-12689. 

12694,  12695 Losses  incurred  in  sending  dead  meat  into  the  interior  of  the  country 

in  summer  weather;  impossibility  of  making  the  best  of  the  offal,  12610-12617.  12622- 
12625.  12628-12637.  12702,  12703.  12712-12716. 

Contention  that  the  importation  of  cattle  would  be  seriously  checked  by  compulsory 

slaughter,  12618-12621.  12626' Statement  that  a change  from  the  live  animal  to  the 

dead  meat  trade  would  not  do  for  the  district  at  all,  12658-12666.  12690-12698. 

Further  information  as  to  the  causes 'for  the  increase  in  prices  of  meat;  restrictions 
upon  cattle  have  had  a considerable  effect  upon  the  prices,  12680-12686.  12690-12693 

Reasons  for  the  prices  of  meat  being  lower  in  London  than  in  Birmingham,  12700- 

i2705 Grounds  of  objection  to  the  dead  meat  trade  by  the  West  Bromwich  butchers, 

12712-12716 Information  as  to  the  retail  prices  of  meat  sold  by  witness,  12717- 

12723. 

Holland.  Explanation  of  the  grounds  upon  which  Holland  was  removed  from  the  schedule 

under  the  Act  of  1869  in  April  1871,  Williams  123-126 Nature  of  the  evidence  upon 

which  it  is  assumed  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  had  been  brought  from  Holland  into 

England  and  Ireland,  Brown  1376-1379.  2057-2067.  2)  06-2111 Inference  as  to 

pleuro-pntumonia  having  been  introduced  into  Ireland  from  Holland,  ib.  2062-2067. 

2797,  2798 Doubt  as  to  Holland  continuing  to  ex  port  her  cattle  to  England,  Simonds 

3096,  3097. 

Stronger  regulations  required  with  regard  to  animals  coming  from  Holland  than  coming 

from  Ireland  ; reasons  for  this  opinion,  Clarke  8295-8309.  8315,  8316 Examination 

as  to  the  peculiar  danger  in  importing  cattle  from  the  Continent  by  way  of  Holland  ; 
statement  that  there  are  in  that  country  established  stations  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  Gamgee 

9653-9fi6(3. 

Opinion  that  a great  deal  of  pleuro-  pnoumonia  has  been  introduced  into  this  country 
by  means  of  Dutch  cattle ; considerable  falling  off  in  the  purchase  of  these,  Odams  9973- 

9980.  10039-10041 Wretched  condition  iu  which  some  Dutch  cattle  were  landed  at 

Harwich ; inference  therefrom  that  there  was  a scarcity  of  provender  in  Holland,  ib. 
9995-1  oooo Enormous  losses  sustained  in  Holland  by  the  prevalence  of  pleuro- 

pneumonia, ib.  10081. 

Prevalence  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Holland;  large  sums  voted  by  the  Government  of 
that  country  to  compensate  for  the  slaughter  of  animals  suffering  from  the  disease, 

Robinson  10546-10558.  10563-10566.  10568-10572.  10730,  10731 Relative  prices  of 

meat  in  Holland  in  the  year  1847,  aiicl  in  the  present  year,  ib.  10774-10776. 

Statement  as  to  the  importation  of  Dutch  cattle  into  Essex  in  the  year  1871  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease;  severe  form  in  which  foreign  cattle  have  this  disease,  if.  Webb 

10912-10918.  10924.  10930-10950 Less  healthy  character  of  the  cattle  obtained  by 

witness  from  Holland  than  from  Hanover,  Smith  12296-12313 Some  cattle  affected 

with  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  Metropolitan  market,  on  10th  June  1872,  were  chiefly 
Dutch,  J.  Webb  14071. 

Letter  from  Mr.  Cope  to  the  Secretary,  Veterinary  Department,  dated  12th  July  1872, 
with  reference  to  an  alleged  exposure  of  diseased  Dutch  animals  in  the  Metropolitan 
Market,  App.  599. 

Horses.  Belief  as  to  foreign  horses  not  undergoing  any  inspection  on  arrival  in  England, 

Hunting  4779-4782 Examination  as  to  the  course  necessary  to  be  followed  in  the 

case  of  importation  of  horses  from  districts  which  are  infected  with  contagious  diseases, 
Lepper  10905-10910. See  also  Farcy.  Glanders. 
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Bull  : 

!•  Representations  as  to  the  want  of  Improved  Accommodation  and 
Regulations  at  the  Port  of  Hull . 9 

2.  Explanation  submitted  on  the  part  of  the  Local  Authority. 

3.  Representations  as  to  the  taunt  of  Improved  Accommodation  and  Improved 

lotions  at  the  Port  of  mil  ‘ 9 

Inability  of  the  central  department  to  enforce  proper  regulations  at  the  port  of  Hull 

Williams  243-249.  256,  257.  269-271 Examination  as  regards  the  port  of  Hull  to’ 

the  effect  that  witness  fully  believes  there  are  grounds  for  complaint  as  to  the  action  of 
the  local  authorities,  but  that  Professor  Brown  is  conversant  with  all  the  local  circum- 
stances and  is  best  able  to  give  evidence  as  to  the  shortcomings  of  the  port  ib  121^ 
1255.  1286.  " ' 

Great  want  of  improved  arrangements  at  Hull,  Brown  1577-1582.  1591 Examin- 

ation in  detail  relative  to  the  port  of  Hull,  and  to  the  extent  to  which  any  complaint  lies 
against  the  local  authorities  or  their  officers  as  regards  the  defined  area,  &c.,  ib.  1010 

et  seq. Anxiety  invariably  evinced  by  the  local  authorities  of  the  port  to  do  what  was 

possible  for  the  prevention  of  disease,  ib.  2012 Space  of  ground  at  Hull  available  for 

the  carrying  out  of  improved  regulations,  ib.  2222-2224. 

Evidence  with  further  reference  to  the  landing  and  market  accommodation  at  Hull,  and 
the  arrangements  for  treating  diseased  foreign  cattle,  Brown  2763-2784. 

Improvement  required  as  regards  the  defined  part  of  the  port  at  Hull,  Simonds  3072 

3°73 Statement  in  explanation  of  witness’  suggestions  for  improving  the  arrangements 

and  landing  accommodation,  ib.  3647-3651. 

Visit  of  witness  to  the  Hull  market;  unsatisfactory  state  of  the  market  on  account  of 

its  being  ill-defined,  Jenkins  5956-6958.  6058.  6077 Irregular  character  of  the  cattle 

market,  Woodcock  13841-13843. 


2.  Explanation  submitted  on  the  part  of  the  Local  Authority : 

Provision  for  the  inspection  of  foreign  cattle  imported  into  Hull,  Roberts  13118— 

Statement  as  to  the  provision  of  lairs  for.scheduied  and  unscheduled  cattle;  special  construc- 
tion of  these  lairs  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Privy  Council,  ib.  13119-13125.  13321 
■ Existing  accommodation  for  the  slaughter  of  cattle;'  the  value  of  the  lairs  and  slaughter- 

houses is  about  25,000 r'5.  13126-13129.  13223-13228. 

Almost  total  absence  of  complaints  as  to  the  insufficiency  of  sheds  provided  by  the  Dock 
company  ; correspondence  relating  to  the  only  complaints  ever  made  on  this  subject,  Roberts 

3313°-13,3S-  13262-13265 Explanation  relative  to  a complaint  by  Professor  Brown 

as  to  the  presence  of  German  cattle  outside  the  defined  area,  ib.  13139-13141 Informa- 

tion as  to  the  selection  by  Professor  Brown  of  the  defined  area;  production  of  plans  sliowino- 
its  precise  position,  ib.  13142-13151.  13170-13175.  13276-13279.  13321-13326. 

Statement  that  during  the  cattle  plague  the  market  was  held  in  Corporation  field ; 

description  of  this  market,  Roberts  13152-13154-  13176-13184 Memorial  presented 

to  the  corporation  with  a view  to  having  the  market  altered  on  account  of  its  incon- 
venient situation;  action  taken  by  the  Privy  Council  upon  this  matter,  ib.  13155-13169 
* ' edges  and  guarantees  entered  into  by  tlie  corporation  with  a view  to'  properly 
guarding  the  defined  area,  ib.  13163-13169. 

Decided  opinion  that  it  would  be  unreasonable  that  Hull  should  be  bound  to  pay  for 

diseased  cattle  brought  to  the  port,  Roberts  13210-13214 Contention  that  the' local 

circumstances  do  not  warrant  the  statement  that  the  cattle  plague  in  the  East  Riding  was 

first  communicated  from  the  Hull  market,  ib.  13215-13222 Circumstances  under 

wnicli  cattle  would  be  slaughtered  or  placed  in  quarantine  upon  arriving  in  Hull  with 

disease  on  board,  ib.  13223-13234 The  slaughterhouses  in  Hull  are  the  property  of 

ptmite  individuals,  but  they  are  subject  to  strict' sanitary  regulations  ; favourable  opinion 
ot  these  slaughterhouses,  ib.  13235-13261. 


Statement  that  the  Lincolnshire  and  foreign  cattle  are  landed  at  two  different  piers: 

description  ol  the  position  of  these  piers,  Roberts  13266-13279 Proposed  bridge 

over  the  railway  at  Hull,  to  prevent,  the  inconvenience  of  a leval  crossing,  ib.  13278, 
1 3 Belief  that  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion  between  the  Corporation  of  Hull 
and  the  veterinary  department  with  reference  to  the  duties  of  the  local  authorities,  ib. 
1 3 28 1 ——V  ijness  su brails  that  the  expenses  of  compulsory  slaughter  of  animals  brought 
by  the  steauieis  to  Hull  should  be  borne  by  the  Imperial  exchequer,  13283-13297. 

Examination  relative  to  complaints  from  the  large  towns  as  to  the  dead  meat  which 
arrived  m bad  condition;  contention  that  the  complaints  were  chiefly  against  receiving 

slaughtered  meat  instead  of  live  stock,  Roberts  13308-13320 Establishment  of  lairs 

foi  01  eign  cattle  in  the  year  1866,  ib.  13327 Absence  of  any  case  of  nleuro-pneu- 

monia  in  Hull,  zb.  13352  Statement  that  a case  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  lias  never 
been  reported  to  the  local  authority ; character  of  the  reports  as  usually  made  with  respect 

to  cattle  disease,  zb.  13333“' 3357; Charges  made  by  the  Corporation  for  the  lairage  of 

cat  e,  zb.  13364-13369  Opinion  that  in  Eull,  as  in  most  of  the  large  towns  in 
England,  the  old  market  should  be  shifted  from  the  centre  to  the  outside  of  the  town,  ib. 
33371-13376. 


See  also  Cattle  Plague , 3, 


Hunting , 
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Hunting,  William.  (Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence.)— Is  a veterinary  surgeon  in  London 
4753j  4754— Conclusion  as  to  glanders  being  on  the  increase  in  the  metropolis,  4755,’ 

, whereas  it  is  a very  contagious  disease, 


4756 Omission  of  farcy  from  the  Act  of  ] 


, --  - » ,-r/  -t  t//j>4777 Various  forms 

in  which  glanders  maybe  communicated;  powerful  character  of  the  virulent  matters 
4771-4778. 


Belief  as  to  foreign  horses  not  undergoing  any  inspection  on  arrival  in  England  4770- 

4782 Strict  regulations  on  the  continent  as  to  glanders,  4783 Probable’  import 

of  some  glandered  horses,  4784,  4785 Particulars  relative  to  the  inspection  of  foreign 

sheep,  as  earned  out  at  Brown’s  Wharf;  opinion  that  the  inspection  does  not  guarantee 


. — .a  inspection 

the  detection  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  4786-4795.  4809-4825. 


Advantage  of  a sufficiently  long  detention  or  quarantine  in  the  case  of  store  stock 
with  reference  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  cattle  plague,  and  sheep-pox;  facility  to  detec- 
tion tnereby,  4795-4804 Expediency  of  slaughter  in  all  cases  of  uleuro-i.neumonia, 

compensation  being  given,  4800.  4805-4S08 Suggestion  as  regards  farcy,  that  com- 

pensation might  be  allowed  when  horses  are  slaughtered,  as  the  disease  is  curable,  4833- 
4836. 


Import  of  Cattle  and  Sheep.  See  Cattle  Hague.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease.  Foreign 
Cattle.  Pleuro-pneumonia.  Sheep. 

Incubation  of  Disease.  Periods  of  incubation  respectively  of  catlle  plague,  sheep-pox, 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  foot  and  mouth  disease,  McBiide  9036-9042. 

See  also  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  II.  4.  Pleuro-pneumonia,  3. 

Indigenous  Disease.  Information  as  to  the  several  diseases  weieh  are  indigenous  to  English 

cattle,  .McRm/e  9378-9389 Indigenous  character  of  foot  and  mouth  disease;  belief 

that  with  the  exception  of  catlle  plague,  few  countries  have  specific  diseases  of  their  own, 
Lambert  13618-13620.  13668-13673.  13679-13683. 

Infected  Places.  Insufficiency  of  thirty  days  as  the  interval  or  period  for  which  an  “ infected 

place  ” shall  continue  in  that  category,  Brown  1540-1542 Statement  as  to  the  want 

of  a power  to  destroy  all  cattle  within  a certain  area  where  there  is  an  outbreak  of  cattle 

plague,  ib.  1545-1562.  1722-1726 Approval  of  a radius  of  one  mile  ns  the  area  of  an 

“ infected  place”  where  there  is  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague,  ib.  2416-2418. 

Approval  generally  of  thirty  days  as  the  interval  before  an  infected  place  can  be 

declared  to  be  disinfected,  Simonds  3045 Insufficiency  of  the  Parliamentary  limit 

of  twenty-two  days  as  regards  places  infected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  Baldwin  4019- 

4021 The  time  during  which  each  lair  or  yard  should  be  liable  to  be  termed  an 

infected  place  should  be  decided  by  the  Privy  Council,  Clarke  8357-8367. 

Infection  or  Contagion.  See  Cattle  Plague,  2.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  II.  1-3. 

Pleuro-pneumonia,  2. 

Inoculation.  Consideration  of  the  question  of  inoculation  for  pleuro-pneumonia ; inaccuracy 
of  a statement  that  » large  number  of  cases  has  been  caused  by  inoculation.  Brown 

2687-2697- Approval  of  inoculation  for  sheep-pox  under  certain  circumstances,  ib. 

2698,  2699. 

Belief  as  to  the  entire  failure  of  inoculation  in  reference  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  Simonds 

3220,  3221.  3253.  3302 Data  for  the  conclusion  that  inoculation  is  useless  as  a means 

of  getting  rid  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  Baldwin  3868,  3869. 

Evidence  in  favour  of  inoculation  as  apieventilive  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; description  of 

the  method  advocated.  Bolster  7371-7377.  7471-7476.  7608-7618 Information  as  to 

the  probably  good  effects  of  inoculation  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia;  method  by  which 

inoculation  should  be  effected,  Clarke  8485-8490.  8637-8641 Approval  of  inoculation 

as  a means  of  preventing  the  attacks  of  pleuro-pneumonia;  instance  in  which  such  treat- 
ment has  been  successful,  liigby  8770-8772.  8775.  8873-8879.  8869-8989 -Expe- 

diency of  instituting  a system  of  experiments  with  regard  to  inoculation  ; propriety  of  the 
Privy  Council  conducting  these  experiments,  McBride  9050.  9055-9059.  9140.  9239- 
9‘241*  9259-9266.  9269,  9270. 

Examination  upon  the  question  of  adopting  inoculation  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; 
inoculation  not  necessary  for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Oamgee  9455-9461.  9473-9475. 

9485,  9486.  9619,  9620.  9626-9641.  9649 Statement  as  to  the  opinions  of  German 

professors  as  regards  the  utility  of  inoculation,  ib.  9473.  9626-9631 Inoculation  of 

disease  by  means  of  inhaling  the  spray  of  pleuro-pneumonia  virus,  ib.  9480-9483.  9685- 

353-  4 « ' 9691. 
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Inoculation — continued. 

9691.  9700.  9701 Further  evidence  on  the  subject  of  instituting  a system  of  inocu- 

lation with  a view  to  the  prevention  of  pleuro-pr.eu mania ; instances  of  expeiiments  to 
this  end  carried  on  by  witness,  Gamgee  9685-9709. 

Experiments  made  by  witness  upon  rabbits  wiih  a view  to  ascertain  the  effect  of 
inoculation  in  foot  and  mouth  disease ; improbability  of  the  disease  having  been  spread 
by  means  of  hares,  Thomson  11235-11245. 

Inspection  : 

1.  Functions  and  Remuneration  of  the  two  Chief  Inspectors  attached  to  the 

C en  tra  l Departmen t. 

2.  Functions  and  Mode  of  Payment  of  the  Veterinary  Inspectors  at  the 

Torts  ; increased  Staff  required. 

3.  Large  Number  of  Local  Inspectors  ; Mode  of  Payment  of  these. 

4.  Proposals  for  a large  Extension  of  the.  System  of  Central  Government 

Inspection,  aided  by  a County  or  Local  Inspection. 

0.  Suggested  Inspection  oj  Premises  in  the  Neighbourhood  of  Disease. 

6.  Character  of  the  Inspection  in  Ireland;  Amendment  required. 

7.  Question  of  Inspection  at  the  Port  of  Shipment  in  Ireland,  or  at  the  Port 

of  Arrival  in  England. 

8.  Exceptions  taken  to  any  System  of  Inspection. 

9.  Recommendations  by  the  Committee. 

1.  Functions  and  Remuneration  of  the  two  Chief  Inspectors  attached  to  the  Central 

Department : 

Several  funciions  of  the  two  inspectors  attached  to  the  central  office,  Williams  37-41 

Explanatory  statement  relative  to  the  salary  of  witness  when  an  officer  of  the 

veterinary  departn  cut,  wiih  considerations  as  to  the  remuneration  generally  of  the 
office  of  inspector  in  reference  10  the  responsible  duties  to  be  performed,  Sinionds 

3164-3174. 

2.  Functions  and  Mode  of  Payment  of  the  Veterinary  Inspectors  at  the  Ports ; 

increased  Staff  required : 

Particulars  relative  to  tlie  mode  of  appointment  and  payment,  and  the  duties,  of  the 
inspectors  of  foreign  animals  at  the  polls,  the  greater  number  being  now  paid  by  salary 
instead  of  by  fees;  necessity  of  an  increase  ol  staff  in  order  that  these  duties  may  be 

properly  dischaiged,  Williams  42-77 Transfer  of  the  appointment  and  payment  from 

ihe  Customs  to  tbe  Veterinary  Department;  inconvenience  when  the  inspectors  were 

under  the  former  department,  ih.  43-55 Advantage  of  payment  by  salary  instead  of 

by  fees,  ib.  50,  51.  56,  57. 

Busiiuss  of  the  inspedor  to  deal  with  the  animals  after  they  art*  landed,  the  landing 

being  in  the  hands  of  ihe  Cusioms,  H illiams  58-62 Difficulties  owing  lo  the  want  of 

stuff  for  ci.riyir.g  cur.  the  regulalions  as  to  transit  by  vessel  01  by  railway,  ib.  510,  511. 

518.  508,  5-29 Diminutii  n ol  the  Government  inspecting  stuff  by  diminishing  the 

number  of  ports,  ib.  1 007-1 009. 

Instructions  from  the  Privy  Council  Office  to  the  veterinary  inspectors  at  the  ports, 
dated  December  1871,  App.  583,  584. 

3.  Large  Number  of  Local  Inspectors  ; Mode  of  Payment,  of  these: 

Difficulty  in  supplying  n complete  return  of  the  expenses  of  the  local  authorities  as 

well  as  ot  the  Central  Department  on  the  score  nf  inspection,  81c.,  Williams  78-H4 

Total  of  between  1,600  and  1,700  inspectors  in  187a,  including  police  officers  who  acted 
in  that  capacity ; practice  as  to  these  sending  weekly  returns  to  the  Privy  Council,  ib. 

563-563 Advantage  if  the  local  or  county  inspectors  were  required  to  devote  their 

whole  time  to  the  duties  of  their  office,  ib.  926-930 Payment  of  the  numerous  local 

inspectors  in  England  out  of  local  rates,  ib.  1 109—1111. 

4.  Proposals  for  a large  Extension  of  the  System  of  Central  Government  Inspec- 

tion, aided  by  a County  or  Local  Inspection  : 

Contemplated  appointment  of  a large  body  of  Government  inspectors  who  should 

report  any  case  of  disease  on  farms,  Williams  444—454 Enormous  expense  in  carrying 

out  (he  scheme  lor  the  appointment  ol  a large  number  of  veterinary  inspectors;  witness 
submitting  however  that  this  is  the  most  effectual  mode  of  preventing1  the  spread  of 

disease,  ib.  816-826 Contemplated  central  control  of  the  inspectors  if  these  be 

appointed  by  the  local  anthorities,  ib.  H39-842. 

Scheme  propounded  whereby  pleuro-pneumonia  may  be  kept  under  by  a wholesale 
system  of  inspection  on  the  fanners’  premises  throughout  the  country  under  central  super- 
vision; large  staff  required.  Brown  1505-1527 Advantage  of  one  chief  inspector  for 

each  county ; facility  thereby  for  obtaining  reliable  statistics,  ib.  2447-2456. 

Proposition 
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iNSPECTio  N — continued. 

4.  Proposals  for  a large  Extension , 6fc. — continued. 

Proposition  that  each  county  be  divided  into  sections,  and  that  a professional  inspector 
be  appointed  for  each  section,  to  whom  the  local  veterinary  surgeons  should  report  the 

occo nence  of  any  outbreak  of  contagious  disease,  Simonds  3025-3041 The  inspectors 

should  be  under  the.  immediate  direction  of  the  central  department,  ib.  3033. 

Further  suggestions  as  to  the  appointment  of  district  inspectors  by  Government  and 

as  to  their  remuneration,  Simonds  3199-3208 Inaccurate  reports  from  the  present 

local  inspectors  on  the  subject  of  cattle  plague,  ib.  3325,  3326 Requiiement  of  a staff 

of  inspectors  throughout  the  country  if  the  new  transit  orch  is  are  to  be  enfoiced,  and  if 
the  railway  atrangemenis  are  to  be  properly  supervised,  ib.  3334-3339. 

Further  explanations  in  connection  with  the  proposed  appointment  and  functions  of 
the  county  inspectors  under  the  central  department;  reliance  to  be  placed  upon  ihe 
veterinary  surgeons  throughout  the  country  for  giving  information  to  the  inspectors, 

Simonds  3401-3406 Contemplated  report  by  the  inspectors  to  1 he  local  authority, 

though  they  should  be  amenable  only  to  the  central  department,  ib.  3402-3406 

Professional  inspection  necessary  for  the  prompt  detection  of  pleu ro-pneumonia,  ib.  3417, 
3418. 

Examination  as  to  the  means  to  be  employed  for  giving  effect  to  the  regulations  with 
regard  to  the  stamping  out  of  the  disease ; expediency  of  the  appointment  of  qualified 
inspectors  throughout  the  country  by  the  Privy  Council,  Clarke  8338-8347.  8459-8472. 

8491-8510 Means  by  which  local  inspectors  would  discover  the  existence  of  foot  and 

month  disease  ; belief  in  the  willingness  of  the  farmers  to  submit  to  these  regulations  for 

the  prevention  of  the  spread  of  the  disease,  ib.  8347-8355 Further  examination  as 

to  carrying  out  the  regulations  with  respect  to  foot  and  mouth  disease;  necessity  that 
the  inspector  to  be  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council  should  be  totally  independent  of  the 
local  authorities,  ib.  8458-8472. 

Desirability  of  appointing  inspectors  at  the  cost  of  the  county  to  see  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  are  carried  out  with  uniformity  and  efficiency,  Walker  12167-12169. 

5.  Suggested  Inspection  of  Premises  in  the  Neighbourhood  of  Disease  : 

Necessity  for  a constant  inspection  by  qualified  officers  of  all  premises  in  ihe  neighbour- 
hood of  disease;  expediency  of  employing  the  police  upon  this  duty,  Jenkins  5867- 

5870. 

G.  Character  of  the  Inspection  in  Ireland ; Amendment  required: 

Opinion  that  there  is  no  real  inspection  in  Ireland ; estimate,  of  from  ten  to  twenty  per 
cent,  of  the  cases  as  not  reported,  Baldwin  3876-3882.  4462-4470. 

Way  in  which  disease  in  Ireland  would  he  checked,  and  outbreaks  more  readily  re- 
ported, if  there  were  authority  at  once  to  send  professional  inspectors  to  the  locality, 

Ferguson  488-1-4899 Comparatively  few  cases  in  which  veterinary  inspectors  were 

sent  from  the  C<  ntral  Department  in  1872  to  inspect  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib. 

4912 Advantage  of  a staff  of  veterinary  inspectors,  with  power  to  seize  diseased 

animals,  and  to  act  with  the  police,  ib.  4939 Decided  objection  to  the  abolition  of  all 

inspection,  ib. Illustrations  of  the  want  of  profession  a 1 inspectors,  in  lieu  of  the 

necessity  of  sending  them  to  ihe  localities  from  Dublin,  ib.  4992-4996. 

7.  Question  of  Inspection  at  the  Port  of  Shipment  in  Ireland,  or  at  ihe  Port  of 
Arrival  in  England: 

Entire  inadequacy  of  the  Government  inspector  at  Bristol  and  at  Liverpool  to  pro- 

nerly  inspect  the  large  imports  from  Ireland,  Williams  470-478 Absence  of  central 

inspection  or  eonirof' over  Irish  cattle  until  they  are  landed  in  England,  ib.  865-867 

Expediency  of  an  efficient  inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation  in  Ireland,  rather  than 
at  the  port  of  embarkation  in  England,  ib.  1098,  1099.  1112-1116.  1 122-11*25.  1 131- 

1135 Explanation  that  the  Privy  Council  inspectors  do  not  examine  Irish  cattle; 

duty  and  action  of  ihe  local  authorities  on  the  subject,  ib.  1159.  1322-1335 — — Excep- 
tion taken  to  the  view  that  there  is  any  direct  neglect  of  duty  on  ihe  part  of  the  local 
authorities  at  Bristol  or  Liverpool  in  regard  ro  the  inspection  of  Irish  cattle,  ib.  1345- 
1349  J 352.  1365- 

Value  of  an  efficient  inspection  at  the.  port  of  departure  in  Ireland;  that  is,  if  there 

were  a power  of  detention,  Brow>i  1421,  1422 Difficulties  sis  regaids  inspection  at  the 

Irish'ports  with  a view  to  the  detention  of  all  animals  likely  to  spread  disease,  ib.  1710- 

1717.  1783-1785.2226-2228 Inadequacy  of  the  present  inspection  at  Waterford  and 

Cork,  ib.  1715,  1716.  1783-1785 Check  c»  some  extent  upon  the  export  of  cases  of 

disease  from  Ireland,  if  there  were  inspection  at  the  port  of  shipment ; probable  effect 
upon  the  price  in  Ireland,  ib.  2287-2303. 

Sliaht  extent  to  which  inspection  at  the  port  of  shipment  in  Ireland  would  have  a de- 
terrent effect,  Simonds  3394,-3395 Conclusion  as  to  the  inadequacy  of  inspection  at 

the  port  of  embaikution  in  Ireland,  or  the  port  of  arrival  in  England,  as  a means  of  pre- 

363-  4 y 2 venting 
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Inspection— continued. 

7.  Question  of  Inspection,  Sec. — continued, 
venting  the  spread  of  disease,  Baldwin  3835.  3876-3882,  4054-4056.  4142.  4152-415- 

Belief  that  few  of  the  inspectors  themselves  place  much  faith  in  inspection  ib. 

4157- 


Grounds  for  the  conclusion  lhat  a system  of  inspection  at  the  port  of  embarkation 
would  not  be  any  adequate  check  to  the  export  of  animals  under  the  influence  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  Ferguson  4914-4921 Steps  taken  by  witness  in  consequence  of  repre- 

sentations from  England,  for  the  inspection  of  cattle  at  certain  ports,  with  a view  to  the 
detention  and  confiscation  of  diseased  animals;  disuse  hitherto  of  the  powers  ofconfisr-a 
tion,  ib.  5038-5054. 

Further  explanation  of  witness’  reasons  for  concluding  that  any  inspection  of  Irish 
cattle  should  be  at  the  port  of  landing  in  England,  and  not  at  the  port  of  shipment  in 
Ireland,  Ferguson  5393-5403. 

Suggestion  that  there  be  a proper  inspection  of  Irish  cattle  at  the  port  of  shipment  and 
that  any  having  disease  be  sent  back  to  their  owners,  or  to  the  farms  whence  they  came 

Morrow  5596,  5597-  5633-5646.  573*'5735-  5774-  5809-5811 Contention  that  an 

efficient  system  of  inspection,  both  at  the  shipping  and  landing  ports,  would  greatly  tend 

to  diminish  the  spread  of  infection,  Jenkins  6130-6132 Bad  usage  of  Irish  cattle 

when  being  shipped:  opinion  that  the  appointment  of  inspectors  at  the  port  of  em- 
barkation would,  in  the  beginning,  have  put  a stop  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Guiru 
6219-6227.  6290-6294.  y 

Opinion  that  a qualified  person  should  be- placed  at  the  port  of  shipment  to  examine 
animals;  careful  attention  paid  by  rattle  dealers  to  the  state  of  other  cattle  shipped  with 

their  own,  O Neill  6714-6717.  6882-6882 Possible  use  of  inspection  at  the  port  of 

embarkation  in  order  to  prevent  the  shipment  of  diseased  animals,  McBride  0240-004-7 

; -Examination  with  regard  lo  the  transit  of  cattle  from  Ireland;  decided  opinion  in 

1 i8°8i  °f  'nSpeCtlun  at  tle  I,ortoP shipment,  Stewart  11794-11831.  11838-11840.  11873- 

8.  Exceptions  taken  to  any  System  of  Inspection  : 

Conclusions  as  to  the  inadequacy  of  the  Irish  Veterinary  Depnrtment,  or  any  system 
of  inspection,  as  a means  of  keeping  down  cattie  diseases,  Baldwin  3835.  3876-2882 

4054-4056.  4142-4152.  4157  4401.  4465 It  is  impossible  for  inspectors  to  ascertain 

tiie  existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  a latent  state,  ib.  3835.  3878. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  inspection  is  of  very  little  use  as  a check  upon  foot 

nnnl  M ‘ 4538-454°-  4607-4610 Method  adopted  in  the  Liver- 

pool  Maiket  as  regards  inspection  of  animals  by  the  police  ; contention  that  this  inspec- 
tion tends  more  to  propagate  than  to  prevent  diseases,  Verdon  7897-7903.  8033-8036. 

Inutility  of  inspection  as  a preventive  measure,  Walsh  8113.  8160-8164 Inefficacv 

em!ntfvUtM^Rn-/rUnenting  tbe  introduction  of  contagious  and  infectious  diseases  into  this 

S SuW  bf  nnL9?33"?03.5’  9°42r  9M5-91 62.  9353-9358 Conclusion  that  inspec- 

tion would  be  powerless  to  delect  pleuro-pneumonia,  Thomson  11499-11507. 

9.  Recommendations  by  the  Committee. : 

Opinion  of  the  Committee  that  there  should  bean  inspection  from  time  to  time  by  the 
officei s of  the  central  authority  of  the  vessels  engaged  in  the  Irish  and  coasting  as  well 

JJ®  ft'e'gn  trades>  and  also  of  railways,  lairs,  markets,  and  fairs,  Rep.  vi A 

sufficient  number  of  travelling  inspectors  should  be  appointed  and  employed  by  the 
cential  authority  to  give  effect  to  the  Orders  of  Council  on  the  foregoing  points,  ib.  ^ 

Ireland , and  Irish  Cattle: 

I.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease: 

1.  Amount  of  Disease  in  the  Country  at  different  Periods. 

-.  Conveyance  of  the  Disease  between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain. 

3.  estimated  Loss  from  the  Disease  in  1872 

4.  Regulations  and  Restrictions  in  Operation. 

5'  Ball T for  stfl">pinp:  out  the  Disease,  bystopping 

Months  ta‘?hY  Sra°d  by  Pre’ent>ng  Movement  of  Cattle,  for  Two 

6.  Sundry  Objections  to  the  foregoing  Restrictions. 

7.  Suggested  Removal  of  all  Restrictions. 
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Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle — continued. 

II.  Pleuropneumonia. 

III.  Large  Annual  Loss  from  Preventive  Diseases, 

IV.  Source  of  Payment  of  Inspection,  Compensation,  &>c. 

V.  Duty  of  the  Constabulary  in  reference  to  Cattle  Diseases. 

VI.  Amount  of  Export  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain;  Statistics  on  the 
Subject. 

VII.  General  Condition  of  Irish  Cattle  sent  to  England. 

VJII.  Question  of  imposing  Restrictions  in  the  shape  of  Slaughtering , Detention, 
Spc.,  at  the  Port  of  Arrival  in  England. 

IX.  Expediency  of  similar  Restrictions  generally  in  Ireland  as  in  England. 

X.  Import  of  Foreign  Cattle  to  Ireland. 

XI.  Model  Agricultural  Schools. 

XII.  Sundry  Details  and  Suggestions  on  various  Points. 

XIII.  Returns  and  Statistics  of  Diseases. 

XIV.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee. 

I.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease : 

1.  Amount  of  Disease  in  the  Country  at  different  Periods  : 

Less  prevalence  of  foot  and  mouth  diseases  in  Ireland  than  in  England,  Brown  2074- 

-2078 Appearance  of  the  disease  in  Ireland  in  1839,  since  which  year  there  have 

been  several  outbreaks,  Simonds  2922-2924. 

Statement  as  to  there  having  been  from  15,000  to  eo,ooo  centres  of  foot  and  mouth 

disease  in  Ireland  in  1872,  Baldwin  3880.  4016.  4184 Existence  of  the  foot  and 

mouth  disease  in  Ireland  for  the  last  thirty  years;  it  was  worse  in  1872  than  in  any 

previous  year,  zi.  3917,  3918.  4005.  4271-4285 Great  decrease  of  the  disease  some 

few  years  ago,  until  it  was  re-imported,  ib.  3919. 

Dissent  from  the  view  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  that  in  May  and  June  187P 
there  was  no  foot,  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland,  Baldwin  3999,  4000  — — Severe  foot  and 
mouth  disease  last  year  in  the  case  of  sheep,  ib.  4067-4070. 

Statistics  relative  to  the  amount  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  in  1872,  and  the 
mortality  therefrom,  in  the  case,  respectively,  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  swine,  Ferguson  4900- 

4909 Four  hundred  and  sixty-eight  oui  breaks  of  the  disease  were  reported  in  1872, 

ib.  4902,  4903 Great  decline  in  the  number  of  cases,  ib.  4958,  4959 Number  of 

cases  of  the  disease  in  Donegal  and  in  Kerry  in  1872  ; no  county  was  exempt,  ib.  4982- 
4984 Incomplete  character  of  the  returns  as  to  the  amount  of  the  disease,  ib.  4985-4988. 

Data  further  submitted  for  the  conclusion  that  irrespectively  of  further  restrictions 
foot  and  mouth  disease  has  rapidly  diminished,  and  will  probably  die  out  altogether, 

Ferguson  5479-5486.  5.528 Statement  on  the  subject  of  the  peculiar  prevalence  of 

foot  and  mouth  disease  among  sheep  in  1872,  ib.  5510-5512. 

Discovery  by  witness  of  an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  1843  ; doubt  as  to 

its  origin,  Morrow  5603,  5604.  5648-5650 Belief  that  there  was  less  disease  in  1872 

than  in  1871  ; exemption  of  witness’  cattle  from  the  disease  in  1872  and  down  to  the 

present  time,  ib.  5628,  5629.  5831-5834 Personal  experience  of  witness  as  to  foot 

and  mouth  disease  since  1843 ; care  taken  by  him  in  his  purchases,  so  that  he  has  been 
fortunate,  ib.  5680-5687. 

2.  Conveyance  of  the  Disease  between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain  ; 

Large  import  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Ireland  at  the  ports  of  Bristol  and 
Liverpool,  though  the  disease  is  said  to  have  been  first  introduced  into  Ireland  from 

England,  Williams  460-469 Absence  of  any  check  to  the  movement  of  Irish  cattle 

from  the  ports  into  the  interior,  so  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  easily  spread  in 
England;  obstacles  to  the  diseased  animals  being  detained  and  isolated  at  the  place  of 

landing,  ib.  479-499 Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  there  is  a .larger  proportion 

of  disease  imported  from  Ireland  than  from  foreign  countries,  ib.  1095-1102.  1153  -1161. 

Statement  as  to  foot,  and  mouth  disease  not  having  been  in  Ireland  when  the  cattle 
plague  was  there,  and  as  to  its  having  been  twice  introduced  into  Ireland  by  cattle  or 

calves  from  Bristol,  Brown  1760-1 762 Appearance  of  ihe  disease  in  England  long 

before  it  was  known  in  Ireland,  ib.  1822-1826 Large  import  of  Irish  foot  and  mouth 

disease  at  Liverpool  as  well  as  at  Bristol,  ib.  2031—2033. 

Probability  of  a great  number  of  diseased  animals  having  been  sent  to  England  in 

1872,  though  many  were  not  sent  spontaneously,  Ferguson  4913 Opinion  that  the 

number  of  diseased  cattle  sent  from  Ireland  to  England  is  very  much  exaggerated,  ib. 

4943 "With  regard  to  the  frequent  practice  formerly  of  sending  diseased  cattle  to 

England  this  system  no  longer  exists,  and  the  movement  of  diseased  cattle  in  Ireland 
is  now  prohibited,  ib.  5397.  5400-5407. 

Export  by  witness  of  about  2,200  cattle  to  Glasgow  and  other  places  in  the  ,Iast  six 
years ; in  only  one  lot  of  this  large  supply  was  there  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Morrow 

353-  4*3  55H- 
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Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle — continued. 

I.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

2.  Conveyance  of  the  Disease  between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain — continued. 

5574-5578 Particular  as  to  an  outbreak  of  the  disease  among  some  cattle  sent  oy 

witness  to  Falkirk  ; this  was  on  the  fourth  day  after  their  departure  from  Ireland  and 

there  was  then  no  disease  among  them.  Morrow  5581-5532.  5630-5632 -Instances of 

disease  having  broken  out  among  Irish  cattle  in  Scot  land,  through  infection  in  the  railway 
trucks  or  in  th'e  markets,  ih.  5593-5535 Means  by  which  loot  and  mouth  disease  is  trans- 

mitted from  Ireland  to  England,  Jenkins  6051,  6052. 

Decided  opinion  that  the  statement  that  Irish  cattle  have  brought  disease  into  England 
is  very  much  exaggerated;  absence  of  any  complaints  as  to  disease  in  animals  'when 

landed  from  the  steamer*  of  witness’  company,  O’Neill  6862-6867.  figoi Examination 

as  to  the  prevalence  of  loot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland;  decided  opinion  that  the 
disease  has  been  brought  from  England.  Vcrdon  7026.  7033-7040.7081  7083.  7095. 

7098-7114.  7904,  7905.  8037-8040 Evidence  in  support  of  the  theory  that  foot 

and  month  disease  originates  in  the  east,  and  travels  westward  in  Ireland,  ih.  7801-7813. 

Statement  that  liislt  cattle  are  the  healthiest  that  are  brought  to  England.  McBride 

9394-9396 Opinion  as  to  the  healthy  character  of  Irish  store  cattle;  necessity  of 

protecting  them  from  di-ease  from  England,  Garngee  9448. 

Examination  as  to  the  introduction  ol  diseased  animals  from  Ireland;  opinion  that 
though  the  stoppage  of  cattle  from  Ireland  would  not.  give  immunity  from  disease  ii 
would  have  the  effect  of  cutting  off-  a main  source,  Smith  10253-10263.  10330-10337. 

10356-10361.  10363-103G5.  10379-10393 Prevalence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 

the  Irish  cattle  which  come  to  Perthshire,  Stewart  11841. 

Inaccuracy  of  statements  that  Ireland  is  the  source  of  supply  of  loot  and  mouth 
disease  to  England,  Lambert  10520-10528. 

3.  Estimated  Loss  from  the  Disease  in  1872  : 

Examination  as  to  the  data  upon  which  witness  estimates  a loss  of  1,500,000  l.  in  1872 
on  account  of  the  foot  and  til.. ul.h  disease,  1 hough  as  a rule  the  disease  does  not  kill; 
serious  loss  on  the  sc.  re  ol  mii k , the  condition  of  the  animals,  &c.,  Baldwin  3942-3974. 
4065-4086. 

4.  Regulati.  ns  and  Restrictions  in  Operation  : 

Duty  of  owners  to  report  to  the  police  any  outbreak  of  the  disease,  and  to  restrain  any 
movement  ol  cattle  from  the  land  ; liability  to  fines  lor  breach  of  these  regulations, 

Baldwin  3920-3926 Examination  to  the  effect  that  notwithstanding  legislative 

restrictions  in  Ireland  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  probably  worse  in  187a  than  when 
there  was  no  legislation  on  the  subject,  ih.  4271-4285. 

Failure  of  the  steps  taken  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England  for  checking  the  spread  of 

foot  and  mouth  disease,  Ferguson  4969-4977 Very 'injurious  effect  of  a withdrawal 

of  the  present  restrictions,  ih.  5025-5028 Argument  that  much  has  been  done  under 

witnes-  department  to  arrest  the  movement  ol  animals  with  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
and  to  check  the  spread  of  the  disease,  though  as  regards  fairs  hut  little  has  been  accom- 
plished, ih.  5512.  5546-5654- 

Witness  would  maintain  the  present  restrictions  generally  in  Ireland,  bui  would  not 
increase  them,  Morrow  5820-5830. 

Visits  made  by  witness  to  Irish  fairs  with  a view  to  inquiry  into  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  indifferent  character  of  the  isolation  carried  out  at  these  fairs  as  to  diseased 

animals,  Jeiikins  5^43-5847- Statement  that  the  restrictions  on  paper  were  stringent 

as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  that  in  practice  they  were  neglected,  ih.  5848- 
5850. 

ivecessitv  for  stringently  carrying  out  the  law  as  regards  restrictions  for  preventing 
the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease;  expediency  of  more  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the 
police,  Bolster  7302-7320.7330,  7331.  7396,  7397.  7416-7421.  7478-7490.  7586-7600. 

6*  of  Professor  Baldwin  for  stamping  out  the  Disease,  bv  stopping  Fairs 

and  Markets,  and  by  preventing  Movement  of  Cattle  for  two  Months  in 
the  Year: 

Proposition  that  all  fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland  for  the  -ole  of  store  stock  be  closed 
or  six  weeks  or  two  months,  after  the  May  fairs,  as  a means  of  destroying  the  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  Baldwin  3801-3811 Expected  co-opera.ion  on  the  part  of  stock  owners 

hs  regards  the  closing  of  all  fairs  for  a time,  ih.  3811.  3833 Suggestion  that  all 

a 1 umals  subsequently  showing  the  disease  should  be  killed,  the  owners  being  compensated. 

ih.  38 12-381 6.  & r ■ 

Further  statement  as  regards  loot  and  mouth  disease,  that  the  movement  of  store 
cattle,  as  well  as  the  holding  of  fairs,  should  be  prevented  for  six  weeks  or  two  months, 
Aaldwzn  3900-3916  Conclusion  that  under  witness’  scheme  there  would  be  no  failure 
or  difficulty  as  to  the  farmer  reporting  to  the  police,  ih.  3927-3932. 

Explanation 
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Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle— continued. 

I.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

5.  Scheme  of  Professor  Baldwin  for  stamping  out  the  Disease,  See. — continued. 

Explanation  that  witness  would  prohibit  absolutely  the  movement  of  store  cat'le  in 
Ireland  during  the  period  proposed  for  closing  fairs,  in  order  to  extirpate  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease;  fat  cattle  might  he  moved,  but  not  without  a license  nor  without,  heim* 

branded,  Baldwin  41 04-41 2,5 Witness  repeats  that  the  most  effectual  plan  is  to  stamp 

out  the  disea-ein  Ireland,  and  that  the  farmers  generally  would  approve  of  the  means 
proposed  by  witness  for  the. purpose,  ib.  4153-4157. 

Witness  further  advocates  the  closing  of  all  fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland,  and  all 
transit  of  store  stock,  for  six  weeks,  as  a means  of  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth 
disease  ; slaughter  should  he  applied  to  any  cases  that  arose  in  spite  of  those  restrictions, 

Baldwin  4225-4241.  4293-4298 Belief  that  the  farmers  would  approve  of  the 

proposed  remedies  ; that  is,  if  adequate  compensaiion  be  awarded , ib.  4233-4235.  4230, 

4241).  4298 The  months  of  prohibition  upon  removal  should  be  J une  and  J uly,  ib  4294- 

4296. 

Grounds  for  the  opinion  that  the  farmers  of  Ireland  vv.>uld  support  the  measures 
proposed  by  witness,  though  they  disapprove  of  existing  restrictions,  Baldwin.  4364- 

4368.  4419-4422.  4492-4494 Repetition  of  arguments  in  favour  of  stopping  all 

movement  of  store  cattle  and  closing  all  f'uirs  for  six  weeks  or  two  months;  this  would 

be  necessary  only  once,  and  not  yearly,  ib.  4369-4378.  4408  et.  scq. Explanation  that 

slaughtering  should  not  be  applied  till  afier  the  disease  had  been  stamped  out ; it  should 
then  be  put  upon  the  same  basis  as  the  cattle  plague,  ib.  441 1.  44  16-4418.  4423-4438. 
4447* 

Suggestions  for  the  employment  of  the  constabulary  as  an  effectual  machinery  for 
dealing  with  any  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  after  all  movement  lias  been 

stopped  lor  a certain  period,  Baldwin  4423-4431 Belief  that  no  serious  difficulty 

would  be  experienced  in  stopping,  through  the  constabulary,  all  private  sales  and  all 

movement  during  the  months  of  June  and  July,  ib.  4439-4442 Approval  of  June  and 

July  as  the  months  in  which  to  stop  all  movement,  although  in  England  the  disease  has 
been  most  prevalent  in  the  autumn  mouths,  ib.  4448-4450. 

Suggestions  for  an  alternative  scheme  to  that  given  in  the  previous  evidence  of  witness  ; 
expediency  of  dividing  the  county  into  police  districts  and  of  carrying  out  thescheme of 
closing  fairs  and  markets  in  the  infected  districts  only,  Baldwin.  6650-1)660. 

Suggestions  in  detail  by  Professor  Baldwin  for  an  enactment  to  relieve  Ireland  of  1 he 
loss  now  entailed  on  her  by  pleu  10-pneumonia  and  foot  and  moutu  diseases,  and  10  pro- 
tect Great  Britian  from  the  exportation  from  Ireland  of  animals  affected  with  these 
diseases,  App.  592-595- 

G.  Sundry  Objections  to  the  foregoing  Restrictions: 

Conclusion  as  regards  Ireland  that,  the  stringent  regulations  necessary  for  stamping 
out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  would  be  most  prejudicial  to  the  grazing  interests  of  the 
country,  Brown  2038-2047.  2187-2192.  2194. 

Efficiency  of  Mr.  Baldwin’s  plan  f.-r  the  extirpation  of  disease,  if  the  obstacles  from 
the  stoppage  of  movement,  and  from  slaughter  and  compensation,  are  not  found  to  be 
impracticable;  witness  would  be  sorry  to  propose  such  stringent  measures,  Ferguson 
4928-4934.  4942-4950.  4960-4964.  4997-5020 Excessive  inconvenience  by  stop- 

ping all  movement  of  cattle  to  fairs  in  Ireland  in  Mav  and  June,  or  in  June  or  July,  ib. 

4960-4964.  5003-5020.  5027 Obstacle  to  the  enforcement  of  a general  prohibition 

upon  movement  for  a given  time,  the  magistrates  objecting  to  impose  penalties,  ib.  5469- 
547 5- 

Belief  as  to  the  insufficiency  of  a period  of  two  months  during  which  to  stop  all  move- 
ments in  reference  to  foot  and  mouth  disease;  doubt  as  to  the  time  required,  Ferguson 

5476.  5518-5527 Conclusion,  moreover,  as  to  the  inexpediency  of  the  proposed 

restriction  on  account  of  its  great  interference  with  the  farming  and  grazing  interests  of 
the  country,  ib.  5477,  5478.  5481.  5518-5528 Decided  objection  to  Professor  Bald- 

win’s proposal  lor  slopping  all  movement  of  cattle,  and  all  fairs  and  markets  in  June  and 
July,  as  a means  of  getting  rid  of  foot  and  mouth  disease;  wide-spread  opposition 

expected,  Morrow  5653-5663.  5665-5677.  5695-5701 Graziers  and  farmers  would 

strongly  oppose  the  restrictions  in  question,  ib.  5654-5656.  5695-5697 Difficulty  in 

detecting  all  fresh  cases  through  the  police,  ib.  5657-5663. 

Inexpediency  of  adopting  restrictions  in  Ireland,  with  regard  to  the  suppression  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  which  would  not  be  tolerated  in  England;  opinion  that  the  present 
rules  of  the  Irish  Department  are  sufficiently  stringent  provided  they  are  carried  out, 
Jenkins  6057.  6078-6080— ^Belief  that  severe  restrictions  on  the  export  of  Irish  cattle 
would  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of  meat,  and  also  depreciating  the  value  of  laud  ; 
inexpediency  o'  closing  fairs  and  markets  as  proposed  by  Professor  Baldwin,  Guiry  6204- 
62x4.  6256^6263.  6315-6319.  6351-6353. 

353.  474  Inexpediency 
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Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle — continued. 

I.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

0.  Sundry  Objections  to  the  foregoing  Restiietions — continued . 

Inexpediency  of  closing  fairs  and  markets  and  prohibiting  the  movement  of  store 
stock  ; belief  that  the  adoption  of  such  regulations  would  have  a most  injurious  effect 

upon  the  cattle  tiade,  Garnett  6390-6394 Disapproval  of  Professor  Baldwin’s 

suggestion  for  shotting  up  faiis  and  markets  during  the  months  of  June' and  July 
opinion  that  such  a course  would  be  ruinous  to  the  Irish  cattle  trade.  Bolster  7-207  win’ 

7330-733-2-  7630.  ' J7  7‘99‘ 

Statement  that  stopping  all  the  fairs  and  markets  for  six  weeks,  as  proposed,  would 
have  the  effect  of  ruining  the  greater  number  of  the  small  farmers  in  Ireland,  * Verdon 
7024 — —Entire  disagreement  of  witness  with  the  majority  of  Professor  Baldwin’s  recom- 
mendations, ib.  7981,  7982. 

Strong  disapproval  by  the  Royal  Dublin  Society  of  the  proposal  fur  stopping  all  fairs 
and  markets,  and  all  movements  of  cattle  and  sheep,  during  two  at  least  of  the  summer 
months,  App.  589. 


7.  Suggested  Removal  of  all  Restrictions: 

Expediency  of  removing  the  restrictions  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease  on  account  of 
the  injury  to  trade ; opinion  that  the  restrictions  have  never  been  of  ar.y  use,  Verdon  7013- 

7025  7027.  7075-7081.  7114  7116.  7122,7123 Statement  as  to  the  class  of  persons 

who  have  signed  the  memorial  which  has  been  handed  in  by  witness,  praving  for  the 
removal  of  restrictions ; nearly  all  the  graziers  who  have  signed  are  Irish,' ‘ and  all  the 
cattle  dealers  are  English,  ib.  7070-7074. 

Expediency  of  non-restriction  as  regards  fo-t  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland  ; approval 
ot  the  agriculturist  being  left  entirely  to  himself,  to  do  as  he  thinks  proper  as  regards  the 

disease,  Walsh  8067-8071.  8080.  8132,  8133.  8158,8159.  8171 Argument  that  if 

the  (.isease  is  eradicated  bom  England  it  will  die  out  in  Ireland,  which  is  a naturally 
healthy  country,  JU‘ Bride  9196-9203.  9211-9214.  J 

Memorial  of  landowners,  cattle  breeders,  graziers,  farmers,  cattle  salesmen,  and  butchers, 
to  the  Privy  Council,  objecting  moie  especially  to  the  restrictions  as  regards  foot  and 
mouth  disease  and  sheep  scab,  App.  603. 

II.  Pleuro-pneumonia : 

Belief  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  frequently  introduced  into  England  from  Ireland, 
though  there  are  no  statistics  on  the  subject,  Williams  461.  1153-1155.  1158-1161. 

n67»  1168 Fewer  diseased  animals  imported  from  Ireland  than  are  moved  from  one 

part  of  England  to  another,  Broion  1493-I496 Conclusion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is 

imported  to  England  Imm  Ireland,  ib.  2030 Data  for  inferring  that  pleuro-pneumonia 

was  introduced  into  Ireland  from  Holland,  ib.  2062-2067.  2797,  2798 Alleged  import 

ot  the  disease  from  Ireland  into  the  London  dairies  in  1841,  ib.  2068-2073. 

Less  serious  loss  in  Ireland  from  pleuro-pneumonia  than  from  foot  and  mouth  disease, 

Baldwin  3852 — -Absence  of  the  disease  in  the  breeding  districts,  ib.  3865 Exemption 

of  the  public  model  farms  from  pleuro-pneumonia,  except  Glasnevin,  ib.  3865-3867 

Very  small  staff  required  in  connection  with  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  ib.  3933-3936. 

Statement  as  to  home-bred  stock  not  being  so  liable  as  purchased  stock  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia,  though,  they  are  equally  liable  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Baldwin  4007- 
4013  —Result  of  ihe  investigations  of  witness  that  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and 

mouth  disease  are  of  foreign  origin,  and  are  not  generated  in  Ireland,  ib.  4171-4191 

Advocacy  of  a system  of  slaughter  of  cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneumouia,  as  well  as 
of  those  auimals  in  contact  with  diseased  ones,  ib.  4193—4197. 

Satisfactory  regulations  nowin  force  in  Ireland  relative  to  this  disease;  relaxation  of 
the  imperative  restrictions  in  force  in  1871,  Ferguson  4955-4957 Very  little  pleuro- 
pneumonia now  in  Ireland,  ib.  4958,  4959.  5428-5430.  5555,  5556 Opinion  that 

whatever  the  origin  of  the  mlroduction  of  pleuro-pneumonia  iuto  Ireland,  it  should  be 
dealt  with  as  entirely  contagious  or  infectious,  ib.  5387—5392. 

Occurrence  of  three  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  among  witness’  stock  in  1845  ; steps 

taken  tor  preventing  the  spread  of  the  outbreak.  Morrow  5611-5613.  5651,  5652 

Less  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  rural  districts  than  in  ihe  town  dairies,  ib.  5791,  5792. 

Opinion  that  Ireland  is  singularly  free  from  pleuro-pneumonia;  evidence  in  support  of 
the  opinion  that  the  disease  comes  principally  into  Liverpool  from  Cheshire,  Verdon  7031, 

7032.  7090,  7097.  7118-7184.  719l~7197 Statement  as  to  pleuro-pneumonia  having 

been  imported  into  Scotland  from  Ireland;  desirability  of  the  restrictions  beinf  stringently 
carried  out  m Ireland,  Stewart  11954-11961.  11967-11982. 

III.  Large  Annual  Loss  from  Preventible  Diseases ; 

Estimated  loss  of  from  2,000,000 /.  to  3,000,000  Z.  annually,  from  preventible  diseases 
4086  ^ate  ^°l  ^l,s  ca*cu^ut'on;  Baldwin  3817-3826.  3881.  3942-3974.  4065- 

IV.  Source 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


IRELAND,  AND  IRISH  CATTLE. 


"03 


Report,  1873 — continued. 


Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattlf. — cominued. 

IV.  Source  of  Payment,  of  Inspection,  Compensation,  frc.  ; 

Payment  of  compensation  in  Ireland  out  of  a public  rate  levied  on  the  union,  Baldioin 

4°59 Explanations  in  connection  with  the  general  rate  to  be  levied  throughout 

Ireland  for  working  the  Cattle  Diseases  Acts;  expediency  of  a general  rate  rather* than 

of  local  rates,  l-'erguson,  5055-5066 Considerable  dissatisfaction  if  the  expenses  of  a 

proper  administration  of  the  Act  of  1869  in  Ireland  were  to  fall  upon  the  ratepayer, 
il>-  53 18 -5320 Exceedingly  economical  working  of  the  Act  in  Ireland  as  com- 

pared with  the  expense  in  England,  ib.  5321.  5323. 

Inspection  of  animals  embarking  for  England  is  paid  for  from  the  Irish  local  rate ; 

statement  that  the  charge  is  unjust,  Murray  12494-12497 Contention  that  the 

expenses  of  this  inspection  should  be  paid  from  public  monevs  for  the  reason  that  the 

inspection  is  in  the  English  interest,  ib.  12498,  12499 Explanation  with  regard 

to  the  Irish  local  rate  ; considerable  amount  of  money  repaid  to  the  counties  upon 

the  breaking  up  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  ib.  12500-12503.  12559. Further 

examination  as  10  the  propriety  of  the  payment  for  inspection  at  the  Irish  ports  beino- 

made  out  of  Imperial  funds,  ib.  12504-12510 Statement  that  in  respect  to  the  cattle 

trade  England  may  be  considered  thebuyer  and  Ireland  the  seller,  ib.  12550-12555. 
12576-12580. 

V.  Duty  of  the  Constabulary  in  reference  to  Cattle  Diseases: 

Information  relative  to  the  duty  of  the  constabulary  throughout  Ireland  as  to  detecting 
cases  of  contagious  disease  and  reporting  them  to  the  veterinary  department;  efficient 
discharge  of  these  duties,  on  the  whole,  though  many  cases  escape  detection,  Ferguson 

4853-4860.  4865-4869 Great  facility  with  which  simultaneous  action  may  be  taken 

throughout  Ireland  by  means  of  the  constabulary,  ib.  4968. 

Additional  pay  not  received  by  the  constabulary  for  the  duties  performed  by  them 
under  the  Veterinary  Department,  Murray  12556-12558. 

VI.  Amount  of  Export  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain;  Statistics  on  the  subject: 

The  Irish  import  of  live  cattle  into  England  is  27S  per  cent,  of  the  whole,  and  is  more 

than  twice  the  foreign  supply,  Williams  347.  490 Explanation  of  the  data  upon  which 

witness  has  estimated  the  relative  per-centage  of  Irish  and  foreign  cattle  imported  into 

England,  ib.  901-908 Respecis  in  which  the  estimate  of  27^  per  cent,  as  the  English 

import,  from  Ireland  is  probably  excessive,  ib.  1086-1088 Reliance  to  be  placed  upon 

Ireland  for  English  import  of  cattle,  Simon ds  3595,  3596. 

Statistics  as  to  the  large  export  of  cattle,  &c.  from  Belfast  to  England  and  Scotland ; the 

large  majority  are  store  stock,  Morrow  5598-5602 Increasing  character  of  the  Irish 

cattle  trade;  large  quantities  of  store  cattle  sent  to  the  English  market,  Bolster  7333- 
7338.  7349-7354- 

Large  numbers  of  cattle  exported  into  Liverpool  from  Ireland  ; excellent  condition  in 

which  these  entile  arrive,  Verdun  7058-7069 Increasing  exportation  of  fat  cattle  from 

Ireland  into  Liverpool;  purchases  made  in  Dublin  directly  by  Manchester  dealers  without 
the  intervention  of  Liverpool  salesmen,  ib.  7690-7698.7763-7769. 

Monthly  return  of  all  animals  imported  from  Great  Britain  in  the  years  1871  and  1872, 

App.  572 Return  showing  the  number  and  description  of  animals  imported  to  and 

exported  from  Ireland  in  the  month  of  May  1873,  and  the  respective  ports,  ib.  590. 

Summary  of  tabulated  returns  showing,  according  to  the  daily  returns  furnished  to  the 
Irish  Veterinary  Department  by  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  and  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police,  the  number  and  description  of  animals  imported  into  and  exported  from  Ireland, 
during  the  month  of  June  1873,  setting  forth  the  Irish  ports  of  debarkation  and 
embarkation,  App.  590. 

Number  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  swine,  exported  from  Ireland  to  Great  Britain  for  the 
years  1869,  1870,  1871  and  187a,  App.  618. 

VII.  General  Condition  of  Irish  Cattle  sent  to  England: 

Bad  condition  in  which  cattle  arrive  from  Ireland,  owing  to  insufficient  food  before 

starting,  Brown  1493-1496 Causes  of  the  impoverished  condition  of  some  of  the 

Irish  store  cattle  which  go  to  England,  Ferguson  5342 Large  export  trade  in  cattle 

from  Ireland  to  England  ; moderate  price  and  inferior  quality  of  some  of  the  supplies, 

Morrow  5738-574 6.  5807,  5808 Belief  that  the  poor  cattle  exhibited  in  the  xork- 

shire  market  come  from  Tyrone  and  Donegal,  Verdon  7814-7817. 

VIII.  Question  of  imposing  Restrictions  in  the  shape  of  Slaughtering,  Deten- 

tion, Sfc.  at  the  Port  of  Arrival  in  England. 

Check  to  the  import  of  disease  from  Ireland  by  strict  regulations  as  to  slaughtering; 
opinion  that  this  would,  however,  piactically  stop  the  export  of  store  animals  to  England, 
Brown  1422,  1423.  1426-1437 Conclusion  that  nothing  short  of  extreme  restrictions 
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Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle — continued. 

VIII.  Question  of  imposing  Restrictions,  fy-c. — continued. 

in  England  would  effectually  prevent  the  import  of  disease  from  Ireland,  Brown  2*78* 
2790.  /°0— 

Proposition  that  Irish  fat  cattle,  if  diseased,  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
landing,  and  that  Irish  store  cattle,  when  diseased,  should  be  sent  back  to  Ireland 

Simonds<2 985.  2992-2994.  3003.  3202-3214 Proposed  detention  for  six  hours  in  the 

case  of  Irish  cattle,  ib.  2992,  2993 Explanation  that  the  proposed  detention  of  Irish 

cattle  for  six  hours  is  very  different  from  quarantine,  ib.  3455-34.59. 

Further  statement  in  favour  of  sending  back  to  Ireland  any  store  stock  found  to  be 
diseased  or  in  contact  with  diseased  animals,  whilst  diseased  fat  stock  should  be 

slaughtered  at  the  port,  Simovds  3474-3478.  3501-3518.  3530,3531-3583-3591 

•Proposed  detention  of  Irish  cattle  for  six  hours  for  the  purpose  of  feeding  and  watering 
them  as  well  as  for  inspecting,  ib.  3603, 3604.  0 0 

Strong  objection  to  a proposal  that  Irish  cattle  discovered  with  disease  in  England 

should  be  sent  back  to  Ireland,  Baldwin  3834-3837 Absence  of  check  to  foot  and 

mouth  disease  by  detaining  for  six  hours  the  animals  from  Ireland,  Fisher  5182  5183 
——Disapproval  of  Irish  cattle  being  quarantined,  or  of  their  export  to  England*  beimr 
otherwise  unduly  checked,  the  Irish  supply  being  of  great  value  to  this  country,#.  5259- 

Suggestion  for  preventing  the  wilful  export  of  diseased  animals  from  Ireland  to 

England,  Ferguson  4943-4945 Exceptions  taken  to  the  proposed  detention  of  Irish 

cattle  for  six  hours  at  the  port  of  debarkation,  ib.  5362,  5363.  5504 Explanation  that 

witness  would  not  stop  the  export  of  a cargo  of  animals,  one  of  which  had  been  discovered 
to  be  diseased;  undue  interference  with  trade  thereby,  ib.  5463-5468. 

Belief  that  any  interference  with  the  Irish  cattle  trade  would  directly  affect  the  sunnly 
of  meat  to  the  large  towns  which  are  served  by  Liverpool;  strong' prejudice  against 

that1  Si™  thterninKd  by  8ome  of  the.landovv,ie,'s’  Verdon  7145-7153 Contention 

that  there  should  be  no.  more  restriction  upon  (he  importation  of  Irish  cattle  into 
England  than  detention  for  six  hours  and  certificates  of  health  from  the  port  of 
embarkation,  Clarhe  8291-8294,  * 

IX.  Expediency  of  similar  Restrictions  generally  in  Ireland  as  in  England : 
Advocacy  of  similar  legislation  and  similar  restrictions,  as  far  as  possible,  for  Ireland 

!ule  Ld  "S  d l’,  li05'  1 1 !6-“37  i Amends  3208-3014 — —Approval  of  Irish 

were  tlmT,gmdC“k  W Kh  jH,?,mV'ay  83  tnSliEb  “Me  if  the  restrictions  in  Ireland 

were  the  same  as  in  England,  bmonds  3598-3601  ■ 3615-3626 Contemplated  adoption 

stringent  measures  in  Ireland  as  m England  wilh  regard  to  foot  and 
mouth  disease ; otherwise  lush  cattle  should  be  treated  in  tile  same  way  as  foreign  cattle, 
Stratton  4524, 4525.  4633-4.638.  4699-4710.  ’ b ’ 

,®j”i,a.r  '“‘"rtions  desirable  as  regards  both  Irish  and  English  cattle,  on  the  score  of 

“ f“n"'  *?■ §9'  ,6“ Importance  ol  uniformity  in  the  regulations  with 

E d 8 "£d  Ireland’  6084-0087 ; Walsh  8085,  81 65.  8 1 7 1 ; Clarke&n  I, 

Sric’,i„nry“-S4  I2"® D“ided  opinion  that  whatever 

drnti  1 ? re  11  l’"sed-' 1 ,ey  sllouId  !,e  applied  equally  to  Ireland,  as  to  England  or 
Scotland,  Goodlet  1 171 1-1 1714;  Walks r 12253-12258.  " 

X.  Import  of  Foreign  Cattle  to  Ireland: 

th<Samgoef',°w  9lat  Mo  import  of  foreign  cattle  into  Ireland  might  be  stopped  altogether, 

the  amount  being  trifling,  Ferguson  5004 Expediency  of  The  same  Seek  in  Ireland 

Ireland  ‘ll?,,™I10rl  »f  diseased  foreign  cattle;  very  small  foreign  import  to 

imnmtation  int  T '!"Bd  b.yr?h,b.'ted  altogether,  ib.  5465-6460 Absence  of  foreign 

8090'1  * * Ireland  with  the  single  exception  of  fat  Spanish  cattle,  Walsh  8086- 

the^'Sm  If'j  niiiiiher  and  description  of  foreign  animals  imported  into  Ireland  during 
mLyd  he  ual?  r ,?e.er”be;.1871  an,d  l8y2’  sP«ifyi”g  rile  ports  from  which  im- 
Ttheimpo, ting  vessels,  the  number  of  animals  which  died  on  each 

nuSi;  a S l,  r ,by ir  Go™"ment  'nspector  as  being  diseased,  and  the 
• umber  to  be  slaughtered  in  the  Custom  House  Docks  previous  to  their  delivery,  App. 

XI.  Model  Agricultural  Schools: 

Simeon  ,trfhae*3,t  2°°  n,odel  .»cl;ooIs  throughout  the  country,  Baldwin  3767,  3768 

eifent  Wev  (?  d‘ 'T  ’S  V “■  aSnc,ultural  school  under  witness  in  every  county  in  Ireland 
except  Wexford,  there  being  about  aoo  schools  altogether,  ib.  434^-4346— Practice 

W?ht  m mV”  ,,slt™S  lhe  schools,  and  as  to  attending  fairs  and  market!  so  that  he  is 
biought  much  m contact  with  the  farming  class,  ib.  4347-4352. 

XII.  Sundry 
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Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle— continued. 

XII.  Sundry  Details  and  Suggestions  on  various  Points: 

More  effective  mnchme^in  Ireland  than  in  England  for  applying  tie  regulations  of 

the  Central  Department  Will, am,  135o,  ,35, Advantage  if  eases  of  concealment  of 

disease  went  before  paid  magistrates,  Baldwin  39*6.  39*9 Very  small  movement 

ot  cattle  in  Ireland  save  in  connection  with  fairs  and  markets,  ib.  4353-4357 Neces- 

sity of  the  administration  of  the  law  being  in  the  hands  of  experts  rather  than  of 
magistrates,  ib.  4481.  r 

Opinion  that  Irish  cattle  are  singularly  healthy  at  the  present  time,  Verdon  7004- 

7?97 -General  incorrectness  of  certain  statements  made  by  Mr.  Jenkins  about 

Liverpool  and  the  Irish  cattle  trade  in  his  book,  ib.  7171,  7172. 

Statement  that  the  crossing  of  Irish  cattle  with  higher  breeds  has  had  the  effect  of 

weakening  their  constitutions,  Bolster  7328,  7329.  7605.  7607 Inexpediency  of 

leaving  the  repression  of  cattle  diseases  in  the  hands  of  the  cattle  dealers  and  the  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland,  ib.  7569-7571.  1 


Desirability  of  English  graziers  coming  over  to  Ireland  to  make  their  own  purchases 

instead  ot  employing  middlemen;  opinion  that  such  a course  would  prevent  the  im- 

poilation  of  wretched  cattle  as  at  present,  Walsh  8097-8101 Examination  as  to  the 

present  state  of  the  cattle  trade  between  England  and  Ireland,  ib.  8172-8185. 

Information  as  to  the  health  of  Irish  cattle  brought  over  to  England ; suggestions  as 
to  the  means  which  should  be  adopted  to  insure  their  coming  in  a healthy  state,  Rigby 

8797-8809.  8819-8825.  8910-8914' Irish  cattle  would  increase  in  value  if  they  could 

be  brought  into  the  country  in  as  healthy  a state  as  Welsh  cattle,  ib.  9027. 

Augmentation  of  price  which  would  follow  on  a feeling  of  confidence  that  Irish  cattle 
were  heal  thy,  Goodlet  1 1693-11699 Question  considered  as  to  the  expediency  of  con- 

sidering the  import  of  Irish  stock  cattle  into  England,  ib.  11723-1 1727. 

Table  showing  the  number  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  swine  in  Ireland,  in  the  years  i860, 
1870,1871^1^1872,^.618.  J 


XIII.  Returns  and  Statistics  of  Diseases  : 

Return  of  all  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  foot  and  mouth  disease,  sheep  pox,  and  sheep 
scab,  which  were  officially  reported  in  the  years  1871  and  1872  respectively,  and  show- 
ing the  amount  of  fines  levied  in  each  year,  App.  571. 

Tabulated  return  containing  sundry  particulars  relative  to  foot  and  mouth  distemper 
pleuro-pneumonia,  and  sheep  scab,  for  each  week  from  16th  November  1872  to  3ist  Mav 
1873,^.573.  0 * 

. General  abstract  showing  the  extent  to  which  the  foot  and  mouth  distemper  prevailed 
m each  county  in  Ireland,  together  with  other  particulars  during  the  year  ended  31st 
December  1872,  App.  610,  611. 

Abstract  showing  the  number  of  outbreaks  of  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  re- 
ported from  each  county  in  Ireland,  in  each  month  during  the  four  years  ended  the 
31st  December  1872,  App.  612-615. 

Table  showing  the  sanitary  state  of  the  cattle,  sheep,  and  swine  in  each  county  in 

Ireland,  in  the  years  1861,  1870,  1871,  and  1872,  App.  616,  617 Table  showing  the 

number  of  deaths  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  scab  diseases 

in  1869-72,  ib.  618 Per-centage  of  deaths  as  compared  with  the  number  of  animals 

effected  wiih  foot  and  mouth,  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  scab  diseases,  ib. 

General  abstract  showing  the  extent  to  which  pleuro-pneumonia  prevailed  in  each 
county  in  Ireland,  together  with  other  particulars,  during  the  year  ended  31st  December 
1872,  App.  619 Similar  return  as  regards  sheep  scab,  ib. 

Table  showing  the  number  of  farms,  lands,  premises,  or  places  in  each  province  in 
Ireland  under  restrictions  at  certain  dates,  on  account  of  being  infected  with  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  sheep  scab,  during  the  year  1872,  App.  621. 

Table  showing  the  number  of  outbreaks  of  foot  and  mouth  distemper,  pleuro-pneumonia, 
sheep  scab  and  sheep  pox,  which  occurred  in  Ireland  in  the  years  1871  and  1872 ; dis- 
tinguishing those  cases  which  were  reported  by  the  owners  of  the  infected  place  from 
those  which  were  discovered  by  other  means,  App.  62a,  623. 

XIV.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee : 

Considerable  complaint  made  to  the  Committee  as  to  the  impart  of  disease  into  Eng- 
land from  Ireland,  Rep.  v Recommendation  that  the  regulations  in  Great  Britain 

and  Ireland  with  regard  to  contagious  diseases  should  be  similar,  ib. Also  that  such 

regulations  should  be  carefully  inforced  at  the  landing  places  both  in  England  and  Ire- 
land, ib. Also  that  the  Irish  Government  should  take  steps,  by  inspection  at  Irish 

ports,  to  prevent  the  shipment  to  Great  Britain  of  any  diseased  or  infected  animals,  ib. 

363*  4 z 2 Conclusion 
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Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle— continued. 

XIV.  Conclusions  and  Recommendations  of  the  Committee— continued. 
Conclusion  that  the  precautionary  measures  suggested  would  be  of  advantage  not  onlv 
to  the  English  cattle  buyers  but  also  to  the  Irish  cattle  breeders.  Rep.  vi.  y 

See  also  Ballinasloe  Fair.  Bristol.  Calves.  Cattle  Plague,  4.  Cattle 
Ships,  2-4.  Centralisation.  Cheshire.  Cruelty.  Dead  Meat.  Dealers 
and  Jobbers.  Drogheda.  Dublin.  Fines  and  Penalties.  Glasqow 
Inspection,  6,7.  Limerick.  Liverpool.  Longford.  Railways.  Royal  Dublin 
Society.  Sheep.  Veterinary  Departments,  2. 

Isolation  ( Diseased  Animals).  Importance  of  local  arrangements  for  a real  isolation* 

Williams  250.  276 Efficiency  of  isolation  both  for  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  ib.  415-417-  n38.  It46*-ll5i Power  of  the  local  authority  as  to 

buying  land  lor  the  isolation  of  cattle  from  the  markets,  ib.  868,  869. 

Suggestions  for  amending  the  existing  orders ; expediency  of  an  isolation  of  fourteen 
days  in  the  case  of  all  newly  purchased  stock.  Smith  10178-10184.  10296-10300. 

See  also  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  VII. 


Movement  of  Cattle.  Pleuro-pneumonia,! . 


J. 

Jenkins,  Henry  Michael.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Has  been  Secretary  for  some  years 

to  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society,  5835,  5836.  591  1,  5912 Instructions  given  bv  the 

society  to  witness  with  regard  to  inquiries  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease ; report  on  the 

subject  sent  in  by  witness,  5837-5842 Visits  made  to  Irish  fairs  with  a view  to  the 

inquiry ; indifferent  character  of  the  isolation  carried  out  at  these  fairs  as  to  diseased 

animals,  5843-5847 Stafemem  that  in  Ireland  the  restrictions  on  paper  were  stringent 

as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease,  but  that  in  practice  they  were  neglected,  5848-5859. 

Examination  as  to  the  restrictions  which  have  been  put  into  force  in  England  with 
regard  to  fool  and  mouth  disease ; returns  as  to  this  disease  not  generally  furnished  by 

the  counties,  5855-5859  5895-5910 Regulations  necessary  to  be  observed  to  prevent 

the  spread  of  infectious  diseases ; great  importance  of  a system  of  licensing  and  regis- 
tration of  cattle  dealers  and  salesmen  5861-5866.  5945-5951-  5960-598 i.°6o9  1-6094. 
6097-6102.  6155-6157— —Necessity  for  a constant  inspection  by  qualified  officers  of  all 
dSr68S67^h8e7oeighb°Ulll00d  01  d‘SeaSe  5 expedlency  of‘  eraP1°ying  the  police  upon  this 

Doubtful  propriety  of  giving  the  local  authorities  full  power  to  carry  out  the  regulations 

5871 Opinion  that  1 he  restrictions  as  regards  movement  which  were  adopted  during 

the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  are  too  oppressive  for  the  foot  and  mouth  disease;  reasons 

for  this  conclusion,  5872-5889 Contention  that  the  punishment  for  infringing  the 

Order  in  Council  as  to  moving  cattle  that  are  diseased  should  be  made  real  instead  of 
being  nominal  as  it  is  now,  5890-5894.  6005. 

Information  with  regard  to  the  progress  of  foot  and  mouth  disease:  considerable 
amount  of  this  disease  in  Dutch  cattle,  5895-5904.  5950-5929.  6008-6026.  6041, 

6042.  6107,  6108.  6163-6173 Impossibility  of  obtaining  evidence  of  a trustworthy 

character  with  regimi  to  pleuro-pneumonia  from  any  person  who  is  not  a veterinary 
surgeon,  5913-5919.  J 

Unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  arrangements  made  for  the  cattle  traffic  between  England 
and  Ireland ; likelihood  in  many  cases  of  the  animals  taking  the  disease  in  the  steamers, 
593075943— .Information  as  to  the  state  of  the  catile  vessels  between  England  and  the 
Continent  ; decided  opinion  that  .he  cattle  plague  was  imported  into  England  by  the 

cargo  of  the  ‘Joseph  Soames,”  5952-5959.  6064-6069.  6 J 

l“’esf,  a Fuil  Trkel  • “factory  state  of  the  market  on  account  of 

f F ''  -'efi"ed’  ®MSr-«958.  6058.  6077 Expediency  of  sub-division  of 

lairs  belief  that  lairs  are  a fruitful  source  of  disease,  5982-6004.  6103-6106 Ad- 

ZiS  lr  ‘ dl.seased  animals  discovered  at  fairs  being  slaughtered,  and  the  owners 
punished  for  sending  them,  6003,6004.  6088-6090.  6133-6135. 

TooXi’i‘i0”Witl'1??ari,°o??;  wIege<i  deatl,s  from  niouth  disease  in 

HZ-'?, i ’S  ,nt  FanM"!  comments  upon  the  denial 

olimnil  fr  P ’ 8 8_6f026 instances  of  dealers  purchasing  diseased 

animals  for  the  purpose  of  exporting  them  to  England,  6027-6033 Favourable 

opinion  as  to  the  management  of  the  farms  in  Cheshire,  6034-6040.  ° 

Frequent  neglect  upon  the  part  of  graziers  ill  Ireland  to  report  the  existence  of  foot  and 
month  disease  upon  [heir  farms  ; desirability  of  indicting  substantial  Sues  for  breaches  of 
7 whid,foot  “d  moulh  disease  ia  transmilted 

• dT?  °f ‘,d°Plu,g  ,7“clio"s  in  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  suppression  of  foot 

and  mouth  disease,  which  would  not  be  tolerated  in  England ; opinion  that  the  present 

rules 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


JEN 


L A M 707 


Report,  1 873 — continued. 


Jenkins , Henry  Michael.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

rules  of  the  Irish  Department  are  sufficiently  stringent,  provided  they  are  carried  out 

6057.  6078-6080 More  harm  than  good  resulting  from  the  multiplicity  of  small  fairs 

in  the  country,  60S1-6083 Importance  of  uniformity  in  the  regulations  with  regard 

to  England  and  Ireland,  6084-6087. 

Belief  that  respectable  cattle  dealers  would  not  look  upon  the  system  of  licensing  as  a 

stigma;  opinion  that  the  cost  of  a license  should  be  about  1 l.,  6091-6004 Statement 

that  the  order  as  to  the  disinfection  of  railway  trucks  is  carried  out  by  the  largest  com- 
panies in  the  most  satisfactory  manner,  6095,  6096. 

Advisability  of  licenses  being  granted  by  the  magistrate  of  the  district  in  which  the 

applicant  resides  ; expediency  of  the  droveis  being  also  licensed,  6100-6102 Greater 

danger  in  the  importation  of  store  cattle  into  England  from  Ireland,  than  the  sending  of 
fat  cattle  into  the  Metropolitan  Market,  61 10-61 14. 

Difference  in  ventilation  in  the  holds  of  vessels  when  at  sea,  and  when  coming  up  the 

Avon  into  Bristol  ; reasons  for  this,  6115-6122 Opinion  that  there  is  not  the  same 

danger  of  infection  when  the  cattle  are  carried  on  deck  as  when  they  are  placed  in  the 
ship’s  hold,  6123. 

Filthy  state  of  the  cattle  trucks  upon  the  Irish  railways ; absence  of  any  attempt  to 

cleanse  or  disinfect  them,  6124-6126 Satisfactory  character  of  the  lair  in  Dublin 

belonging  to  the  London  and  North  Western  Railway  Company,  6127,  6128 Opinion 

that  the  boats  are  not  so  thoroughly  disinfected  as  they  ought  to  be,  6129. 

Contention  that  an  efficient  system  of  inspection  both  at  the  shipping  and  landing  ports 

would  greatly  tend  to  diminish  the  spread  of  infection,  6130-6132 -Expediency  of 

giving  larger  compensation  in  the  case  of  compulsory  slaughter,  6136-6140 Opinion 

that  the  foreign  cattle  trade  will  not  develope  itself  much  more  than  at  present,  6141, 
6142. 

Information  as  to  the  average  consumption  of  meat  in  England,  6143-6146 Desira- 

bility of  the  Veterinary  Department  undertaking  experiments  with  regard  to  foot  and  mouth 

disease,  6147,  6148 Examination  as  to  the  estimated  loss  from  the  disease,  6149- 

6154 Decided  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  for  uniform  action  on  the  part  of  the  local 

authorities  in  England,  6181-6186. 

Jenkins,  Mr.  Concurrence  in  the  statements  generally  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Jenkins, 
Ferguson  5543. 

Exceptions  taken  to  certain  passages  in  report  by  Mr.  Jenkins;  inaccurate  statements 
in  the  report,  Verdon  7888  et  seq. 

Jobbers.  See  Dealers  and  Jobbers. 

“ Joseph  Soames,”  The.  See  Cattle  Plague,  3. 


K. 

Kinross-shire.  Recommendation  by  the  local  authority  for  Kinross-shire,  dated  5th  May 
1873,  for  the  immediate  slaughter  of  all  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 
App.  578. 


L. 

Lairs.  Importance  of  sufficient  lairage  accommodation  at  the  port  of  landing,  and  of 
facilities  for  slaughter  and  for  burial  of  the  carcases;  explanation  as  to  existing  regula- 
tions on  these  points,  Williams  795-812 Statement  that  witness  has  not  now  any 

power  to  inspect  private  lairs,  Brown  1873-1878 Advantage  of  a proper  system  of 

.inspection  at  the  private  lairs  or  places  where  cattle  are  kept,  ib.  2195-2201. 

Objection  to  private  lairs  at  the  ports,  it  being  expedient  that  proper  lairs  should  be 

provided  by  the  local  authority,  Simonds  3460-3462 The  lairs  should  be  approved  by 

the  central  authority,  ib.  3461,  3462 Expediency  of  sub-divison  of  lairs ; belief  that 

lairs  are  a fruitful  source  of  disease,  Jenkins  5982-6004.  6103-6106. 

Suggestions  by  the  Committee  for  an  extended  inspection  of  lairs.  Rep.  vi. 

/See  also  Dublin.  Liverpool. 

Lambay  Island.  Indirect  manner  in  which  foot  and  mouth  disease  must  have  been 

conveyed  into  Lambay  Island,  Broum  2799-2802 Information  relative  to  the  origin 

of  an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Lain  bay  Island;  also  on  some  enclosed  land  to 
which  outside  cattle  had  no  access,  Baldwin  4497,  4498. 

363-  4 z 3 Lambert f 
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Lambert,  Septimus,  Jvn.  (Analysis  of  Evidence.)— Is  a member  of  the  firm  of  Septimus 
Lambert  & Son,  cattle  salesmen  of  Manchester;  is  also  a member  of  the  Royal  College 
of  Veterinary  Surgeons,  both  at  London  and  Edinburgh,  13378-13387.  13615,  13616 

Large  experience  of  witness  respecting  Irish  cattle,  13388,  13389 -Farming 

operations  extensively  carried  on  by  witness  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Manchester;  milch 
cows  and  feeding  stock  kept  by  him,  13391-13394. 

Opinion  that  the  most  stringent  measures  should  be  taken  under  the  Act  with 
reference  to  rinderpest,  13395-13397  Examination  as  Ut  restrictions  and  re- 

gulations relating  to  foot  and  mouth  disease ; strong  opinion  that  the  only  restriction 
necessary  is  the  total  cessation  of  movement  of  all  live  ealtle,  13398-13405.  1341^-13401 
13501-13507-  13559-!356i.  13613-13617.  13675-  13684-13693. 

Rapid  recovery  of  milch  cows  from  foot  and  mouth  disease'if  left  undisturbed  and  at 

rest.,  13406-13410 Strong  disapproval  of  the  appointment  of  county  police  as 

inspectors;  belief  that  the  police  act  as  continual  centres  of  infection,  moving  from  one 
place  to  another,  13411-13413.  13698-13713. 

Opinion  that  the  restrictions  under  the  Act  have  tended  to  propagate  foot  and  mouth 

disease  throughout  the  country,  13414 Inexpediency  of  permitting  men  or  dogs  to 

pass  from  field  to  field  where  there  are  diseased  animals;  infection  undoubtedly 
conveyed  by  birds,  hares,  and  other  living  animals,  13421-13424.  13621-1362/ 
*3770- 13772- 

Existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  Liverpool  Market,  13427-13438 

Foreign  cattle  received  in  Salford  Market  from  London;  statement  that  the  principal 
foreign  impoit  into  Liverpool  and  Salford  is  sheep,  entirely  from  the  German  ports 

13439“'3449-  13475-13482.  13584-136o7 Small  quantity  of  dead  meat  sent  from 

the  ports  to  Manchester  and  Salford,  1 3450. 

Decided  opinion  that  the  regulations  regarding  pleuro-pneumonia  cannot  be  too 
stringent;  necessity  of  slaughtering  cattle  immediately  upon  their  showing  the  slightest 
signs  of  the  disease,  13451,  13452.  13576-13583.  13729-13736.- 13764-13769. 

Expediency  of  giving  compensation  to  the  extent  of  tivo-thirds  of  the  value  in  the  case  • 
of  compulsory  slaughter;  belief  that  without  such  compensation  farmers  will  not  report 

the  existence  ot  disease,  13452-13454 Use  of  the  fumes  of  gas  tar  as  a remedial 

measure  m the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; strong  opinion  as  to  the  efficacy  of  this 
remedy,  13455-13463-  13609-13612.  13653-13655-  13767-13769. 

Statement  that  of  the  cattle  supplied  to  the  Salford  Market  about  five-sixths  are  from 

Ireland  in  summer,  and  in  winter  about  one-half,  13464,  13465 Regulations  as  to 

toot  and  mouth  disease  in  ealtle  apply  equally  to  sheep  in  the  Salford  Market  13460 

1347° Inexpediency  of  including  sheep  scab  in  the  Act,  13471-13474/  13405 

13738-13740 Further  information  as  to  the  supply  of  German  sheep  in  Salford* 

13482-13494.  ’ 

Average  numbers  of  cattle  shown  in  the  Salford  Cattle  Market,  13406-13400 

Opinion  that  the  statements  with  regard  to  the  loss  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  are 

generally  exaggerated,  13508-13512 Favourable  opinion  as  to  the  management  of 

the  (airs  m Ireland  13513-13519 Incorrectness  of  statements  that  Ireland  is  the 

source  of  supply  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  England,  13520-13523. 

Capital  accommodation  for  cattle  on  board  the  Irish  steamers,  13424-13526 

Decided  opinion  that  if  all  foreign  cattle  be  slaughtered  at  the  ports  it  will  entirely 

stop  the  foreign  supply,  13527-1 3532.  13629-13637 Examination  with  .card  to  the 

enhanced  price  of  meat  ot  late  years,  and  the  probability  of  its  further  increasing  1,™,. 

;SS39-  13544-13561.  13594-3603.  13638-13652.  13657-, 3667.  13749-13755.*  13779- 

Injurious  effect  of  the  restrictions  under  the  Act  upon  Liverpool,  13540-13543 

°r  ‘he  pr^fed“P  ‘“ke"  ^ the  ‘o™1  authority  in  Liverpool, 
ib^arfnAi'i136!94".1^6^  B^'e  that  no  Prejudice  exists  against  Irish  cattle  on 

“ecrLtreoi 

co3n6lkv  i368^368i^d°PmI°nftf 11  We  “half  “ever  be  rid  “f  pleuro-pneumonia  in  this 
SrsubieS3^?  y,°f  fnre,gn  Catl-ie  boil,.«  instiled  for  twenty-four  hours, 

all  oattlf  whic^ com.  f n.bi5r  a v?lenIiary  inspector;  necessity  of  slaughtering 

13728.  6 h f m counlnes  where  rinderpest  is  known  ,0  exist,  137011- 


this  ouk  oJ  g the  s“PP>y  “f  “Si™*  to  Ireland  from  England;  reasons  for 

have  hPZ  e«.3r7ii  JH74h4 Statetme“t  tb»‘  the  small  cattle  tradesmen  in  Liverpool 

.37I7  ”p?,ei?y  "T  0 ‘^.restrictions  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease, 

Mmkrt,  337g86-i3799  °f  “ L”ndon  wbich  a,e  brought  to  the  Salford 
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Lancashire.  Information  relative  to  the  sources  of  supply  of  the  Liverpool  and  Salford 
Markets  ; large  supply  of  cattle  from  Ireland,  and,  in  the  Salford  Market,  of  sheep  from 

Germany,  Lambert  13439-13449-  13475->34^2;  *3584-13607 Small  quantity  of  dead 

meat  sent  from  the  ports  to  Manchester  and  Salford,  ib.  13450. See  also  Salford. 

Laio  Expenses  (Veterinary  Department).  Information  10  be  obtained  from  the  Treasury 
as  to  the  law  expenses  of  witness’  department ; he  cannot  supply  any  particulars 
whatever,  Williams  637-G40. 

Legul  Proceedings.  The  tribunals  before  whom  cases  are  brought  are  generally  the 
magistrates  in  the  towns  and  the  justices  of  the  peace  in  the  country,  Walter  12172- 
12175. 

Legislation.  Entire  failure  of  legislation  as  regards  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Simonds 
3 1 83. See  also  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease.  Government  Interference. 

Leinster.  The  fattening  of  Irish  cattle  is  principally  carried  011  in  the  province  of  Leinster, 
Walsh  8154.  8157. 

Lepper,  George  Andrew.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a veterinary  surgeon  at  Ayles- 
bury, and  has  had  considerable  experiencein  cattle  diseases,  10779,  10780.  10837-10839 

Information  respecting  an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  district  of 

Aylesbury  in  the  year  1869;  10781-10789.  10849-10862 Belief  that  the  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  and  also  pleuro-pnenmonia,  have  been  introduced  into  England  from 
foreign  countries,  10784.  10807.  10820-10825.  10841-10848. 

Expediency  of  destroying  all  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  in  isolating 

the  rest  of  the  herd,  10792-10796.  10819 Opinion  that  the  employment  of  police  as 

inspectors  is  an  expense  which  leads  to  nothing,  10810-10814 Contention  that  com- 

pensation to  the  full  value  of  the  animal  slaughtered  should  be  made  to  insure  discovery 
of  cases  of  disease,  10815-10818. 

Desirability  of  slaughtering  all  foreign  cattle  at  the  port  of  landing,  10824.  10826. 

10901 Suggestions  with  a view  to  preventing  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease, 

10829  et  seq. Propriety  of  licensing  cattle  dealers  after  the  same  manner  as  horse 

dealers,  10831.  10863-10876.  10887. 

Necessity  of  prohibiting  the  movement  of  store-cattle  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  expediency  of  slaughtering  fat  cattle  without  moving  them,  and  sending  the 

meat  to  London,  10833-10835.  10888-10900 Suggestion  that  farmers  be  obliged  to 

report  every  case  of  disease,  and  that  in  the  absence  of  such  report  they  should  be  fined 
heavily,  10835.  10877-10886. 

Advisability  of  uniformity  of  action  in  imposing  fines  for  violating  the  Act  in  chiving 

animals  suffering  from  disease  over  a highway,  10880.  10886 Examination  as  to  the 

course  necessary  to  be  followed  in  the  case  of  importation  of  horses  from  districts  which 
are  infected  with  contagious  diseases,  10905-10910. 

Licenses  ( Cattle  Dealers,  §'c.)  Great  difficulty  in  levying  a license  upon  middlemen  who 

trade  in  cattle  for  profit,  Williams  973-976 Great  importance  of  a system  of  licensing 

and  registration  of  cattle  diseases  and  salesmen,  in  addition  to  other  regulations,  Jenkins 

5861-5866.  5945-595'- 596o-698i.  6091-6094.  6097-6102.  6155-6157 Belief  that 

respectable  cattle  dealers  would  not  look  upon  the  system  of  licensing  as  a stigma;  the 

cost  of  a license  should  be  about  1 l.,  ib.  6091-6094 Advisability  of  licenses  being 

granted  by  the  magistrate  of  the  district  in  which  the  applicant  resides  ; expediency  of 
the  drovers  being  also  licensed,  ib.  6100-6102. 

Statement  that  a system  of  licensing  cattle  dealers  would  be  ridiculous ; reasons  for 

this  opinion,  Garnett  6419,  6420.  6516-6530 Inefficacy  of  a system  of  licensing  or 

warranty  for  the  prevention  of  disease,  Gamgee  9447. 

See  also  Dealers  and  Jobbers. 

Limerick.  Instances  of  want  of  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  police  in  permitting  the 
removal  of  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  the  Limerick  Market,  Bolster 

7305-7308.  7601-7604 Mode  of  treatment  of  pleuro-pneumonia  by  the  farmers  in 

witness’ district;  sale  of  diseased  animals  to  inferior  butchers,  ib.  7491-7505-  7572~ 

7574 Instance  of  an  animal  which  would  have  died  of  pleuro-pneumonia  being 

exhibited  in  a butcher’s  shop  in  Limerick,  and  marked  “First  Prize,”  ib-  7 5°9-  7601- 
7603. 

Resolution  of  the  grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Limerick,  condemning  the  present  re- 
strictions and  Orders  in  Council  relating  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease ; disagreement  of 
witness  with  this  resolution.  Bolster  7556-7564.  7619. 

Lincolnshire.  Inconsiderable  traffic  in  cattle  between  Lincolnshire  and  Yorkshire  aid 
Hull,  Roberts  1 3304-13307. 

363-  4 ^4  Liverpool. 
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Liverpool .- 

Absence  of  lairs  at  the  landing  place  in  Liverpool,  there  being,  however  very 

good  lairs  at  the  railway  station,  Brown  1862-1872 Practical  obstacles  at  Liverpool 

to  the  provision  of  a suitable  defined  area,  ib.  22 13-2218 Very  good  lairs  of  the 

London  and  North  Western  Railway  Company  at  Liverpool,  ib.  2849,  2850. 

Satisfactory  manner  in  which  the  cattle  going  from  Drogheda  to  Liverpool  are  treated 
by  the  men  in  charge  of  them ; rest  of  nine  hours  given  to  the  cattle  before  beinc  sent 

on  by  rail  from  Liverpool,  O’  Neill  670 1 -6707 Approval  of  the  manner  in  which  store 

cattle  are  fed  and  watered  before  beiug  put  on  the  railway  at  Liverpool,  ib.  6888  688a 
6929-6943-  6987-6994.  * 9' 

Examination  relative  to  the  cattle  trade  of  Liverpool ; the  estimated  value  of  cattle 
imported  into  Liverpool  in  the  year  1872  was  over  five  millions  sterling,  Vcnlon  7127- 

7153-  7 '62-7 1 70 Public  meetings  held  in  Liverpool  to  protest  against  the  Act  of 

1869,  ib.  7158-7161 Large  amount  of  traffic  diverted  from  Liverpool  on  account  of  the 

restrictions  ; statement  hereon  as  to  the  difference  between  the  regulations  of  the  Liver- 
pool Market  and  those  of  the  Metropolitan  Market,  ib.  7689.  7753-7762.  8006-8014 

Bye-law  of  the  Liverpool  Market,  which  prohibits  the  exhibition  for  sale  of  any  animal  for 
store  purposes,  ib.  7706-7714.  8024-8028. 

Infrequent  instances  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  parks  at  Liverpool,  Verdon 

7777'7762 The  cost  of  transit  between  Liverpool  and  London  is  11  s.  per  head  ib 

7850-7852 Statement  that  all  the  trade  at  the  present  time  is  from  London  to’ the 

north ; men-of-war  in  and  about  Liverpool  are  supplied  with  meat  by  London  contractors 

7653-7668 Information  as  to  the  meat  contractors  for  Government  supplies  at 

Liverpool,  and  the  terms  upon  which  they  do  business,  ib.  7857-7863. 

Statistics  with  reference  to  the  increase  of  the  Liverpool  Market  since  the 
year  1831  ; returns  of  the  number  of  animals  slaughtered  and  consumed  within  nine 
miles  of  Liverpool  in  the  year  1872,  Verdon  7869-7877.8005,8006 Further  evi- 

dence m favour  of  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  in  Liverpool ; large  increase,  however 
'V  o ooineSS  °*  w*lness  and  ot*’er  sa'esmpn  since  the  restrictions  were  put  in  force  ib’. 

7878-7887.  7993-7996 The  importation  of  dead  meat  into  Liverpool  at  the  present 

time  has  almost  ceased,  ib.  8015,  8016.  r v 

Existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  Liverpool  Market,  Lambert  13427-13438 
— Injurious  effect  of  the  restrictions  under  the  Act  of  1869  upon  Liverpool,  ib.  13540- 
J3543  Unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  proceedings  taken  by  the  local  authority,  ib. 

r?56Sr?i3,  1'  “,3t597” Belief  that  no  prejudice  exists  against  Irish  cattle  on  the 

part  of  the  local  authority,  ib.  13564-13566 The  small  cattle  tradesmen  in  Liverpool 

have  been  exterminated  by  reason  of  the  restrictions  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease. 
*3747>  i374o- 

®;S“PPr,“val  ,of  ‘''e  system  of  inspKtion  at  the  Liverpool  Market;  conclusion  that 

a X St  fyMPrf^  ^by>  T'  B,r0,m  ?3,63-l3876 Opinion  that  the  inspection 

"387S-13878  M ket  brollglt  dtn,n  tlle  *uPP'y  to  nearly  one-half  what  it  was,  ib. 

Return  illustrative  of  the  growth  of  the  Liverpool  cattle  trade  since  1831  Arp.  604 
Actual  numbers  of  sea-borne  cattle  and  sheep  landed  at  Liverpool  and  estimated 

lit' ‘i ty  u'W7’ m,  °f  *,he  ye"S  ^ a Number  orcattie  sheep  aod 

ambs  slaughtered  and  consumed  vvitlun  nine  miles  of  Liverpool  Exchange  in  till!  year 

Stanley  Market  in  each 
tents  in  conueotion 

th.^«r”8^”i!&;i"i”B  Par,iculars  of  the  toP“rt3  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  Iambs,  for 

S«  also  Catlk  Ships,  2-4.  Foot  and  McMh  Discos',  l\l.  Infection,  a.  Prices. 
Local  Authorities : 

1.  Action  of  the  Local  Authorities  under  the  Act  of  186D. 

2‘  °fraA  If?ductiorl  ™ the  Number  of  Local  Authorities,  and  of 

Uniformity  oj  Action  on  their  Part.  ’ J 

1.  Action  of  the  Local  Authorities  under  the  ActoflBQQ: 

Limited  numbers  of  counties  and  boroughs  which  have  applied  the  orders  of  the 

0 3P8o“enStaa,8eme: of  animaU  having  pleSt.-ptlodfklt 
374  3oo-  389  statement  as  to  the  local  demands  on  the  department  for  the  issue  of 

dSLSaf^V,  thfhf0?  Md  r"th  disease>  -d  - to  tULtn  of  the 

department,  and  of  the  local  authorities  in  the  matter,  ib.  381-414 .Conclusion  as  to 

the  necessity  of  the  proposed  restrictions  being  carried  out  and  enforced  by  the  centrai 
department,  instead  of  be.ng  left  to  local  authorities  with  different  jurisdictions,  ib.  420- 

456 
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Local  Authorities— continued. 

1.  Action  of  the  Local  Authorities  under  the  Act  of  1869 — continued. 

456 Insufficient  interest  of  the  local  authority  iu  ports  for  the  prevention  of  contagion 

Williams  1228-1230.  3 ' 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  the  local  authorities  have  not  used  due  diligence  in 
the  administration  of  the  Act,  Brown.  2607-2651 Comment  upon  the  want  of  unifor- 

mity in  the  treatment  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  by  the  county  and  other  local  authorities, 

Simonds  3295-3300 Drawback  in  England  through  the  local  authorities  not  acting  in 

unison,  Ferguson  4968.  5324,  5325 Illustrations  of  absence  of  uniformity  between 

counties  and  boroughs,  Clarke  8503-8506. 

Names  of  the  local  authorities,  who,  in  September  1869,  applied  for  stringent  regula- 
tions for  foot  and  mouth  disease,  App.  580 Names  of  the  local  authorities  who  in 

October,  November,  and  December  asked  for  modification  or  revocation  of  Older  of  28th 

September  1869,  Names  of  counties  who  applied  the  provisions  of  the  Order  in 

Council  of  16th  December  1869,  ib. 

Memorandum  showing  how  many  local  authorities  object  to  further  restrictions  in 
respect  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  how  many  asked  for  further  restrictions,  and  also 
how  many  local  authorities  have  made  regulations  under  the  Act  and  Orders,  and  how 
many,  as  far  as  is  known,  have  made  no  regulations  since  1st  January  1872  to  1st  August 
1873,  inclusive,  App.  581. 

Communications  dated  since  1st  of  January  1S72,  objecting  to  present  or  further  restric- 
tions in  respect  to  fool  and  mouth  disease,  received  from  local  authorities  and  others, 

App.  581 Memorandum  of  applications  for  more  siringent  regulations  in  respect 

of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  received  from  local  authorities  since  1st  January  1872, 
ib.  582. 

2.  Expediency  of  a Reduction  in  the  Number  of  Local  Authorities,  and  of 

Uniformity  of  Action  on  their  Part ; 

Facility  to  the  central  department  if  there  were  only  one  local  authority  for  each  countv, 

Williams  457-459.  924,  925 There  are  404  local  authorities,  ib.  553 Increased 

benefit  of  the  regulations  of  witness’  department  if  they  were  properly  carried  out  by  the 
local  authorities,  ib.  985-992. 

Improvement  in  several  respects  by  reducing  the  number  of  local  authorities  in  each 

county.  Brown  2436-2441 Expediency  if  effectual  supervision  of  the  local  authorities 

by  the  Ptivy  Council  and  the  officers  of  the  department,  ib.  2457-2464 Considerable 

advantage  likely  to  arise  from  reducing  the  local  authorities,  anti  from  preventing  the 
present  conflict  of  interest  between  the  county  and  borough  authorities,  Simonds 
3446-3454 

Expediency  of  uniform  action  in  counties  and  boroughs ; grounds  for  the  conclusion  that 
the  latter  should  be  under  the  control  of  the  former,  Stratton  4521—4523.  4631,4632. 

4730-4750 Importance  of  compulsory  action  on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities,  Fisher 

5176,  5177 Doubtful  propriety  of  giving  the  local  authorities  full  power  to  carry  out 

the  n gulations,  Jenkins  5871 Decided  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  for  uniform  action  on 

the  part  of  the  local  authorities,  ib.  6181-6186. 

Necessity  of  uniformity  in  carrying  out  the  Orders  in  Council,  or  the  Act  of  1869,  with 
the  view  of  stopping  the  spread  of  disease,  Clarke  8341,  8342  ; 88 1 0-88 1 8 ; Walker 

12167-12169 Expediency  of  the  county  board  being  constituti  d partly  of  justices  of 

the  peace,  and  partly  of  tenant  farmers;  opinion  that  this  arrangement  would  give  more 

confidence  to  the  farmers,  Rigby  8934-8938.  8990-8994 Desirability  of  there  being 

but  one  county  board  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Cattle  Diseases 
Act,  Buckham  9921-9930.  9934. 

Strong  opinion  in  favour  of  uniformity  of  action  in  the  different  counties;  desirability  of 
an  amalgamation  of  the  local  authorities  of  counties  and  towns,  Walker  12153-12160. 

12164-12167.  12263-12278 Inexpediency  of  leaving  much  discretionary  power  with 

the  local  authority  as  to  issuing  regulations;  opinion  that  the  rules  and  regulations  should 
be  imperative  throughout  under  Act  of  Parliament,  ib.  12161-12163. 

Conclusion  of  the  Committee  that  the  regulations  with  regard  to  the  stoppage  of  disease 
should  cease  to  be  varying  or  permissive,  and  should  be  uniform  throughout  Great  Britain, 
as  they  are  in  Ireland,  Rep.  v. 

Instances  of  satisfactory  amalgamation  of  the  county  and  burgh  authorities  in  Scotland, 

Rep.  v.- Conclusion  that  an  amalgamation  of  local  authorities,  both  in  England  and 

Scotland,  is  desirable;  suggestion  as  to  the  mode  of  levying  the  expenses  in  such 
case,  ib. 

See  also  Aberdeenshire.  Cattle  Plague,  3.  Cheshire.  Forfarshire.  Hereford- 
shire. Highland , fyc.  Society.  Hull.  Inspection.  Isolation.  Movement  of 

Cattle.  Police.  Slaughter  ( Diseased  Animals ).  Wiltshire.  Yorkshire. 

363-  6 A London j 
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London,  Port  of.  Satisfactory  practice  i'b  landing  cattle  and  pigs  in  the  Port  of  London 
Brown  1626  Very  large  per-centage  of  the  foreign  cattle  which  come  to  the  Port  of 
London,  ib.  2174-2176.  llor 

Communications  of  witness  with  the  Government  respecting  the  offer  of  a wharf  for  n 
market,  and  for  the  slaughter  of  foreign  cattle  upon  (heir  debarkation  in  the  Port  of 

London,  Odums  9935-9942 Complaints  as  to  the  treatment  which  witness  has 

received  at  the  hands  of  Government;  large  sum  of  money  expended  when  the 

market  was  abandoned,  ib.  9943-9947  Excellent  working  and  condition  of  this 

market  up  to  the  time  of  its  abandonment,  ib.  9948-9953 Information  as  to  the 

manner  in  which  the  dead  meat  was  transported  inland  from  the  market;  the  cost  of 
the  carnage  of  dead  meat  would  be  less  than  the  carriage  of  the  live  animal  ib.  oq-j- 
9973-  9992~9994'  10042-10046.  10134-10140.  10144-10149.  ’ ' 

See  also  Deptford  Market. 

Longford.  Examination  with  regard  to  some  deaths  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  ir 
Longford  as  reported  111  the  “ Irish  Farmers’  Gazette  exceptions  taken  to  the  denial 
given  to  this  report,  Jenkins  6008-6026. 

Inaccuracy  of  the  statements  in  Mr.  Jenkins’  report  ns  to  Mr.  Russell's  cattle  • letter 
from  Mr.  Kusseil  on  this  subject,  Verdon  7954—7958. 

Loss  from  Disease.  Reference  to  certain  statistics  as  lo  the  immense  losses  from  contusions 

diseases  Iron,  1842  to  1847,  Williams  1214-1018 Reference  to  an  Official  PaiSr  as 

showing  that  from  1849  to  1867,  the  losses  from  imported  disease  were  about  three-fifths 
or  the  cattle  imported  ; the  losses,  except  from  caitle  plague,  were  about  one  per  cent  of 

cerium  !;!  =185,  »l86 Exceptions  taken  to 

ceitam  calculations  by  Prolessor  Gamgee,  as  to  the  loss  from  disease  in  different  years 
m proportion  to  the  import,  ib.  21S2-2184.  3 

Conclusion  that  the  agriculturist  have  not  recouped  themselves  in  the  increased  price 
of  milk  and  meat  lor  the  loss  sustained  by  cuttle  disease  ; loss  also  to  the  public  in  beimr 

of  **  m:  k ant  b"d  ,mT’  B'.‘ldw,in  4135-4140 Serious  lifter  loss  in  th°e 

Jnofcl!,  ?;  a ’ a,  er  attaek  01  cattle  1,laouei  Of  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Fisher 
o°9f-50QQ.  51250-5258. 

Se‘T,  SL  ComPy-  , Cheshire.  Fool  and  Month  Disease. 

Jitland,  fyc.,  I.  3,  II.,  III.  Mortahtg  from  Disease. 


H ™?A  ffm  l't  (ir  r °fs  r-  E'"de“ce-)-  Professor  of  Veterinary  Medicine 
Aciicultuiul  College  at  Cirencester ; has  also  been  an  inspector  at  Glasgow, 
of  inspection  HI  preventing  the  introduction  of  contagions  and 
mfectious  diseases  miotic  country,  9033-9035.  9042.  9145-9162.  9353-9358— - Periods 
903^42“  1 SUe'  Sheel’-pul’  plenro-jineuinimia,  and  ffinffnouth 

sla^hfered  Tv '°!l-  *hrt  “2  *“>•  •»  M with  diseased  cattle  should  ;be 

slaughtered  ; expediency  of  giving  ihe  power  of  slaughtering  to  the  Privy  Council 

m?lcfentl’7f:AdV'ia,bllty  of  slaughtering  flocks  that  are  infected  with  idieep-pmt ; 


-f  slaughtering  „™  „„  wiui  s 

s a preventive  of  sheep-pox,  9048,  9049.  9163-91 


;p-pox ; 
9204- 


9043-9047 AdvisabJity 

inefficiency  of  inoculation 
9210. 

. Statement  that  in  country  districts  animals  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonin  and  those 
n contac  with  them,  should  be  at  once  slaughtered  ; difficuldes  asTo Te  oour  e o be 
taken  with  regard  to  animals  in  [own  dairies,  9050-9055.  9060.  oui-miTmai  — 

of  7 Si7v°c7eilUt'nBda  S?S‘“?  °f  exPeriraenls  wilb  regard  to  inoculation^;  propriety 
955^^6^9269^  9*2 7o.,ldUCtIng  U’DSe  B°5°-  9055-9059.  9140.  9=39-9*4.y 

coS™nnathaIt  SfmJ-he  7'°,)'  CattIc  sust“in  from  the  fo°l  mouth  disease  ; 

ffie  0°  0062  ooVa  ofo,m'P°  “ be  ““P'efely  stopped  this  disease  will  of  necessity 
certain V ’that' Std  9'°7’  907-9=76 Absolute 

foreigntotrifets^To  * ha'e  b“a  from 

theEcTstmere  v^27he7'”Sfia,llaf0reiEn  faf  stock  immediately  upon  landing;  belief  that 
the  cuisumeis  would  be  benefited  rather  than  injured  by  such  means  0078-0080 

no77L^,°‘07haTe  pr,'cr  °,f  °ccssionetl  by  the  prevalence  'of  dlea9se,|o9i, 
9093^PP9,7-‘ba5.a  Bat,8factory  system  of  quarantined  altogether  impracticable,’ 

dwZS7tSSncvf  ?nd  rai',rayt™'ks  as  regards  the  means  laken  for 

u oT  ol  o TcrirS.  appointing  a Government  inspector  to  see  to  this  matter, 

9105  9110 Desirability,  the  case  of  slaughter,  of  giving  full  compensation  fte 

healthy 
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McBride,  John  Adam.  (Analysis  ofliis  Evidence)— crntii med. 
healthy  and  half  compensation  for  diseased  animals  ■ . , 

^character  wonld  induce  farmers  .0  mpor't  "at  eJeTJ 9",™"^  £ 

^Evdsoftrora  dairies  as  centres  for  the  propagation  of  pleuro-pneumonia  0116-0110 
...F n of  “ttle  from  want  of  ventdation  in  coming  from  Ireland  ofeo- 
9128  Opinion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  can  only  be  conveyed  by  the  breath  °of  an 
animal;  impossibility  of  the  spontaneous  generation  of  the  disease,  gieo-otse  0268- 
9?33^5 tnforniation  as  regards  cattle  diseases  darmstlj,,,  L years, 

“ wm  *• out ■'&*&** » * 

Decided  approval  of  making  it  penal  to  expose,  or  move  an  animal  that  is  affected  with 
foot  and  month  disease;  expediency  of  the  local  authorities  continum*  to  have  the  power 

to  seize  anti  kill  such  cattle,  92,9-9227 Possible  use  of  inspection  at  the  port  of 

embarkation  in  order  to  prevent  the  shipment  of  diseased  animals,  9242-9047  P 
Further  statement  that  slaughtering  foreign  cat.le  at  the  port  of  laodmv  would  be 

beneficial  to  the  public,  9248-9258.  9390-9393 Opinion  tliai  veterinary  surgeons  are 

decidedly  useful  in  preventing  loss  to  slock  owners,  9277-9287 Evidence  if  furt“ 

support  of  the  erection  of  a permanent  barrier  to  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  into 
England,  with  the  exception  of  those  from  Spain  and  Portugal,  9288-9326. 

Information  ns  to  the  opportunities  which  witness  has  possessed  of  aconitine-  practical 

mud  roi?S  reg  H 5 "!?  drmt  °r  a“imalS-  93=7-034=—  Further  statement To  the 
small  pi  o=ress  made  in  the  last  ten  years  as  regards  the  knowledge  of  contagious  diseases 
otcatlle;  Hus  slate  of  things  is  mainly  owing  to  the  absence  of  Government  assistance 
9343— 9352-  * 

Additional  examination  as  to  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  certain  counties 
m England,  9359-9377— -Information  as  to  diseases  which  arc  indigenous  to  English 

thJ fco®r?H89* fV,de,n*“  "wlu,itbei  SUppo,t  of  the  5talement  that  Irish  cattle  are 

the  healthiest  that  are  brought  to  England,  9374—9396. 

Magistrates.  See  Fines  and  Penalties. 

Markets.  See  Fairs  and  Markets. 


Meat  {Diseased  Animats)  Impression  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not  render  the 

meat  unfit  for  loud,  Williams  1152 Immense  quantity  nf  cattle  consumed  who  have 

had  root  and  mouth  discose,  there  being  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  meat  is  unfit  for 
food.  Brown, ,1814 - Absence  in  witness’  experience,  of  any  case  of  human  disease 

from  eating  diseased  meat,  ib.  2255,  2-256. 

Belief  that  the  flesh  of  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  is  not  unwholesome  * 

many  thousands  have  been  eaten,  Simonds  3024 Expediency  of  prohibiting  the  sale 

for  food  of  any  animal  which  has  had  the  cattle  plague,  ib.  3071 Approval  of  the 

meat  being  used  of  animals  slaughtered  as  being  herded  with  others  which  have  cattle 
plague  ; necessity,  however,  of  careful  precautions,  ib.  3222,  3223. 

Increased  facilities  desirable  as  regards  the  slaughter  and  sale  for  food  of  animals  in  the 
earlier  stages  of  pleuro-pneumonia  ; undue  restrictions  at  present  under  the  Sanitary  Act 

Ferguson  5434-5442 Opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  no  effect  upon  the 

quality  of  the  animal  when  slaughtered,  Bolster  7327. 


Impropriety  of  permitting  the  sale  of  diseased  cattle  at  any  stage  for  human  food  ■ 
argument  in  favour  of  this  opinion  strengthened  by  the  practices  of  the  Jews  since  the’ 

time  of  Moses,  Gamgee  9454.  9483,  9484.  9651,  9652 Injury  to  the  human  subject 

arising  from  the  consumption  of  diseased  meat,  ib.  9651. 

Considerable  amount  of  diseased  meat  prepared  for  sale  by  slink  butchers  ; punishment 
of  these  persons  when  detected,  Smith  10228.  10308,  10309.  10366-10370. 


Meat  Supply.  Excellent  quality  of  the  meat  of  foreign  fat  stock;  belief  that  foreign  cattle 

are  bought  by  all  the  butchers  in  London,  with  a few  exceptions,  Brown  2165-2173 

Information  as  to  the  average  consumption  of  meat  in  England,  Jenkins  6143-6146 

Examination  as  to  the  meat  supply  of  the  country;  contention  -that  the  repression  of 
contagious  diseases  among  home  stock  is  the  easiest  way  to  add  to  that  supply,  Clarke 

^574~^5^i-  8642-8647.  8704-8718.  8734-8743 The  amount  of  animal  food  consumed 

in  England  per  year  is  about  six-and-a-half  stone  weight  per  head,  ib.  8657. 

Estimates  of  the  annual  home  production  of  meat,  App.  629-632 Table  showing 

the  number  of  cows  and  heifers  and  the  number  annually  drafted  for  meat,  ib.  629 
— — Table  showing  the  number  of  calves  dropped  per  year  and  the  number  probably 

killed  for  veal,  ib.  630- Table  showing  the  number  of  cattle  at  different  ages  probably 

353*  5 A 2 killed 
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Meat  Supply — continued. 

killed  for  beef,  App.  631 Table  showing  the  number  and  dead  weight  of  cattle,  calves, 

sheep,  lambs,  and  pigs  probably  killed  for  meat,  ib.  632. 

Total  estimated  meat  supply,  and  relative  proportion  furnished  by  home  and  by  foreign 
animals,  App.  633. 

See  also  Dead  Meat.  Foreign  Cattle.  Prices. 

Meath  County.  Merely  nominal  fines  imposed  by  the  magistrates  in  Meath  for  the  con- 
cealment of  disease,  Ferguson  4896-4899. 

Metropolis.  Advantage  of  a cordon  round  the  metropolis  as  a means  towards  subduing 

pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  country;  great  opposition  apprehended,  Brown  2480-2485 

very  indifferent  condition  of  the  lairs  and  landing  places  round  London,  Baldwin  4097- 

4103 Statement  that  the  Metropolitan  Market  has  been  of  late  comparatively  tree 

from  foot  and  mouth  disease ; opinion  that  where  the  disease  has  appeared  in  the  market 
it  has  developed  itself  after  the  animals  left  the  waterside,  Denchfield  1 1081-11096. 

See  also  Dairies.  Deptford  Market. 

Metropolitan  Cattle  Market.  Way  in  which  disease  is  spread  from  the  Metropolitan 
Market,  Brown  2830,  2831. 

Discovery  by  witness  upon  the  10th  June  187a,  of  upwards  of  thirty  animals  in  the 
market  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease ; all  those  cattle  were  newly  imported, 

Jfebb  14002-14033.  14065-14070 Unsatisfactory  result  of  examination  by  Mr. 

Rayment,  the  inspector,  into  these  cases,  ib.  14022-14027.  14048-14064.  14075-14085 
Discovery  also  by  witness  of  foreign  sheep  affected  with  scab,  ib.  14034-14042. 

Examination  with  reference  to  the  visits  paid  to  the  market  by  Mr.  Webb  in  June 
1872;  statement  that  witness  failed  to  delect  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  animals 

pointed  out  by  Mr.  Webb,  Payment  141 64  14183.  14192-14198 Detection  of  foot 

and  mouth  disease  in  the  market  in  the  autumn  of  1 871,  ib..  14184-14191. 

Statement  of  the  amount  of  tolls,  dues,  and  payments,  received  at  the  Metropolitan 
Cattle  Market  during  the  years  1871  and  1872,  App.  579. 

Mid-Lothian.  Explanation  of  the  views  of  the  local  authorities  on  the  subject  of  dealing 
with  cattle  diseases,  Walker  12152  et  seq. 

Milk  and  Milch  Cows  ( Foot  and  Mouth  Disease).  Inquiry  made  into  the  question  of 
children  catching  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  drinking  the  milk  of  diseased  cows; 

this  has  not  been  proved.  Brown  1815.  1821 Instances  of  the  disease  having  affected 

cows’  udders,  ib.  1904-1907. 

See  also  Dairies.  Foot  atid  Mouth  Disease. 

Milne,  Andrew.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a farmer  in  Forfarshire,  11983. 

12095,  12096 Expediency  of  uniformity  of  action  throughout  the  whole  country 

in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act ; power  should  be 

given  to  llie  Privy  Council  to  enforce  obedience  to  the  orders,  11984-11992.  12109 

Considerable  attention  paid  by  witness  to  the  question  of  transit  of  cattle  hy  rail;  con- 
clusion as  to  the  great  hardships  suffered  by  cattle  when  travelling  by  railway,  1 1984, 
11985.  12006-12028.  12081.  12086.  12119,  12120.  12137— 3 2145. 

Decided  opinion  that  the  cheapest  and  most  efficient  system  of  getting  rid  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia is  to  slaughter  all  animals  infected,  and  also  those  that  had  been  in  con- 
tact with  them,  11 993” 11 995- 12097-12118- Approval  of  an  Eolation  for  three  months 

of  herds  where  pleuro-pneumonia  had  existed.  11996,  11997 Statement  that  the 

orders  lor  the  purpose  of  stopping  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  are  not  carried  out  in 
Forfarshire  with  sufficient  stringency ; opinion  that  these  orders  should  be  rigidly 
enforced,  11998-12005. 

Preparation  by  witness  of  two  models  of  improved  railway  trucks;  explanation  of 

their  construction,  12029.  12068.  12080.  12092-12094.  12131-12136 Calculation  as 

to  the  cost  of  converting  the  existing  trucks  as  proposed  by  witness ; willingness  to  pay 
an  increased  rate  to  the  railway  companies  for  the  use  of  improved  trucks,  12055. 
12069-12079.  12121-12124.  12130.  12136. 

Paramount  objection  in  the  present  trucks  is  that  there  is  no  provision  for  feeding  and 
watering  upon  the  journey;  great  privations  suffered  by  cattle  upon  long  journeys  for 

the  want  of  water,  12080,  12081 Obviation  of  all  the  hardships  suffered  by  cattle  in 

the  existing  trucks  by  the  adoption  of  the  trucks  submitted  by  witness,  12087—12090. 

Opinion  that  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  draw  up  regulations  with  regard  to  the 
slaughter  of  animals  that  have  been  in  contact  with  others  suffering  from  pleuro-pneu- 
monia; belief  that  we  shall  never  get  rid  of  the  disease  by  the  machinery  at  present  in 

operation,  12108-12110 Necessity  of  enforcing  in  Ireland  the  same  regulations  as  in 

Great  Britain  with  regard  to  cattle  disease,  12115,  12116. 

Opinion  that  the  farmers  in  Scotland  would  willingly  submit  to  any  regulations  tha 

were 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Milne,  Andrew.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

were  made  for  the  stamping  out  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease,  12118. 

12125.  12129 Expediency  of  giving  compensation  to  the  extent  of  three-fourths  of 

the  value  for  compulsory  slaughter,  12126-12128. 


Monmouthshire.  Recommendations  and  suggestions  agreed  to  at  n meeting  of  the  local 
authority  for  the  county  of  Monmouth,  held  on  the  9th  May  1873,  App.  578,  579. 


Morrow,  Robert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Long  and  extensive  experience  of  witness,  as 
a farmer  and  grazier,  and  as  a cattle  exporter,  in  the  County  Down  ; he  has  been  selected 
to  represent  the  farmers  of  the  north  of  Ireland  before  the  Committee,  5568-5575.  5665- 

5668 Export  by  witness  of  about  2,200  cattle  to  Glasgow  and  other  places  in  the  last 

six  years  ; in  only  one  lot  of  this  large  supply  was  there  foot  and  month  disease,  5574- 
5578 Conveyance  of  witness’  cattle  from  Belfast  to  Glasgow  chiefly  on  deck  ; advan- 

tage of  this  arrangement,  5579-  55&0. 

Particulars  as  to  an  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  some  cattle  sent  by 
witness  to  Falkirk  ; this  was  on  the  fourth  day  after  their  departure  from  Ireland,  and 

there  was  then  no  disease  among  them,  5581.  5592.  5630-5632 Instances  of  disease 

having  broken  out  among  Irish  cattle  in  Scotland,  through  infection  in  the  railway  trucks 

or  in  the  markets,  5593-5595 Suggestion  that  there  be  a proper  inspection  of  Irish 

cattle  at  the  port  of  shipment,  and  that  any  having  disease  be  sent  back  to  their  owners 
or  to  the  farms  whence  they  came,  5596,  5597-  5633-5646*  5732-5735*  5774*  5809- 
5811. 

Statistics  as  to  the  large  export  of  cattle,  & c.,  from  Belfast  to  England  and  Scotland  ; 

the  large  majority  are  store  stock,  5598-5602 Discovery  by  witness  of  an  outbreak 

of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  his  stock  in  1843  ; doubt  as  to  its  origin,  5603,  5604.  5648- 
£65o Very  small  mortality  from  the  disease,  5605 Calculations  as  to  the  deterio- 
ration in  value  through  the  disease,  5606-5609 Instances  of  cows  aborting  as  an 

effect  of  the  disease,  5610 Occurrence  of  three  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  among 

witness’ stock  in  1845;  steps  taken  for  preventing  the  spread  of  the  outbreak,  5611- 
5613.  5651, 5652. 


Instances  of  cattle  plague  in  1S65  among  some  stock  of  witness’  which  he  had  sent  to 
Scotland,  5615-5621 — -Outbreak  of  foot  and  month  disease  among  some  sheep  pur- 
chased by  witness  at  Falkirk  in  October  1872  ; 5622-5624 Doubt  as  to  Imres  and 

rabbits  propagating  this  disease,  5625-5627 Belief  that  there  was  less  disease  in 

1872  than  iu  1871  ; exemption  of  witness’  cattle  from  the  disease  in  1872,  and  down  to 

the  present  time,  5628,  5629.  5831-5834; Opinion  that  more  noise  is  made  about  the 

disease  than  is  necessary,  and  that  the  disease  will  gradually  die  out  again,  5646,  5647* 
5768-5770.  5816,  5817.  5826. 

Decided  objection  to  Professor  Baldwin’s  proposal  for  stopping  all  movement  of  cattle, 
and  all  fairs  and  markets,  in  June  and  July,  as  a means  of  getting  rid  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  widespread  opposition  expected,  5653-5663.5665-5677.  5695-570 1 —Per- 
sonal experience  of  witness  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease  since  1843;  care  taken  by  him 
in  his  purchase,  so  that  he  has  been  fortunate,  5680-5687— Reduction  of  price 

to  be  required  by  witness  if  he  were  to  buy  animals  with  the  disease,  5688-5691 

Approval  of  the  present  restrictions,  though  witness  is  strongly  opposed  to  any  increase 

thereof,  5692-5694.  576S-5780.  5820-5826.5829,  5830 Way  in  which  witness  would 

deal  with  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in  fat  stock  and  store  stock  respectively,  5702- 


Statement  of  the  arrangements  for  the  conveyance  of  witness  cattle  from  Ireland  to 

Scotland  ; they  arc  fed  and  watered  before  they  leave,  5708-5724.  5812-5815 Rebel 

that  disease  is  not  caught  on  board  the.  boats  from  Belfast;  excellence  of  the  arrange- 
ments in  these  vessels,  57^7-  575^57^7 Opinion  as  to  witness  sheep  having  suffered 

from  an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  57*5-57*9;  5798-5803  — • I n formation 
relative  to  the  parks  or  pasture  fields  near  Falkirk,  and  other  fairs  or  markets  to  which 
cattle  are  sent,  before  going  into  the  markets:  liability  to  the  spread  of  disease  in  these 
places,  5737. 5747-5754*  , . , . f . 

Laro-e  export  trade  in  cattle  from  Ireland  to  England;  moderate  price  and  inferior 

quality  of  some  of  tbe  supplies,  6738-5746-  5807,  5808 Commence  to  farmers  in 

Ireland  in  basing  lairs  near  their  farms,  5766 Expediency  of  the  railway  tiucks  being 

as  well  cleansed  in  Ireland  as  they  are  in  Scotland,  5756>  5757-  577D.  5772*  5HC)4, 

5805.  S822,  5823 Opinion  that  half  value  or  compensation  should  be  given  when  an 

animal  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia  is  slaughtered,  and  that  full  value  should  be 
given  for  any  'animals  slaughtered  which  have  only  been  in  contact  with  the  disease, 
5781-5790. 

Less  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  rural  districts  than  in  the  town  dairies,  579 1 > 5 79 2 
Relative  effect  of  sheep  rot  and  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  m the  case  ol  witness  sheep, 

*708-5803  '•,827,  5828- Statement  as  to  witness  having  kept  fewer  cattle  of  late  years 

and  more  sheep J life  latter  paying  pretty  well,  5793-5797— Very  good  cattle  sent  from 
353*  5 A 3 
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Report,  1 873 — continued. 


Morrow,  Robert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)  -continued. 

MZ!d  Abse",ce  of  "V  « th.  command  of  Professor  Brown 

£T  ta"°t,ed  di“-° 

See  also  Cattle  Plague.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease , IV . Pins  PI  ,.  , 

monia,  5.  y J Wo-pneu- 

Movemekt  of  Cattle; 

*■  aZ7a£yS  t0  th‘  <°  *•  <W>«W  *>  Afow*«t  rfen  JW*. 

2.  FW  awd  Mouth  Disease. 

3.  Pleuro-pneumonia. 

’■  ®3fLT  * 'Ae  f°  Se  «»«  IWe 

Importance  of  the  movement  of  cattle  being  at  once  stopped  in  any  district  or  infected 
place  where  an  infectious  or  contagious  disease  is  discovered,  WilliaZ : 1%  4\g ““ 
— Evidence > in  support  of  the  proposal  for  preventing  transit  in  places  rleclaitd tflS 

£££“ fatVs-y  of,i—-  *”*  G°— 

*»SMSSSS  i5S^BSSHiSr 

lations  proposed  as  to  licenses  than  when  the  eg  pfagi'la^  the  count  8!T 

"o  ine^,ray 

tt^ut6,rrera",i“"  b,""“  — ?*■- 

2.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease  : 

o/?opjf::drtrou,hwdiit:;s™;°at6p  „Tely,  **,*  wMks- » *«— • 

upon  the  movement  of  animals  actualiv  ’ini tru  d f'f,P'ova  1 of  continued  prohibition 
applied  also  as  regards  foreigTn  snppS  let  'o6I  aadfi'  *7*  .4“*  ”tU1 

mg  the  movement  from  one  part  of  a farm  to  “26fi  -Expediency  of  prevent- 

an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  0886-2888!“  *"°“  “ ‘ of  “ anil"!l1  unde1' 

tha^vluTit^  °f  Fchibition  of  removal,  and 

extirpated,  and  would  again  break  out;  lor  would  the  famer?t°?|h  d'S“Se  "°”1'1  m,t  be 
on  the  subject,  Simonds  2955-2077— — Om'ninn  rl  , tolerate  extreme  measures 

be  removable  from  one  firm  to  E'tlmSLfl  e*”"””13  ™d,!r  ‘he  dis“se  shOTld 
part;  slight  risk,  run,  tV,  ^ ' f‘™  *“ 

ment  of  cattle  affeefed  whVf™tand  mouth'diseas? b]dil"ger  'S“ld  .ar‘5e  r'°m  the  move- 

house,  Simonds  3383  -3303 Reason  fhr  th*  »•«  3 r P11^  '?  h’ghway  to  a slaughter- 

standing  the  infectious  niture  of  the  disease,  ib.  357>6-'158i  eX'8t'ng  restlktic"la>  “ot'vith- 

movement*  of  cattle,  and  all  fairs  and 

mouth  disease,  Baldwin  3801  et  sea Vpi  v lfnt^S  i*1  "leans  °{  stamping  out  foot  and 

be  conveyed  by  running  water,  all^movement  o^cMtblf'''1  ‘°  wh;?Kfa|eolion  migbt  still 
— Evidence  in  favon?  of  the  taStorfi?  r-ohibuted,  ib  4443-4446 
of  suppressing  the  foot  and  mouth  difease  ■ Jit?!  ‘ ™ovem'nt  of  cattle  as  a means 
lasted  for  a whole  summer,  but  the  aJicultoral  ? W°"'  p,efer  lI,“4  this  prohibition 
not  concur  therein,  Stratton  45,7-4^0  e'M"llt0w0"M  Probably 

4721.  ’ 4501-4593-  4622-4629.  468O-4685.  4711- 

s.aSptgl,'t’hff”f  ^0’“ 

tion 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Movement  of  Cattle— continued. 

2.  Foot  and  Muutli  Disease — continued. 

tion  at  the  present  time  in  Ireland  upon  the  movement  of  any  animal  affected  with  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  Ferguson  4935. 

Opinion  that  the  restrictions  as  regards  movement  which  were  adopted  during 
the  time  of  the  cattle  plague  are  too  oppressive  for  the  foot  and  month  disease- 

reasons  for  this  conclusion,  Jenkins  5872-5889 Injurious  effect  of  movement  upon 

cattle  when  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease;  inference  therefrom  that  no  rational 
man  would  expose  an  animal  so  affected  in  a store  market,  Ferdon  7081.  7117,  7118. 

Impropriety  of  moving  cattle  that  are  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  any  con- 
siderable distance,  Walsh  8072,  8073.  8091-8096.  8103-8109.  8127-8131.  8139- 

8151 Opinion  that  the  stoppage  of  the  movement  of  cattle  for  two  months,  in  June 

and  July,  would  produce  a n arked  repression  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Clarhe 
8222-8224.  8317-8323— —Additional  explanation  as  to  the  selection  of  the  months  of 
June  and  July  for  prohibiting  of  movements  of  cattle,  ib.  8473-8476. 

Decided  approval  of  making  it  penal  to  expose,  or  move  an  animal  that  is  affected 
with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; expediency  moreover  of  the  local  authorities  continuing  to 
have  the  power  to  seize  and  kill  such  animals,  McBride  9219-9227 Necessity  of  pro- 

hibiting the  movement  of  store  cattle  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease;  expediency 
of  slaughtering  fat  cattle  without  moving  them,  and  sending  the  meat  to  London,  Lepper 
10833-10835.  10888-10900. 

Decided  opinion  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  can  be  exterminated  in  this  country  by 
the  adoption  of  stringent  regulations  for  stopping  the  movement  of  diseased  animals. 
Den chjield  10988,  10989  — Concurrence  in  the  view  as  to  the  efficiency  of  a stoppage 
of  movement,  Walker  12207-12209.  12228-12232;  Lambert  13398-13405.  13415- 
13421.  13501-13507-  13684-13693. 

3.  Pleuro-pneumonia : 

Explanation  in  connection  with  the  proposal  for  stopping  all  movement  out  of  an 
infected  plate  for  thirty  days  after  the  last  case  of  outbreak  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; 
careful  supervision  required.  Brown  241 1-2424 Suggested  requirement  of  a certifi- 

cate in  the  event  of  movement  within  two  months  after  the  prohibited  interval  of  thirty 
days  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  ib.  2412-2415. 

Approval  of  the  removal  for  a distance  of  animals  which  have  been  exposed  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia; that  is, under  careful  restrictions,  Simonds  3341-3346 Means  of  slopping 

the  spread  of  pleuro-pneumonia  by  complete  isolation  and  by  the  prevention  of  move- 
ment, Ferguson  4953,  4954. 

Expediency  of  giving  the  farmers  more  liberty  to  remove  their  cattle,  when  afflicted 
with  pleuro-pneumonia,  to  fat  markets  for  the  purposes  of  sale  and  slaughter,  Stewart 
11779-11793. 

See  also  Fairs  and  Markets.  Fines  and  Penalties.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease, 
VII.,  IX.  Ireland,  SfC.,  I.,  5,  6. 

Murray,  Herbert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Holds  the  office  of  Treasury  Remem- 
brancer in  Ireland,  12451-12455 Examination  with  reference  10'  the  position  held, 

and  the  pay  received,  by  Professor  Ferguson;  staff  of  clerks  assisting  this  officer,  12456- 
12485.  12511-12531.  12546-12549.  12560-12575. 

Comparison  between  the  cost  of  the  Veterinary  Departments  in  Ireland  and  in  Eng- 
land ; large  amount  of  the  work  of  the  department  transacted  by  the  Irish  constabulary, 

12486-12491.  12532-12539 Economy  resulting  from  the  employment  of  police 

clerks;  opinion  that  the  present  staff  of  clerks  is  sufficient  to  carry  on  the  duties  of  the 
department,  12490,  12491. 

The  only  alteration  necessary  in  the  Irish  Veterinary  Department  is  the  addition  of 
one  clerk,  and  one  or  two  more  holidays,  12492,,  12493 Inspection  of  animals  em- 

barking for  England  is  paid  for  from  the  Irish  local  rate;  statement  that  this  charge  is 

unjust,  12494-12497 Contention  that  the  expenses  of  this  inspection  should  be  paid 

from  public  money,  as  the  inspection  is  in  the  English  interest,  12498,  12499. 

Explanation  with  regard  to  the  Irish  local  rate;  considerable  amount  of  money  repaid 
to  the  counties  upon  the  breaking  up  of  the  Veteriuary  Department,  12500-12503.  12559 

■ Further  examination  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  payment  for  inspection  at  the  Irish 

ports  being  made  out  of  Imperial  funds,  12504-12510. 

Possibility  of  the  difference  between  the  amount  expended  on  the  English  and  on  the 

Irish  Veterinary  Departments  being  considered  as  an  Irish  grievance,  1 2540-12545 

Statement  that  in  respect  to  the  cattle  trade  England  may  be  considered  the  buyer  and 

Ireland  the  seller,  12550-12555.  12576-12580 Additional  pay  not  received  by  the 

constabulary  for  the  duties  performed  by  them  under  the  Veterinary  Department,  12556- 
12558. 

353*  6 a 4 New 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Neio  South  Wales.  Peculiar  circumstances  under  which  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  was 
conveyed  to  New  South  Wales  by  some  cattle  from  England,  Simonds  2929-2932^3497 


Norfolk.  Liability  to  a large  proportion  of  diseases  in  Norfolk,  the  stock  being  chieflv 
purchased  and  not  bred  at  home,  Baldwin  4060,  4061.  3 

Information  relative  to  the  working  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act  in  Norfolk ; when 
the  Act  was  passed  in  1869  there  was  no  local  authority  in  the  county,  Read  14088- 

14096 Memorial  sent  by  the  County  to  the  Privy  Council  with  regard  to  the  orders 

relative  to  foot  and  mouth  disease;  powers  given  to  the  local  authorities  to  issue  orders 

for  their  district,  ib.  14097-14105 Order  issued  by  the  local  authority  with  reference 

to  pleuro-pneumonia,  by  which  a license  was  required  for  the  removal  of  animals  ib. 

14106,  14107 Examination  as  to  the  detail  of  regulations  and  restrictions  with  regard* 

to  pleuro-pneutnonia  ; statistics  of  this  disease  in  Norfolk,  ib.  14108-14110.  Hm-iaW 
14141-14148.  ^ ’3£>' 


..  latement  as  to  the  number  of  .prosecutions  in  the  county  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act ; expediency  of  power  being  given  to  imprison  in  default  of  payment  of  penalties 

Read  14111,  14112.  14 1 49,  14150 The  inspectors  for  the  county  are  all  veterinary 

surgeons ; assistance  afforded  to  the  inspectors  by  the  police,  ib.  14113-14117 - 

aTSESmIp01  *“d  ■“'““‘i’  “\STe  dnri"« '“st  yw>  H'19,  14140 Statistics  of 

the  Norfolk  Farmers  Live  Stock  Insurance  Company,  ib.  14136-14141 Statement  as 

to  the  means  of  giving  compensation  in  the  county  fer  compulsory  slaughter,  ib  14157- 


Northumberland.  Report  of  the  Cattle  Diseases  Committee  of  the  Northumberland 

TS,°nS’  ?ated  Jr  1873  » recommendations  therein  with  reference  to  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  App,  596,  597. 


Jt lalJ'”sofhla  Evidence.)  Considerable  experience  of  witness  in  the 

Iv  f?"  ca  t,e’ 9.935 Communications  of  witness  with  Government  respect- 

deC  hS  l,a  Whflf/°rr  a ”larke*  and  ,or  the  ^htughter  of  foreign  cattle  upon  ?he,r 

pr  , 9935-9942 Complaints  as  to  the  treatment  which 

w tness  has  received  at  the  hands  of  the  Government;  large  sums  of  money  expended 
when  the  market  was  abandoned.  9943-9947.  y 1 

ExceUent  working  condition  of  this  market  up  to  the  time  of  its  abandonment,  994K- 

tbi  "’“r"?1'  '■!  whldl  lIle  d“d ‘imported  inland  ftom 

the  market , cost  of  the  carnage  of  dead  meat  would  be  less  than  the  carria.ie  of  the  live 
animal,  9954-9973.  9991,-9994.  ,0044-1.0046.  10,34-10140.  ,0,44-10149. 

Opinion  that  a treat  deal  of  pleuro-pneumonia  has  been  introduced  into  this  country 
mason"  oml  D,»S?  f “1° ; c0n8,derab!?  Wli nB  off  in  the  purchase  of  these  cattle  for  that 
more  fhaTfL^  d«  - nothing 

and ' Portnvall'“i,wLn«  8!n‘erai:“t;  tbl“  foot  a”d  mouth  disease  does  not  exist  in  Spain 
Offering  Sh  hat  dkef  o ‘™l>orlauon  of  loo  Spanish  ealtle,  some  of  which  tlere 
Sr,fa«  landed  at  5 I9? “M?91 )V«?bed  condition  in  which  some  Dutch 

S hHdSSf9Sl5?S? ; “ ll,erefrom’  th“  there  ™ of  po- 
of ?mrtnie°thye  whoaie°S.?  f iT?te  Bl“Bl?t^r-honsaa  in  London,  ,000. Desirability 

anfZlth'dTaeSe^rjfe.f^ru0'1  tra"sit  of  caltIe  br  888  i prevention  of  foot 

XS.^V4rdb7r8ilwfy'  -^00^03^,“^^ 

raifway  Sif  ^oofs^D?.^81  *T  ^rieen  '»»  » weight  one  stone  per  day  by 
existi/g  * o«7°rt  °V°re,S" b'i™  oett'e1 WtJ 

SSSTcST  ‘0nd,ti°“S  aS  t0  1 ^ »Si7„7ai?a?tt^t°off  21SS2 

be  ?“n«yed  on  the  decks  of 
Waterford  and  Bristol  100/in  4p  °°4?  Cleanliness  of  the  cattle  ships  between 
and  Bristol,  10049 Personal  experience  of  witness  as  regards  the  diseases 

incident 
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Odams,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— ccmfc'm/erf. 
incident  to  Irish  tattle;  probability  of  their  being  free  from  disease  tvhen  shipped,  bat 
inflammation  follows  from  their  being  jammed  together  in  transit,  10050-10059. 

Suggestions  as  to  the  best  means  for  preventing  the  spread  of  foot  and  month  disease  • 
expediency  of  ihe  Government  organising  a system  by  which  the  privations  of  cattle 

when  imported  should  be  materially  lessened,  10066-10080 Enormous  losses 

sustained  in  Holland  by  the  prevalence  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  10081. 

Contention  that  the  slaughter  of  foreign  cattle  at  the  port  of  debarkation  would  have 
no  effect  in  raising  the  price  of  meat;  belief  that  vvc  never  should  have  had  the  present 
eaormous  price*  if  we  had  adopted  that  system  years  ago,  10083-10094.  10096,  10007 
~ Grounds  for  the  opinion  that  slaughter  at  the  waterside  on  arrival,  would  have  no 
effect  in  deterring  foreign  stock-keepers  from  sending  over  their  cattle,  10085,  10086. 
10095.  10098-10108. 

Conclusion  that  compulsory  slaughter  of  foreign  cattle  prevents  the  dissemination  of 
disease ; argument  therefrom  that  prices  are  greatly  enhanced  by  sending  live  animals 

through  the  country,  10102-10108 -Generally  healthy  character  of  the  cattle  of  Spain 

and  Portugal  ; belief  that  this  is  chiefly  attributable  to  the  favourable  climate,  10109, 
ioho— — btnngent  regulations  as  to  the  slaughter  of  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle 
adopted  in  Liverpool  in  the  year  186S ; 10)10-10117. 

Opinion  that  shutting  out  foreign  cattle  will  diminish,  but  will  not  exterminate  pleuro- 

pneumonta,  10118-10133 -Instance  in  which  an  animal  died  from  pleuro-pneumonia, 

which  had  not  been  communicated  by  contagion,  10127. 

Offal.  Statement  showing  that  there  is  no  practical  difficulty  in  the  transit  of  offal  when 
cattle  are  killed  at  a considerable  distance  from  towns,  Stratton  4563-4573. 

O’Neill,  Peter.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is  secretary  to  the  Drogheda  Steam  Packet 
Company : has  had  large  experience  in  the  conduct  of  the  cattle  export  trade,  6661- 
6663 — Description  of  the  ships  employed  by  the  Drogheda  Company  for  cattle  transit; 
servants  ol  the  company  sent  with  each  ship  to  look  alter  the  cattle  shipped,  6664-6660 
6755-6758.6944-6952.  y 

Examination  as  to  the  method  adopted  in  slowing  cattle  in  the  holds  of  the  vessels- 
statement  that  the  hold  is  preferable  to  the  deck  for  the  conveyance  of  cattle  6670- 

6679.  6708.  6746-6754.  6806-6811.  6829-6838.  6893-6900 Average  number  of 

sailings  per  week  of  the  vessels;  general  character  of  the  passage  between  Ireland  and 
England,  6680-6683.  6823-6828.  6953. 

Information  with  regard  to  the  disinfection  and  whitewashing  of  the  vessels  as  laid 
down  by  the  Order  in  Council ; strong  objection  to  the  whitewashing  on  account  of  the 
injury  occasioned  to  the  ironwork,  6684-6698.  6735-6745.  6795-6805.  6815-6822. 

6850-6861 Deputation  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  with  a view  to  the  abolition  of  the 

whitewashing;  high  commercial  standing  of  the  gentlemen  forming  this  deputation,  6692, 
6693. 

Statement  as  to  the  English  markets  to  which  the  cattle  conveyed  from  Drogheda  are 

exported,  6699,  6700 Satisfactory  manner  in  which  the  cattle  going  to  Liverpool  are 

treated  by  the  men  in  charge  of  them ; rest  of  nine  hours  given  to  the  cattle  before  being 
sent  on  by  rail,  6701-6707— Excellent  accommodation  at  Dundalk  for  the  reception  of 
cattle  before  shipment,  6709,  6710. 

Statement  that  no  animals  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia  have  been  shipped  from 
Drogheda  within  the  last  five  years;  possibility  of  cases  in  an  incipient  stage  of  disease 

escaping  notice,  6711,  6712.  6770-6777 Animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 

disease  are  never  permitted  to  approach  the  premises  of  the  company;  belief  that  no 
grazier  having  a regard  for  his  own  interest,  would  send  an  animal  so  affected,  for  ship- 
ment, 6713.  6722,  6723. 

Opinion  that  a qualified  person  should  be  placed  at  the  port  of  shipment  to  examine 
animals ; careful  attention  paid  by  cattle  dealers  to  the  state  of  other  cattle  shipped  with 
their  own,  671^.— 6717-  6882-6884 — —Decided  opinion  that  all  cattle  affected  with 
pleuro-pneumonia  should  be  slaughtered,  6719. 

Expediency  of  giving  compensation  to  owners  who  should  report  as  to  disease,  6720, 

6721 General  inaccuracy  of  Mr.  Jenkins’  report  as  regards  the  Drogheda  Steam 

Packet  Company,  6724-6734.  6812-6814 Description  of  the  cattle  exported  in  the- 

steamers  of  the  company;  different  rates  charged  for  store  and  fat  cattle,  6756-6758. 
6778-6794.  6995-6996. 

Disapproval  of  the  regulation  by  which  an  animal  found  to  be  diseased  on  landing  is 
declared  contraband  and  seized  by  the  Customs,  6759-67 69.  6885-6887.  6981-6986 
- — Absence  of  convictions  of  persons  for  contravening  the  Orders  in  Council  as  regards 
contagious  diseases  in  Ireland ; instance  in  which  the  Drogheda  Company  was  summoned 
for  not  whitewashing,  6839-6849. 
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O Neill,  Peter.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Statement  that  the  Order  as  to  whitewashing  applies  to  railway  companies  as  WPn 
to  steam  companies;  this  regulation  not  so  rigidly  enforced  in  the  case  of  railwav  !!  aS 
pames,  6852,  6853— Decided  opinion  that  the  statement  that  Irish  cattle  have  brought 
disea-e  into  England  is  v*-ry  much  exaggerated;  absence  of  complaints  as  to  diseased 
animals  when  lauded  from  the  company’s  steamers,  6862-6867.  6901.  6 m 

Examination  as  to  the  mode  of  shipping  cattle  011  board  the  steamers-  unfmmrf  a 
statements  as  to  ill-treatment  when  getting  the  cattle  on  board,  6868-687(1!  6^7  6028 
—Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  deleterious  effect  of  whitewash  upon7’ iron- 

wzyLssl?*  "'ater  as  a 6877-6881-  69o=-69r60S- 

Satisfactory  manner  in  which  store  cattle  are  fed  and  watered  before  being  m,t  „„  ,v 
railway  at  Liverpool  6888  OSSp.  6929-6943.  6987-6994— Statement  thatTe  Bdfart 

cii,ue  ■*»  d«k 

Further  statement  that  there  is  no  export  of  store  cattle  from  Drogheda  to  T ivov™,i 

ST' tUt  *V  E°  T th're'  69*3-6926— I.S of’ Tri 

hose  for  the  purpose  of  whitewashing  the  vessels,  for  the  reason  that  it  must  be  of  * 
certain  thickness  to  stick  on  the  sides,  6972-6978.  a 

Orders  in  Council.  See  Privy  Council . 


P. 


Penalties.  See  Fines  and  Penalties. 

Perthshire  Examination  as  to  the  state  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  county  : Gradual 
exhaustion  of  the  tljsease  throughout  Scotland,  Stewart  11736-11746  1184161134a . 

ThyC‘r  V”  'IT  *»*  ■"!<  ««-£■  estSaied  a?  ,ol  e^ 

751  11768  The  estimated  loss  from  pleura-pneumonia  last  year  in  Perthshire 

was  about  4,000  L,  ,b  ,1769,  11770 Absence  of  conflicting  in, crests  S PnrttahS 

between  the  comity  and  borough  as  regards  the  suppression  of  disease,  ib.  11832-11837, 

Phtlcor,  George,  fAnalysis  of  his  Evidence.)— As  clerk  to  tile  Deptford  market  explains 

the  capacity  of  the  market  as  regards  oxen  and  sheep  respectively,  4303-4310 fs  not 

aware  that  importers  are  dissatisfied  with  the  market,  431,,  43lt_C„,°ide,s  that 
increased  railway  communication  with  the  markets  is  desirable  s plLulars  hereon?  43.3- 
4341  No  inconvenience  arises  as  regards  the  carting  away  of  the  ofifal,  4334-4336. 

Pigs.  In  1862  pigs  suffered  greatly  f.om  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Brown  1284 Proof 

by  expei iment  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  may  be  conveyed  by  pigs  %mmds  2006 

^eT^;;^“lhy  of  s',ine  from  and 

PLEUltO-PNEUMONU  : 

1.  Source  of  Introduction  of  Phuro-jmeumoma. 

2.  Infect  tons  or  Contagious  Nature  of  the  Disease. 

3.  Period  of  Incubation. 

4.  Treatment. 

6.  Mortality  from  the  Disease. 

6.  Sit g yes  Lions  on  the  Score  of  Compulsory  Slauqhter. 

7.  Suggestions  on  the  Score  of  Isolation. 

8.  Other  Details  and  Suggestions  generally. 

9.  Conclusions  of  the  Committee. 

1.  Source  of  Introduction  of  Pleuro-pneumonia  : 

in'roduoed  from  abroad  during  the 

in  the  country,  though  more  cares  are 

^ ™^S5SS.‘h- 

come'fro^Irekird^ndTrom^olland  tef  Ire?aifd  ^the’preV' is  ®uPPosfid  to  have 
Ireland  is  singularly  free  from  p tarn  &”»»*.  3004-3007 Opinion  that 

Conclusion 
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PLEUR  o-pn  E CM  on  I A — continued. 

1.  Source  of  Introduction  of  Pleuro-pneumonia  —continued. 

Conclusion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  comes  from  abroad,  Denchfeld  11021-11025 

Contention  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  0 disease  of  foreign  origin;  introduction  ..f  the 
disease  into  Aberdeenshire  attributable  to  Irish  cattle,  Thomson  11310-11327.  11417- 

11425 Evidence  in  support  of  the  statement  that  pleuro-pneumonia  was  imported 

into  Scotland  from  Ireland ; desirability  of  the  restrictions  being  stringently  carried  out 
m Ireland,  Stewart  11954-11961.  11967-11980. 

2.  Infectious  or  Contagious  Nature  of  the  Disease: 

Conclusion  that  the  disease  can  only  be  communicated  bv  association  with  a diseased 

animal,  Broum  1475-1477.  1483-1487 Doubt  as  to  the 'disease  being  communicable 

save  by  direct  contact,  ib.  2521-2523 Contagious  character  of  pleuro-pneumonia 

further  adverted  to  in  connection  with  a certain  experiment  by  witness  on  the  subject,  ib. 
2813-2821.  J 

Conclusion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  not  spontaneous,  Simonds  3011 Less  infec- 

tious character  of  pleuro-pneumonia  than  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  former  beino- 
more  easy  to  stamp  out,  ib.  3013-3016 Failure  of  attempts  to  produce  pleuro- 

pneumonia save  by  contagion ; inference  that  the  disease  might  be  stamped  out,  ib. 
3215,3216.3301-3306. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  the  poison  of  the  disease  is  propagated  by  the  breath, 
and  not  in  anyother  way ; experiments  hereon  adverted  to,  Baldwin  3839-38^8.  3865- 

3867.  3979-3985 Belief  that  both  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease  are 

infectious,  ib.  3778,  3779. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  plenro-pnenmouia  sometimes  occurs  in  Ireland  other- 
wise than  by  infection  or  contagion,  Ferguson  4951, 4952 Average  of  about  sixteen  per 

cent,  of  tile  cattle  attacked  with  the  disease  when  it  appeals  on  a farm  in  Ireland,  ib. 

5375-5377 Circumstance  of  this  disease  never  being  very  prevalent  when  foot  and 

mouth  disease  is  rile;  probable  increase  of  the  former  os  a result  of  decrease  of  the  latter, 

5430-  5557-  55<3o. 

Impossibility  of  obtaining  evidence  of  a trustworthy  character  with  regard  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia from  any  person  who  is  not  a veterinary  surgeon,  Jenkins,  5913-5919 

Contentii  n that  bad  treatment  of  cattle  as  regards  food  and  chanliness  will  had  to 

aliaeks  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  Bolster  7292.  7380-7382 Description  of  the  symptoms 

of  pleuro-pneumonia  when  it  first  attacks  cattle,  ib.  7450.  7474.  7476 Opinion  that 

pleuro-pneumonia  can  only  be  conveyed  by  the  breath  of  an  animal;  impossibility  of  the 
spontaneous  generation  of  the  disease,  McBnde  9129-9132.  9268-9270. 

Conclusion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  can  be  spread  by  the  breath  of  the  animal ; other 

means  of  conveyiug  contagion,  Gamgee  9642-9648 Instance  in  which  an  animal  died 

from  pleuro-pneumonia  which  had  not  been  communicated  from  contagion,  Odams 

10127 Opinion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  infection  is  only  conveyed  by  the  breath, 

Thomson  11416. 

S.  Period  of  Incubation  : 

Very  long  period  of  the  disease  in  incubation,  so  that  it  is  peculiarly  difficult  to  deal 

with,  Brown  1479-1482 Concurrence  in  the  view  as  to  the  long  period  of  incubation 

in  tlie  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  Simonds  3011,  3012;  Thomson  11413-11415 — — 
Cases  have  occurred  from  ten  to  twelve  weeks  after  exposure  to  infection,  Simonds  3012 
Varying  period  from  seventeen  to  fourty-four  days  lor  the  incubation  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, Baldwin  3842-3846— — The  incubative  stage  of  pleuro-pneumonia  averages 
about  six  weeks,  Gamgee  9718. 

4.  Treatment : 

Great  difficulty  of  any  treatment  of  pleuro-pneumonia.  Brown  1.570 Opinion  that 

the  best  treatment  for  pleuro-pneumonia  is  to  give  the  animals  plenty  of  water  and 

to  leave  them  alone,  Baldwin  4451-4453 Doubt  as  to  any  real  cure  of  the  disease, 

there  being  moreover  a great  deterioration  of  the  animals  apparently  recovered, 

Ferguson  5378-5381.  5384-5386 Use  of  gas  tar  by  some  farmers  as  a remedial 

measure  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia ; strong  opinion  as  to  the  efficacy  of  this 
remedy,  Lambert  13455-13463-  13609-13612.  13653-13655.  13767-13769. 

5.  Mortality  from  the  Disease  : 

Average  mortality  of  about  eighty  per  cent,  of  the  animals  attacked.  Brown  1478. 

1488 -Great  fatality  in  cases  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  Simonds  3020 Death  of 

fully  sixty  per  cent,  of  the  animals  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia  in  Ireland,  Baldwin 

3856-3859 Probable  accuracy  of  an  estimated  mortality  of  eighty  percent,  of  the 

attacks  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  though  the  returns  in  Ireland  show  a mortality  of  only  sixty 
per  cent.,  Ferguson  5382,  5383. 
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Pleuro-p  ne  vm  on  i a — continued. 

5.  Mortality  from  the  Disease— continued. 

Statement  that  pleuro-pneumonia  has  not  done  one-fourth  of  the  mischief  that  ha, 
] esulted  from  foot  and  mouth  disease;  examination  as  to  the  losses  of  witness  from 
attacks  of  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease  respectively,  Clarke  8-376 
8439-8453-  8479-8484.  8628-8635.  K y °37D' 

6.  Suggestions  on  the  score  of  Compulsory  Slaughter  : 

Legislative  interference  is  required  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia;  system  of 

slaughtering  contemplated,  Brown  2101,  2102.  2230-2233 Expediency,  in  connection 

with  inspection  at  the  ports,  of  arrangements  for  slaughtering  all  animals  affected  with 

pleuro-pneumonia,  ib  2278-2280 Opinion  that  it  should  be  imperative  at  once  to 

slaughter  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia,  Simonds  3042-3044 Exuecied 

S'jjaoJ688  °f  °WnerS  t0  al3Prove  tlie  slaughter  of  animals  attacked  with  pleuro-pneumonia, 

Proposition  that  every  animal  under  the  influence  of  pleuro-pneumonia  be  killed,  and 
that  adequate  compensation  be  given  to  the  owner,  Baldwin  3855-3864.  3870-3875 
3880.  4024-4028;  Hunting  4800,  4805-4808 ; Walsh  8081-8083.  8089.  8110-8113. 

Decided  opinion  in  favour  of  slaughtering  all  animals  actually  infected  with  oleum 
^ Duckham  9832-9838.  9905;  Leppar  1079^070? 
u.819;  Webb  10925-10928.  10963-10967.  1 /J  79°' 

Contention  Hot  pleuro-pnenmoma  is  one  of  the  greatest  calamities  that  can  happen  to 
a stock-owner ; expediency  of  slaughtering  all  diseased  animals,  and  all  herdsPwhicli 

come  in  contact  with  them,  Oiury  6235-6230.  6295-6302.  6330-6333 Opinion  that 

pieuro-pnennioma  though  not  so  infectious  as  foot  and  mouth  difease,  is  much 
fttal  esprd'enoy  of  all  animals  mlected  with  this  disease  being  at  once  slaughtered 

Garnett  6363-6377.  6487,  6488.  6494,  6495.  6552-6.586.  6603-6630 Approv'd  of 

6^';  v?rd£ ^030.'  m ““  0fl""',Mls  5““eli,,8  f™">  pleuro-pocumonto!  O'Neill 

. Circumstances  under  which  pleuro-pneumonia  has  broken  out  in  dairv  stock  owned  by 
witness;  opinion  that  the  only  treatment  tor  the  disease  should  be^lntn'htrr  of  the 
infected  animals  and  isolation  of  the  rest,  Bolster  7293-7296.  7341!  na  doGo-wsI 

J,.  7«2i  7623  -—Appuival  of  slaughtering  all  animals  that  are  effected  with 

5 e*pedieney  0?  i^ta^ 

most  efficient  system  for  gjtm^  rid  9of  nl ConclP10n  thar  the  cheapest  and 
infected,  and  also  those  thaHnd  Lnin  1 leuro-pneumonia  is  to  slaughter  all  animals 

the  slaughter  of  animals  that  have  hoon  n , ° draw,  up  regulations  with  regard  to 
pneumonia  ; belief  thatweshairneverget  id  ^ fr0m  Pleai°- 

in  operation,  ib.  12108-12110.  g ' d f th  dlsease  by  the  machinery  at  present 

pneumonia,  u?lesf,Tbe  aittn^tori“§ie^iiSu8ooWS<il  ^ecte^r*th  PIeur°- 

Smith  12368-12382 Doubtful  proVi  °tvWorslbe  rhI”0-red  lr0“  lnf'ctetl  Place> 

pleuro-pneumonia,  exceDt  under  eerfuirf  • ^ ° s,aughlerjng  animals  suffering  from 
12825-12828.  P certain  cu  turns  lances,  Gebliardt  12758.  12804,12805. 
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Pleuro-PNEUMONTA — continued. 

6.  Suggestions  on  the  score  of  Compulsory  Slaughter — continued. 

Decided  opinion  that,  the  regulations  regarding  pleuro-pneumonia  cannot  be  too 
stringent;  necessity  of  slaughtering  cattle  immediately  upon  their  showin®  the  slightest 
signs  of  the  disease,  Lambert  13451,  13452.  13576-13583.  13729-13736.  13764-13"769. 

7.  Suggestions  on  the  score  of  Isolation : 

Expediency  of  an  interval  of  at  least  two  months  before  an  animal,  after  recovery  from 

pleuro-pneumonia,  is  allowed  to  go  upon  a farm,  Brown  1491,  1492 Advantage  of 

testing  incipient,  pleuro-pneumonia  by  means  of  the  thermometer  and  of  at  once  isolatino- 
all  animals  which  show  a slight  rise  in  temperature,  ih.  2371-2376. 

Opinion  that  animals  herded  with  those  which  have  been  attacked  should  not  be 

slaughtered,  but  should  be  isolated  and  carefully  watched,  Simonds  3308,  3309 

Explanation  that  witness  disapproves  of  the  immediate  slaughter  of  animals  in  contact 
with  those  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia;  comment  hereon  upon  the  apparently 

beneficial  results  of  this  system  in  Holland,  ib.  3629-3639 Concurrence  in  the  view 

that  animals  in  contact  with  the  disease  be  isolated,  whilst  those  diseased  should  be 
slaughtered,  Fisher  5206-5209;  Clarke  8451-8456;  Duckham  9832-9838.  ggoz ; 
Lepper  10792-10796.  10819;  Webb  10925-10928.  10963-10967. 

Cattle  which  have  been  herded  with  diseased  animals  should  be  isolated  for  at  least 

two  months,  Rigby  8776-8781 Examination  as  to  the  period  necessary  for  isolation 

incases  of  pleuro-pneumonia  Gamgee  9476,9477 Approval  of  an  isolation  of  three 

months  of  herds  where  pleuro-pneumonia  had  existed,  Milne  11996,  11997. 

8.  Other  Details  and  Suggestions  generally  : 

Inadequacy  of  the  present  home  regulations  for  extinguishing  pleuro-pneumonia,  though 
they  prevent  its  further  increase,  Williams  750~754-  829—— Explanation  that  in  the 
case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  slaughter  is  not  compulsory,  ib.  1295,  1296. 

Belief  that  the  total  stoppage  of  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  would  not  now  get  rid  of 

pleuro-pneumonia,  Brown  1473,  1474 Doubt  as"  to  the  expediency  of  any  more 

stringent  regulations  than  at  present  as  regards  the  import  ofpleuio-pneumonia,  ib.  1501- 

1504 -Opinion  that  in  about  two  years,  with  active  measures  and  strict  supervision,  the 

disease  might  be  almost  exterminated,  ib.  2435,  2436. 

Examination  in  denial  that  the  Act  of  1868  has  been  a failure  as  regards  pleuro- 
pneumonia, the  failure  arising  rather  from  the  provisions  of  the  Act  not  having  been 
carried  out,  and  from  the  movement  of  diseased  animals  to  fairs  and  markets  not  ha  vino- 
been  stopped  by  the  local  authorities.  Brown  2607-2651. 

Slight  value  of  animals  attacked  with  this  disease  unless  they  be  at  ouce  sold  fer  dead 

meat,  Simonds  302 1 -3023 Conclusion  that  whatever  the  origin  of  the  introduction 

of  pleuro-pneumonia  into  Ireland,  it  should  be  dealt  with  as  entirely  contagious  or 

infectious,  Ferguson  5387-5392 Way  in  which  witness  would  deal  with  cases  of 

pleuro-pneumonia  in  fat  stock  and  store  stock  respectively.  Morrow  5702-5707. 

Expedn-ncyof  stringent  regulations  for  the  prevention  of  the  spread  of  pleuro-pneumonia; 
neressity  for  severe  penaliies  to  prevent  the  exposure  of  animals  affected  with  the  disease 

at  fairs  or  markets,  Verdon  7028,  7029 Strong  objection  to  a fat  animal  being  exposed 

in  a market  while  suffering  from  the  disease,  ib.  7699-7705.  7737-7739 Opinion  that 

shutting  out  foreign  cattle  will  diminish  but  will  not  exterminate  pleuro-pneumonia, 
Odams  10118-10133. 

Decided  opinion  that  the  same  stringency  should  be  observed  with  pleuro-pneumonia 

as  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Stewart  1 1977 Opinion  that  we  shall  never  be  rid  of 

pleuro-pneumonia  in  this  country,  Lambert  13683 Less  necessity  lor  restrictions  than 

in  the  case  of  rinderpest.  Woodcock  13848,  13849 Expediency  of  severe  restrictions, 

W.  Brown  13969-13974. 

9.  Conclusions  of  the  Committee : 

Recommendation  that  the  slaughter  of  all  cattle  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  should 

be  compulsory,  Bep.  iv Suggestion  in  regard  to  the  removal  and  isolation  of  cattle 

which  ha\e  been  in  the  same  shed,  or  have  been  herded  with  diseased  animals,  ib. 

Recommendation  that  the  time  for  which  the  pleuro-pneumonia  rules  should  be  applied 
to  any  premises  in  which  the  disease  has  been  discovered  should  be  extended  from  thirty 
days  to  two  months.  Rep.  iv. 

See  also  Aberdeenshire.  Cheshire.  Compensation.  Dairies.  Fairs  and 
Markets.  Foreign  Cattle.  Holland.  Infected  Places.  Inoculation. 
Ireland,  and  Irish  Cattle,  II.  Isolation.  Local  Authorities.  Meat  {Diseased 
Animals).  Movement  of  Cattle,  1,3.  Quarantine. 

Police.  Slight  use  in  the  police  reporting  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  the  local 
authority,  the  latter  not  exercising  their  power  of  stopping  the  movement  of  cattle  I rom 

markets,  &c.,  Williams  740-749 Usefulness  to  some  extent  if  notice  were  given  to 

the  police  relative  to  loot  and  mouth  disease,  Brown  2672,  2673. 
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Police — continued. 

Duty  of  the  police  (under  witness’  scheme)  to  make  reports  to  the  local  authority  and 
to  guard  against  the  removal  ot  animals  without  licenses,  Simrnds  3407-041  o__ip“ 
posed  action  of  the  local  police,  with  a view  to  discovering  and  reporting  cafes  of' fom 
and  moulh  disease;  ne^hbounng  farmers  would  readily  aid  in  such  report,  Stratton 
4583-45^9’  4®53-4665'  46y6,  46117.  4722,  4723. 

additional  labour  put  upon  tile  police  in  carrying  out  the  inspection  under  the  Act 
Smth  lot 55.  10160-10171— —Opinion  that  tile  employment  of  police  as  inspect  k 
an  expense  which  leads  to  nothing,  Lepper  10810-108x4.  V 018  ,s 

Notice  given  In  witness’  county  to  the  police  to  stop  the  movement  of  infected  cattle  . 

opinion  that  there  is  not  much  concealment  of  disease,  DencMeld  1 1120-11  ni. 1 

Satisfactory  manner  111  which  police  inspection  has  worked  in  Scotland  ; all  the  cattle 
are  held  in  check  by  the  police  until  examined  by  the  inspector,  Stewart  1 1962-11966 
Strong  disapproval  of  the  appointment  of  county  police  as  inspectors;  belief  that  the 
,n8|,e  • movi"8 h'on' °ne piac6 *° a"other- 
also  Entry  to  Promises.  Fines  and  Penalties.  Ireland,  he.,  v. 
r"o8$  Ewl“Ce<i  pr'Ce  °f  P°lk  0W'"S  10  ,he  Iarg<=  increase  of  import,  Williams  1084, 

Ports  ( Foreign  Cattle).  Expediency  of  all  the  ports  being  required  to  make  as  wood  ore 
vision  for  landing,  slaughtering,  .solution.  See.,  as  is  made  ai  Deptford;  difficult  S 

experienced  on  tins  subject  by  ihe  central  department,  Williams  2 39-27, S'L? 

““dy.i'  P°m  "g  'edUCed  “ » possible ; lalge  dimiuS 

Tlecomniendatious  relative  lo  the  aciual  limitation  to  be  applied  to  the  number  of 
m, porting  ports,  W, Warns  7 J3- 760-795—  Increased  protection  if  ,l,e  reguitZus as  at 

'M?  "T-,f,PpI',ed  10  H,lll,“”d  »'h<-n»Hs;  obstacles  on  the  score  of  expense8^* 

953-960 Little,  1 1 any,  interlerence  with  the  freedr.in  of  tmrln  k„  ,i,„  1 , ,» 

notion  in  the  number  ol’ports,  i„.  loS.-.oSg—ErpiulM  L S™  JZe 
SnS.r,™, -‘,033"  P<"'tS’  W,Ule68  hBS  in  tb‘  »»lyfrnm.cSuLhde 

dm  outports  generally,  o„J'tlie  score  l 

Question  whether  it  is  necessary  to  incur  great  exuense  m thJ >.Bv«roV  i ^4 

av««l  the  risk  of  cattle  plague,  there  bei^ } bit  n order  t0 

I m poll  a nee  of  limiting  the  number  of  ports  for  cattle  from  scheduled  countries  La  f 
improving  (he  accommodation  and  arrangements,  by  nrovidimv  ,/ l J °d  of 
defined  area,  &c.,  ib.  2209-2225.  h y providing  at  each  port  a proper 

Approval  of  limiting  the  number  of  ports  for  cattle  from  srnerl.iU/i  „ . • , . 

are  ‘Tl  *“**«?  **  « 

those  at  which  satisfactory  provisions  have  been  made  for  1 ^ 6 P°r^  h ?ou  d be  Iim,ted  to 
and  for  the  disposal  of  car  cases,  ib  f°l  lanaSe’ Iso]atIon>  and  slaughter, 

^eSE****  Customs  Officers.  Dead  Meat.  Foreiyn  Cattle.  HuU. 

Portugal.  See  Spain  and  Portugal. 

ptZn  ^ di— 

P7"niatc?^  on  other  beef  in 

Prices: 

Statement  of  the  advance  within  the  last  three  years  in  the  mi™  ru  P 0 

in  the  metropolitan  market,  Williams  909-91 4— m ?fbeef’  mujton.’  &C:i 
all  imported  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  the  ports  ib  001 YI  • ■"  ,nc^ease  of  P.nces  lf 
from  abroad  and  from  Ireland  if  the  rep-uhitinno  • 931~~T"inJu1ri<.ms  effect  upon  imports 
6s.  to  10..  a head,  ib.  uiy-.i^.  reg“latlons  '“P0^  additional  charge  of  fee  m 

Statement  to  the  effect  that  the  price  of  meat  fell  rather  than  ruse  after  the  slaughtering 

orders 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


PR  I 


P R I 


725 


Report,  187  continued. 


Prices — continued. 


orders  of  the  Privy  Council  were  put  in  force,  Brown  2149-2164 Difference  of  a 

penny  per  16.  between  the  price  of  foreign  beef  and  of  English  beef  in  the  Metropolitan 
market,  ib.  2516-2518- Public  prejudice,  owing  to  which  foreign  fat  cattle  letch  a 

lower  price  ha, , English  cattle,  .i.a85i-a»53 Disputed  question  whether  alauehtering 

at  the  port  tends  to  raise  the  price  of  meat,  ib.  2854-2857.  D 

Effect  of  the  great  loss  of  animals  from  disease  in  enhancing  the  price  of  meat  • this 

loss  111  fact,  is  far  greater  than  is  generally  supposed,  Fisher  5184-5.96 Fluctuations 

in  the  price  of  meat  at  Liverpool,  &c.,  caused  by  the  working  of  the  Act  of  i860;  re. sons 

tor  Hus,  Verdon  7041-7057 Evidence  relative  to  the  prices  of  meat  in  Liverpool  as 

compared  with  London  ; enhanced  price  in  the  former  city,  ib.  7670-7680.  7820-7840 
Statement,  that  the  tendency  of  the  Liverpool  high  prices  lias  been  to  cause  more  or 
less  of  a monopoly  among  the  large  salesmen;  belief  that  the  restrictions  have  hem,  the 

chief  cause  of  the  high  prices,  ib.  7884-7887 Material  effect  upon  the  price  of  meat 

occasioned  by  the  prevalence  of  disease,  McBride  9091,9092. 

. Statement  that  the  high  price  of  meat  at  the  present  time  is  due  to  the  persistent 
introduction  into  England  of  foreign  cattle  and  foreign  diseases,  Gamqee  9432.  9579- 
95' ’5  --Statement  as  to  the  prices  of  meat  from  the  year  1801  up  to  the  present  time; 
reduction  in  the  price  during  the  last  thirty-nine  years,  notwithsianding  the  increase  of 
population,  ib.  9677-9684.  9734-9739. 


Contention  that  the  slaughterof  foreign  cattle  at  the  port  of  debarkation  would  have  no 
effect  in  raising  the  price  of  meat;  belief  that  we  should  never  have  had  the  present 
enormous  prices  if  we  had  adopted  this  system  years  ago,  Odams  10083-10094.  10096, 
10097  Conclusion  that  slaughter  of  foreign  cuttle  prevents  the  dissemination  of 
disease ; argument  therefrom  that  prices  are  greatly  enhanced  by  sending  live  animals 
through  the  country,  ib.  10102-10108. 

Statement  showing  the  prices  of  meat  in  the  London  market,  per  hundredweight, 

during  the  past  few  years,  Robinson  10771-10773 Belief  that  the  slaughter  of  all'Vat 

stock  at  the  port  of  arrival  would  have  very  little  effect  upon  the  price  of  meat: 

genera]  increase  of  the  dead  meat  market  adverted  to  hereon,  Goodlet  1 1717-11-20 

Information  as  to  the  causes  for  the  increase  in  prices  of  meat ; restrictions  upon  cattle 
have  had  a considerable  effect  upon  the  prices,  Hodgetts  12588-12591.  12680-12686. 

12690-12693 Reasons  for  the  prices  of  meat  being  lower  iu  London  than  in  Bir^ 

minghain,  ib.  12700-12705. 

Extraordinary  in'ciease  in  the  price  of  English  stock  in  the  present  year;  increased 

importation  of  foreign  cattle  from  this  cause,  Gebhardt  12885-12899.  1 -999-13009 

The  average  price  of  a foreign  bullock  at  the  present  time  is  about  23/.,  ib.  12926 
— —Opinion  that  the  great  reduction  in  the  import  of  Dutch  and  German  cattle  is 

mainly  owing  to  the  diminution  of  prices  at  Deptford,  ib.  13068-13074 Circumstances 

which  govern  the  prices  in  the  meat  market;  statement  that  the  live  market  is  invariably 
guided  by  the  previous  week’s  dead  meat  market,  the  supply,  and  the  weather,  ib 
13086-13091. 


Examination  with  regard  to  the  enhanced  price  of  meat  of  late  years,  and  the  probability 
of  its  further  increasing,  Lambert  13533-13539-  13544-13551-  13694"'36o3.  13638- 

I3h52-  13657—13667.  13749-13755.  13779_1 3795 Evidence  as  to  the  difference  in 

the  price  of  meat  between  London  and  Lancashire ; considerable  increase  of  price  in 
Yorkshire  and  Lancashire,  W.  Brown  13877,  13878.  13881-13885.  13944-13953. 

13978-i398i.  13985-13991 Reasons  for  the  high  price  of  meat  at  the  present  time, 

»•  13954-13962.  13985-13991- 

Statement,  in  memorial  from  Glasgow  butchers,  as  to  the  enhanced  price  of  meat,  owing 
to  the  restrictions  upon  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle,  App.  598. 

See  also  Foreign  Cattle,  5.  West  Bromwich. 


Privy  Council.  Objection  to  any  restrictions  by  Orders  in  Council  beyond  those  in  the 
Act,  in  the  case  more  especially  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  Simonds  2967.  2977.  3000 

■ Opinion  that  a non-fatal  contagious  disease,  such  as  foot  and  mouth  disease,  should 

remain  in  the  Act,  but  should  not  be  subject  to  Orders  in  Council,  ib.  3350—3353.  3537— 
3539- 

Statement  as  to  some  of  the  original  orders  for  dealing  with  outbreaks  of  foot  and 
mouih  disease  having  been  in  advance  of  the  time,  Baldwin  4162-4168 Entire  in- 

adequacy of  the  present  orders  of  the  Privy  Council  relative  to  the  foot  and  mouth 

disease,  Stratton  4517 Advantage  of  the  discontinuance  of  the  former  vexatious 

restrictions  imposed  by  the  Privy  Council  as  regards  the  disease,  Ferguson  4911. 

Decided  inexpediency  of  the  discretion  to  slaughter  foreign  animals,  on  their 
arrival  into  the  country,  being  left  to  the  Privy  Council ; grounds  for  this  opinion, 

Clarke  8199-8201.  8204.  8248-8262.  8356.  8379-8398 Expediency  of  making  the 

Privy  Council  Orders  compulsory  and  not  permissive,  ib.  8506-8509 Want  of 

uniformity  of  action  throughout  the  whole  country  as  regards  carrying  out  the  provision 
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Privy  Council — continued. 

of  the  Contagious  Disease  Act;  powers  should  be  given  to  the  Priw  Council  to  enW* 
obedience  to  the  Orders,  Milne  11984-11992.  12109. 

Recommendation  by  the  Committee  that  the  Privy  Council  should  cease  to  issue  orders 

for  the  check  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Rep.  v Proposed  power  in  the  Privv 

Council  to  allow  the  movement,  under  proper  precautions,  of  animals  affected  with  the 
disease,  for  slaughter,  food,  or  shelter,  ib. 

Reference  by  the  Committee  to  the  Orders  of  Council  relating  to  the  transit  of  animals 

as  being  well  adapted  for  their  purpose.  Rep.  vi Improved  system  of  inspection 

required  in  order  to  give  effect  to  such  orders,  ib. 

See  also  Animal  Reports.  Centralisation.  Disinfection.  Foot  and  Mouth 
Disease.  Foreign  Cattle.  Inspection.  Ireland , SfC.,  IX.,  XIV.  Local 

Authorities.  Reports  and  Statistics  [Cattle Plague).  Statistics.  Treatment 
of  Diseases.  Veterinary  Departments. 

Public  Health.  Conclusion  as  to  human  beings  not  being  liable  to  the  fool  and  mouth 
disease,  Simonds  2942,  2943. See  also  Dairies.  Meat  ( Diseased  Animals).  Milk,  fyc. 

Publicity.  Great,  importance  attached  to  the  prompt  report  of  all  cases  of  disease  bv  the 
farmers  or  by  local  inspectors,  it  being  expedient  for  this  purpose  to  make  it  to  the  interest 

of  the  farmer  not  10  make  any  concealment  of  disease.  Brown  2345  et  seq. Approval 

of  a requirement  that  the  occupant  of  a farm  where  any  horned  animal  dies  or  is  slaughtered 

should  report  the  same  within  three  days,  ib.  2494-2499 Difficulty  in  compelling 

notice  by  the  owner  to  Ins  immediate  neighbours,  ib.  2674,  2675 Unwillingness  of 

stock-owners  to  publish  the  existence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  their  cattle  ib. 
2°34.  2835. 

Facility  desirable  as  regards  publicity  of  disease  in  the  locality,  Fisher  ,5200.  9210 

Giounds  for  objecting  to  the  existence  of  disease  on  any  farm  being  advertised,  though 
011  ils  becoming  known  to  the  police,  publicity  would  soon  result  as  among  the  iieighbou7s 
F^on  5417-5427 —Expediency  of  introducing  regulations  by  which  people  would 
be  bound  to  proclaim  the  existence  of  dbei.se ; belief  that  the  Existence  of  fooTand 
mouth  disease  would  not  be  generally  acknowledged,  Gamgee  9605-9607. 

See  also  Compensation.  Fines  and  Penalties. 


Quarantine  : 

invn.ve,d  7 aPP,yi°F.9l,ar.anli"e  regulations  .0  foreign  store  cattle, 
luTdZith  3~i  a distinction  between  fat  ea.tle  and  store  cattle  from 

abi load,  with  ,1  view  to  the  latier  being  quarantined,  ib.  919-023 Prohibitory  effect  of 

quarantine  if  applied  to  store  animals  from  Ireland,  Brown  1424,  1425 Opinion  that 

quaranlme  stations  would  become  immense  pesthouses,  Simonds  3458.  366 1 - Strong 

disapproval  of  a place  of  quarantine  at  Thames  Haven,  or  elsewhere,  *4.  3661.  g 

Brit?  lMrl! 'i“  °f  disense  tannot  be  excluded  by  quarantine  and  inspection, 

,W,t"?s  ,s’ m fact-  ent>,re'y  «PP°*a  to  quarantine,  it.  440a 

jS,  49™,4g%  y °f  q“anmtrae  “ tl,e  P°rt  °r  embarkation  in  Ireland,  F,r- 

delenti,011  ?r  quarantine  in  the  case  of  store  stock,  with 
IheX “?  d“““'  “tt'e  plague,  and  cheep  pox;  facility  to  detection 
stock  at  me  n ? - foP"*"1*  *»  tlw  quarantine  of  all  foreign  store 

n it  L “,te  ' F“h"  6,.,,-6,13-  6n9“5127 Disinfection  rfecessary 

thewnTa  R ra  ^,RerpaT  4u™t!>lel  conveyance  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
the,Tt  8 Increased  of  foreign  dairy  cows  if  subjected  to  quaran- 

mo^m<,“hL°JhitW!t™’fd,1“af  •n!ine  in  TS?nS  °f  the  acute  cases  of  pleuro-pneu- 
8074-80,,!!  p"  “ d I T .‘be  d,seL«  from  “trance  into  the  kingdom,  Clarke 

, Fovid mg  sufficient  lairage  at  the  ports  to  quarantine  a 
breakinrr  out  in  a nun  ('ma  s’  si. 8399  840  i-  Opinion  that  in  the  event  of  disease 

tZ whola  of  animaU  3hould  be  sl"usl,- 

aystem  „f  quarantine  is  altogether  impracticable,  McBride 
imwact  cable9 **  » B.vstem  <*  quaranlme  would  be  costly  and 

s fficiera  in T 94 !■’  ?488'  9620'  8621 Quarantine  of  thirty  days  would  be 

8617,  9618  pleuro-pneumonia  when  inoculation  has  been  adopted,  ib. 

Expediency  of  a period  of  ten  days’  quarantine  at  the  port  of  debarkation  for  the 

discovery 
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Qua  RA  NT1NE — continued. 

discovery  of  rinderpest  and  foot  and  mouth  disease ; opinion  that  for  pleuro-pneumonia 

no  time  would  be  long  enough,  Smith  10264,  10265 Quarantine  for  seven  or  ten  days 

necessary  in  the  case  of  store  cattle  brought  from  abroad.  Walker  12176-12179 

Expediency  of  foreign  cattle  being  quarantined  for  twenty-four  hours,  and  subjected  to 
an  examination  by  a veterinary  inspector;  necessity  also  of  slaughtering  all  cattle  which 
come  from  countries  where  rinderpest  is  known  to  exist,  Lambert  13722-13728. 

See  also  Foreign  Cattle,  7.  Ireland,  fyc.,  VIII. 


R. 

Railways  ( Cattle  Trucks): 

1.  Existing  Accommodation  and  Arrangements  as  to  Transit  by  Railway. 

2.  Suggestions  for  tlie  Adoption  of  an  Improved  System. 

1.  Existing  Accommodation  and  Arrangements  as  to  Transit  by  Railway : 

Statement  of  the  arrangements  for  conveyance  by  railways,  more  especially  as  regards 

waier  supply ; on  a journey  of  twelve  hours  or  so  food  and  water  are  not  needed, 

Brown  1639-1656.  1679-1697.  1727-1737 Very  imperfect  arrangements  for  the 

cleansing  of  railway  trucks ; entire  insufficiency  of  the  staff  of  inspectors  for  enforcing 

this  duty,  ib.  1657-1663 Abuse  at  limes  through  cattle  being  delayed  at  railway 

sidings,  ib.  1698,  1699 Doubt  as  to  cattle  and  sheep  being  ever  put  in  the  same 

truck,  ib.  2202,  2203 Approval  of  tolerably  close  packing  in  trucks  and  on  steamers, 

ib.  2847,  2848. 

Considerable  overcrowding  of  cattle  on  railways ; reference  especially  to  Irish  store- 
cattle,  Simonds  3127-3132 Extensive  correspondence  of  witness  with  railway  com- 

panies; willingness  evinced  by  them  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  department,  Eardley 

Wilmat  3718,3719 Serious  spread  of  disease  in  Ireland  through  the  railway  trucks 

not  being  disinfected;  denial  that  fault  rests  with  witness’ department  in  this  matter, 
Ferguson  4878-4881 . 4888 Information  as  to  the  orders  in  force  in  Ireland  at  dif- 

ferent times  for  the  disinfection  of  railway  trucks,  ib.  5030-5037. 

Statement  that  the  order  as  to  the  disinfection  of  railway  tracks  is  carried  out  by  the 

largest  companies  in  the  most  satisfactory  manner,  Jenkins  6095,  6096 Filthy  state 

of  the  cattle  trucks  upon  the  Irish  railways;  absence  of  any  attempt  to  cleanse  or  disin- 
fect them,  ib.  6124-6126. 

Further  explanations  as  to  the  course  pursued  by  the  Irish  Government  in  dealing 
with  the  railway  companies;  searching  official  inquiry  instituted  as  to  the  validity  of 
the  objections  urged  against  the  Orders  in  Council  by  the  companies,  Ferguson  6187, 

6188 Strong  objection  to  the  method  in  which  cattle  are  conveyed  by  the  railways 

in  Ireland  ; cruel  manner  in  which  the  animals  are  forced  into  the  trucks,  Garnett  G408- 
6418.  6531-6551 Agreement  with  Mr.  Jenkins  in  his  statement  that  the  rail- 

way companies  in  Ireland  do  not  properly  disinfect  their  trucks ; superiority  of  water 
and  carbolic  acid  over  whitewash  for  this  object,  Verdon  7908-7910.  8048. 

Statement  that  fat.  cattle  coming  from  Aberdeen  to  London  lose  in  weight  one  stone 

per  day  by  railway  transit,  Adams  10018 Inspection  of  railway  trucks  in  Cheshire, 

&c.,  left  altogether  to  the  railway  authorities ; unsatisfactory  state  of  those  trucks  as 
regards  their  cleanliness,  Smith  10160-10165.  10324-10329 Considerable  depre- 

ciation in  the  value  of  cattle  by  reason  of  the  privations  during  transit  by  rail, 

Thomson  1 1 40 1—1 1405 Great  carelessness  evinced  in  the  transit  of  cattle  by  railway 

in  Scotland ; difficulty  in  keeping  the  trucks  clean  on  account  of  the  great  traffic  in 
cattle,  Goodlet  1161 3—1 1621,  11666-11668. 

Considerable  attention  paid  by  witness  to  the  question  of  transit  of  cattle  by  rail;  con- 
clusion as  to  the  great  hardships  suffered  by  cattle  when  travelling  by  railway,  Milne  1 1 984, 

11985.  12006-12028.  12081.  12086.  12119,  '2120.  12137-12145 The  paramount 

objections  to  the  present  trucks  is  that  there  is  no  provision  for  feeding  anti  watering 
upon  the  journey;  great  privations  suffered  by  cattle  upon  long  journeys  for  the  want  of 

water,  ib.  12080,  12081 Fair  condition  in  which  the  railway  trucks  in  Scotland  are 

kept ; where  they  are  dirty  it  is  on  account  of  the  want  of  time  to  cleanse  them.  Smith 
12393-12396. 

2.  Suggestions  for  the  Adoption  of  an  Improved  System  : 

Expediency  of  the  companies  being  required  to  facilitate  the  transit  on  long  journeys, 

Brown  1700-1704 Approval  of  increased  inspection  in  order  to  see  that  railway 

trucks  are  disinfected,  ib.  2204-2206 Additional  charge  for  conveyance  if  the  railway 

companies  be  required  to  make  better  provision  for  the  supply  of  water,  Sec.,  ib.  2234- 

2236 Improvement  if  the  cattle  trucks  were  covered  over,  and  were  open  at  the  sides, 

ib.  2252-2254. 

Concurrence  in  the  opinion  as  to  the  want  of  better  disinfection  of  railway  trucks,  &c., 

353.  5 c Brmm 
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Railways  (Cattle  Trucks)— continued. 

2.  Suggestions  for  the  Adoption  of  an  Improved  System— continued. 

Brow,,  2845,  2846;  Stratum  4525,  4526.  457S.  4630.  4898 ; Virdon  7!24 Clarke  8sSn- 
8592;  McBride  9105-gi  10;  Duckham  9828-9831.  9923-9920.  'J  8 

Expediency  nf  the  railway  tracks,  L-c.  being  under  the  inspectors  of  the  cent™! 

authority,  Simonds  3]  63 Avoidance  of  hardship  to  cattle  in  inland  transit  if  anX! 

travelling  could  be  secured,  it  3234,  3235-  3323.  3324 Importance  of  arrangements 

for  the  proper  cleansing  as  well  as  the  disinfection  of  railway  trucks,  it.  3463-3486 
Expediency  of  the  railway  trucks  being  as  well  cleansed  in  Ireland  as  they  are  in  Scot 

and,  Morrow  5756,  57.57  677l,  5772.  5804,  5805.  5822,  5S23 Suggestions  as  to  ■ 

the  means  to  be  adopted  for  preventing  the  overcrowding  of  cattle  in  railway  trucks 

G arnett  6532-6550 -Advantage  of  a Government  inspector  specially  charged  with  the 

duty  of  seeing  thsit  railway  trucks  are  properly  cleansed  and  disinfected,  Rir/by  880- 

883t;  Smith  10163-10165.  10329 Suggestions  as  to  the  regulations  necessary  for  the 

proper  cleansing  and  disinfecting  of  railway  trucks,  Stewart  11846-1 18,51. 

Preparation  by  uiiness  of  two  models  of  iinproyed  railway  trucks:  explanation  of 
their  construction,  Milne  12029-12068.  12080,  12092-12094.  12131-12136— — Calcuta 
tionasto  the  cost  ol  converting  the  existing  trucks  as  proposed  by  witness:  expected 
willingness  to  pay  an  increased  rate  to  the  railway  companies  for  the  use  of  improved 

trunks,  si.  12055.  I20f^-12079-  12121-12124.  12130.  1213d Obviation  of  ail  ihe 

hardships  suffered  by  cattle  in  the  existing  trucks  hy  the  adoption  of  the  trucks  submitted 
by  witness,  ib.  12087-12090.  u 

Suggestions  for  the  better  transit  of  cattle  by  railway;  contention  that  the  naM 
improvement  required  is  in  the  speed  with  which  they  are  carried.  Smith  12483-12,00 
•2397.  12398.  J J ‘-on- 

trnckfS£..IOIffie?'>Jlitlle  C““'miltee  for  a"  “landed  sysiem  of  inspection  of  railway 

See  also  Dead  Meat.  Disinfection.  Watering  of  Cattle. 

Raiment,  Samuel  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is  the  inspector  of  the  Metro- 
politan Cattle  Mattel,  14163 Examination  with  regard  to  the  visits  paid  to  Urn 

' “'k!  |.b{  Mr-  webb  "1  ihe  month  of  June  1872;  statement  that  witness  failed  to 
detect  loot  and  mouth  disease  m the  animals  pointed  out  by  Mr  Webb  14164-11180 

liSZiiXrrfXZ&f**  a“‘1  m°Ut"  di"”5e  int,‘“  Mafket  it,  ufe 

Read,  Clare  Sewell  (Member  of  the  Committee).  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence  ^-Informa- 
tion relative  to  the  working  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act  in  Norfolk;  when  the  Act 
was  passed  in  1869  there  was  no  local  authority  in  tile  comity  14088-Moni 
Memorial  sent  by  the  county  to  the  Privy  Conned  with  regard  to  foot  and  month  Ord^T 
poweis  given  to  the  local  authorities  lo  issue  orders  for  their  districts,  14097-14105 
Order  issued  by  .the  local  authority  with  reference  to  pleura-pneumonia  by  which  a 
license  was  granted  for  die  removal  of  animals,  14106,  ,4107— Examination al to he 

“ Ple'"'0-P”“m0”ia=  ■«»  “f“s  d“L1n 

tnecount5  or  iNoilolk,  14108-14110.  14121-14135.  14141-14148. 

Statement  as  to  the  number  of  prosecutions  in  the  county  since  the  of  (l,„  a-, 

SM*  STSiSf,  ^ tU|M,pr,i80;'  ta  ***  0Pi7enaS,.t  hr4tf. 

veto,  inrety  nurreeons ; 

Increase  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  during  last  year.  11110  1 1 1 on  c-tof ic  r 

Norfolk  Farmers’  Live  Stock  Insurance  Company.  1 4 1 -16- 1 ii a Hr,  if™! tlCf  °f . • 16 

betwien  the  county  and  borough  local  authorities  ^lsi-i/t  s*  for«»ity  of  action 
the  means  for  giving  compensation  in  the  county  for 

Professor  Simonds  is  answerable  For  this  delay,  ib.  675*  P ^ 672-6 to 

Statistical  Report  for  the  Cattle  Plague  Department3  in  1 8*6-3,  “ '°“  by  ^,‘n?9,of  the 
appendix  to  Dr.  Williams'  Report  ,'S  q/oToToT  b ' hy'  was  P“Mlslled  “ >•» 
statement  that  Dr.  Williams  wm  not  instifed  in4delavi  ®xa“m“t,<m  111  support  of  the 
up  by  witness  on  the  subject  of  the  battle  disease,  ib. 

Complaint  , by  witness  as  to  the  limitation  by  Dr  Williams  of  j 1048.1-195<J2_— 

"o5orati°nt0  te  giVenaS  l°  ^ I™**  “4  e«entofSt‘SJep“T 

t^cSr  s C(mnoii  office  re,a- 

Desire  of  the  Lords  of  theCounl,  tL  «* 

lengthy, 
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Reports  and  Statistics  ( Cattle  Plague) — continued. 

lengthy  Williams  1051a  105.3 Reasons  for  Mr.  Olode's  Report  beini  printed  in  a 

Ms  repon  was  not  ^ 

Rigby  Theme.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence. )-Is  a farmer  in  Cheshire,  and  Secretary  to 
the  Chamber  of  A|r, culture  in  that  county ; is  also  Secretary  to  the  Liverpool  1“L 
tore  Society,  8744-S74  — Has  considerable  acquaintance  with  faminw  TperatS  ls  i„ 
the  counties  of  Flint  and  Denbigh,  8749-8753.  0 H m 

Examination  as  to  the  course  adopted  in  Cheshire  in  relation  to  the  cattle  nine  lie  • 
eiioneous  state, uenis  made  by  Mr.  Verilon  with  reference  to  the  farmers  and  faring  of 

Cheshne,  8754-8757.  8839-3859.  8915-8933.  8995-9014.  9000-9026 Statement  flint 

n Cheshire  the  cattle  plague  has  been  worse  than  in  any  county  in  England  ; calculation 
that  the  losses  incurred  amounted  to  700,000  l.  or  800,000  l. ; 8758-8762.  9015. 

The  disease  first  brought  into  the  county  by  some  Dutch  cattle  sent  from  the  Metropo- 
-Decided  opinion  that  every  animal  when  attacked  with 


litan  market,  8763-8766—  _ e,w  auim 

pleura-pneumonia  should  be  at  once  slaughtered  ; contention  that  the  Zu“h“i-aonnferted 
|^e“a8S7”°“3d7g"_tg788°'1  be  “e  m0St  llleI<>enaive  method  °f  treating  the  disease,  8766- 

Evidence  in  favour  of  inoculation  as  a means  of  preventing  the  attacks  of  oleuro- 
pneumoniaj", stances  in  which  such  treatment  has  been  successful,  8770-6772  8775 

8873-8879.  8969-8989 -Compensation  should  be  paid  for  animals  which  have  been 

slaughtered  to  the  extent  of  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  their  value,  8774. 

Cattle  which  have  been  herded  with  diseased  animals  should  be  isolated  for  at  least 

two  months,  8776-8781 Belief  that  when  a diseased  animal  has  died,  the  danger  of 

contagion  is  in  agreat  measure  removed  from  the  carcase,  8781 Statement  that  Welsh 

cattle  are  more  exemptthan  Irish  cattle  from  foot  and  mouth  disease;  opinion  that  the 
disease  is  contracted  in  the  transit  from  Ireland,  8789  8797.  8860-8870. 

Examination  as  to  the  health  oflrish  cattle  brought  over  to  England  ; suggestions  as 
to  the  means  which  should  be  adopted  to  insure  their  coming  in  i healthv  state.  8700- 

8809.  8819-8825.  8910-8914 Necessity  of  uniformity  in  Carrying  out  the  Orders  in 

Council  with  the  view  of  stopping  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  8810- 

Desirability  of  a Government  inspector  specially  charged  with  the  duty  of  seeino  that 

railway  trucks  are  properly  cleansed  and  disinfected,  8827-8831 Detailed  statement 

of  the  average  loss  in  Cheshire  from  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  from  pleuro- 
pneumonia, during  the  last  three  years  and  a half,  8832-8838.  8881-S885. 

Pamphlet  written  by  witness,  in  which  are  discussed  the  causes  and  reasons  wily 
Cheshire  should  have  been  exceptionally  injured  by  the  cattle  plague,  8855-8*50  88q‘>- 

o§^.‘7TLarge  numbers  of  ca,ves  born  in  Cheshire ; ultimate  destination  of  theiTe, 
0080—8891.  * 

Opinion  that  Cheshire  will  always  be  severely  visited  by  the  cattle  plague  on  account 
of  being  so  very  largely  stocked  with  cattle;  contention  that  the  only  way  to  make  the 

county  secure  is  to  stamp  out  the  disease  whenever  it  first  appears,  8902-8905 Belief 

that  the  farmers  in  Cheshire  would  cordially  agree  to  slaughteiing  the  cattle  if  the  plague 
were  to  break  out  again,  8932-8934.  0 

Expediency  of  the  county  board  being  constituted  partly  of  justices  of  the  peace  and 
partly  of  tenant  farmers ; opinion  that  this  arrangement  would  give  more  confidence  to 

the  farmers,  8934-8938.  8990-8994 Considerable  amount  of  inconvenience  which 

would  result  from  stopping  fairs  or  markets;  opinion  that  such  a course  need  not  be 
taken  if  stringent  measures  are  taken  as  to  slaughter  and  isolation,  8942-8945. 

Satisfactory  manner  in  which  the  movement  of  cattle  by  certificate  was  canied  out  in 
the  county;  certain  circumstances  in  which  the  certificate  might  be  made  use  of  in  the 

future,  8946-8959 Further  statement  as  to  the  compensation  to  be  paid  to  the  owner 

of  slaughtered  animals ; expediency  of  compensation  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  loss, 
8960-8968. 

Large  numbers  of  cattle  slaughtered  in  Cheshire  for  which  no  compensation  was  given ; 
opposition  to  the  slaughter  ceased  to  a considerable  extent  upon  compensation  being- 

made,  9016-9019 Irish  cattle  would  increase  in  value  if  they  could  be  brought  into 

the  county  in  as  healthy  a state  as  Welsh  cattle,  9027. 

Rinderpest.  See  Cattle  Plague. 

Roberts,  George  Christopher . (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  town  clerk  of  Hull ; was 

a member  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Committee  from  its  formation,  13113-13117 Provision 

for  the  inspection  of  foreign  cattle  imported  into  Hull,  13118 Statement  as  to  the 

provision  of  lairs  for  scheduled  and  unscheduled  cattle ; special  construction  of  these 
lairs  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Privy  Council,  igug.  13125.  13321. 

353*  S c 2 Exisiing 
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Robert!,  George  Christopher.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence )-conlmued. 

]»iSXJndnSia“rmSdaa°n-f0r?esla“*!*terofcattIei  statement  .hat  the  value  of  the 
lairs  and  slaughter-houses  is  about  25,000/. ; 13126-10100  it 

of  complaints  as  to  the  insufficiency  of  sheds  provided  bv  the  dock col™."* 

St"c32ef ,mg  t0  the  °'"y  “mplai"‘ 

Explanation  relative  to  a complaint  by  Professor  Brown  ns  to  the  nresenoe  of 
catte  without  the  defined  area'  13>3!M3>4—  Information as S 
Professor  Brown  of  ihe  defined  area;  production  of  plans  showing  its  precise  nositiol7 

catlt  owtet'h3'70'^1,75'  '3aJ®-*32W-  '33=1-63303— Statement  ttatdiS  S 

“i^3W.*"7^84r  m C0rp0rati0“-field-  d«rfPtion  of  this  nSt! 

Memorial  presented  to  the  corporation  with  a view  to  having  the  marker  aitA  j 
account  of  its  inconvenient  situation  ; action  taken  by  the  Privy  Council  unon^tl?0 

r,vtw,M3155'1?l69‘T'Ple,dgef  ,and  grantees  entered  into  b/the  cmporation  whh 
a view  to  properly  guarding  the  defined  area,  13163-13169.  P l0n  w,th 

were ^responsible"' lesnel^enter” ibe  io^,™“SifMtS%S!li0°" 

am 

Soames  by  the  local  authority,  1 3188,  13189.  13207-1 3209.  ° J ph 

Decided  opinion  that  it  would  be  unreasonable  that  Hull  should  he  h™nIl  + , 

diseased  cattle  brought  to  the  port,  13210-132,4 Contents  that  he  ^ 1 P‘Y  f°‘' 

stances  do  not  warrant  the  statement  that  the  cattle  plat„f  Mhe Fas t bA  ar0I!m" 
communicated  from  the  Hull  Market,  13215-13222.  P 0 “ “ ‘ RldlnS  was  Arat 

Circumstiinces  under  which  cattle  would  be  slamrliiereH  ....  -,l---e  ■ 

arriving  in  Hull  with  disease  on  board,  1 3123-1 322  Thetol  1"  8“ariml‘"e’  “l»l 

are  ihe  property  of  private  individuals,  bit  Hall 

favourable  opinion  of  these  slaughter-houses,  13235- 1 jig,?  y regulations ; 

Statement  that  the  Lincolnshire  and  the  foreign  cattle  are  a- tv 

jners ; description  of  the  position  of  these  piers,  i3?6^V7Q_P £li  rf,firent 
the  railway  at  Hull,  to  prevent  the  inco„vc,!ien« 

Veterinary  ^“whf  Snt?oT’dutt?f  t‘he  fTA  a"d 

Coutentio;,  that  the  expenses  ofcnmm. lore 


to  H 


tendon  that  the  ^peuses  of  compulsory  sliwgbterof  anima^R*haUt^?l*feS,|1^23 1 

!“"  be  borne  by  the  Im,Td  by  tha 

destroyed11  on  board*  the""  jTephs'oam'eJ'lu  ^etaTK'e"^  t,let°'v"er  of  the  cattle 
ground  that  it  did  not  order  the  cattle  to  be  Ta„°hterod  TIT  °U  p,yV°"  *be 

'3l“303!°  11,6  l0SS  "’",Ch  reaUltS  ft0ra  sendin"  dead  ■■'aa‘  ®ail  in  the'  hot  weatheT 

Htm,  ,33or 

Establishment  oMairs  for  foreign  cattle  in  the  year  1866  • 1009-  ai 

case  of  pleura-pneumonia  in  Hull,  13330 Statementth^  33  /~7rbsence  of  any 

disease  has  never  been  reported  to  the  local  author^ at  Hull  • Ih*  > °°J-  Td  mouth 
usually  made  with  respect  to  cattle  disease,  13333-13357*  H * ’ ch  ter  of  the  rePorts 

ofXoi^1 tSiSSr,  i “.“'a-  '3364-13369— Opinion 

shifted  from  the  centre  to  the  outside  of  tie  town,  1337X1*3376* * °’d  market  should  be 

**£*£%  interested  in  the. 

.'  0529  ■— Siatement  that,  except  f™  \ ^Tere"  £ifd,  "»»/  fcais,  10524- 

importation  from  foreign  countries  - reasons  fn  k ? w‘ll.be  very  little  increase  of 
.0548.  10573-10580.  10643,  ,o689;  .?69o  royey-io/r  ’ '°53°-10d37-  '°54=- 

const’ant  exisfen  ™ 0!“  ST^n'm^w  ’LTLVom  TS^  ‘°  imp0rt  Callla  trom  • 
10645-10657.  10693-10698.  10912-107.,  fXoo  P tS0f  th«* .country,  10537,  >0538. 
of  all  the  foreign  cattle  at  the  water-side  would  have  nn°7ff47~*"?ehef  -that  tile  sJaug’>ter 
porta  turns;  fixed  regulations  upon  this  mint  would  1 0 e®jct  decreasing  the  foreign  ira- 
steadier,  10539-10541 . 10635,  10636.  tha  *''ada 

tbatTmlr  VZVr  o^  ^ «» W*  * 

-649-' 0558.  ,0563-10566.  .0568-.0572|g.o73„, 
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Robinson,  Anthony  George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 
tion  of  cattle  from  Austria,  which  used  to  be  very  considerable,  has  altogether  fallen  off, 
10578 Increase  in  price  of  cattle  in  Spain  and  Portugal;  falling  off  in  the  importa- 

tion for  this  reason,  10579,  10580.  10767-10770. 

Information  in  regard  to  the  weight  of  foreign  cattle,  and  the  loss  of  live  weight  after 

a sea  voyage,  10581-10593 Depreciation  in  value  to  the  extent  of  4 /.  by  the  loss  of 

two  cwt.  in  weight,  10594-10602 Large  amount  of  dead  meat  imported  from  the  conti- 

nent ; statement  that  this  trade  could  not  he  carried  on  with  advantage  where  the  voyage 
is  longer  than  thirty-six  hours,  10603-10612.  10659-10663.  10702-10705. 

Considerable  amount  of  business  done  by  witness  in  the  cattle  carrying  trade; 

countries  from  which  cattle  are  carried,  10613-10619.  10675-10680 Examination  as 

to  the  countries  which  are  scheduled  under  the  Act  of  1869;  expediency  of  the  restric- 
tions being  applied  to  all  cattle  coming  from  abroad,  10620-10636.  10727-10729 

Occasional  importation  of  cattle  into  Southampton,  10638-10641. 

Statement  that  all  the  cattle  imported  by  witness  for  the  London  market  are  landed  at 
Thames  Haven  ; considerable  loss  resulting  from  the  slaughter  of  animals  at  that  place, 

10664-10660.  10758-10766.  10778 Return  of  the  numbers  of  cattle  imported  from 

Portugal  in  the  years  1868  to  1873  by  witness,  10672-10674.  10701 Favourable 

terms  upon  which  Russian  cattle  could  be  now  imported  to  this  country,  10699,  10700. 
10706-10711. 

Further  evidence  as  to  the  expediency  of  fixed  regulations  for  the  import  of  foreign 
cattle ; advantage  of  the  certainty  of  the  animals  being  slaughtered  over  the  uncertainty 

of  not  knowing  what  to  do  with  them,  10718-10723 The  tendency  of  the  London 

trade  is  towards  the  dead  meat  trade ; expediency,  for  that  reason,  of  all  the  foreign 

cattle  being  sent  to  Deptford,  10746-10757 Statement  showing  the  prices  of  meat, 

in  the  London  market,  per  hundred  weigh!  during  the  past  few  years,  10771-10773 

Relative  prices  of  meat  in  Holland  in  the  year  1847,  and  in  the  present  year,  10774- 

10776 Cause  of  the  sudden  drop  in  the  Poituguese  trade  in  1872 ; 10777 Reason 

why  witness  brings  the  cattle  to  Thames  Haven  instead  of  Deptford,  10778. 

Royal  Agricultural  Society.  Instructions  given  by  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  to  wit- 
ness with  regard  to  inquiries  as  to  foot  and  mouth  disease;  report  on  the  whole  subject 
sent  in  by  witness,  Jenkins  5837-5842. 

General  disageement  with  the  statements  contained  in  Mr.  Jenkins’ report;  opinion 
that  the  right  of  entry  to  premises,  as  advocated  by  Mr.  Jenkins,  is  highly  objectionable, 
Verdon  7888-7903.  7976. 

Resol ui ions  laid  before  the  Vice  President  of  the  Privy  Council  on  the  4th  July  1872, 
by  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of  England,  relative  to  the  precautions  necessary  to 
check  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  App.  574,  575. 

Suggestions  by  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society,  submitted  to  the  Privy  Council  in 
December  1872,  for  preventing  the  spread  of  cattle  diseases,  aud  for  amending  the  Act 
of  1869,  App.  576-57^’ 

Royal  Dublin  Society.  Disagreement  with  the  report  of  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Dublin 
Society,  as  regards  the  rigid  enforcement  of  regulations  for  the  prevention  of  disease. 
Garnet  6437-6440. 

Queries  with  regard  to  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  issued  by  the  Dublin 
Agricultural  Society;  answers  by  witness  to  these  queries,  Verdon  7173-7176. 

Conclusions  and  recommendations  of  the  Society  in  March  1872  on  the  subject  of  fairs 

and  markets,  railway  transit,  lairs  at  seaports,  steamers,  &c.,  App.  588,  589 Strong 

disapproval  by  the  Society  in  May  1873  of  a proposal  for  stopping  all  fairs  and  markets, 
and  ail  movements  of  cattle  and  sheep  for  two  months,  ib.  589. 

Russia.  Prohibition  of  import  of  cattle  from  Russia  by  Order  in  Council,  19th  July  1872, 

Williams  155-158 Proposition  made  to  the  Veterinary  Department  for  the  renewal  of 

import  from  Russia;  refusal  thereof  for  the  present,  ib.  164-179 -Statement  as  to 

Russia  never  being  free  from  cattle  plague,  ib.  1 75 Grounds  for  the  opinion  that  England 

will  eventually  be  dependent  indirectly  upon  Russia  for  her  foreign  supply;  great  im- 
portance on  this  score  of  effectual  quarantine  regulations  on  the  German-Russian 
frontier,  ib.  199-221.  717. 

Great  expense  of  an  extensive  system  of  quarantine  in  Russia  before  export  to  Eng- 
land, Williams  718-721 Introduction  of  the  cattle  plague  into  Hamburgh,  and  thence 

to  England  by  some  Russian  cattle,  which  went  in  the  first  instance  from  Cron- 
stadt  to  Limerick  ; prohibition  since  placed  upon  the  export  of  Russian  cattle  into 
North  Germany,  ib.  722-728 — - — Explanation  that  sheep  in  Russia  are  scheduled,  be- 
cause of  the  cattle  plague  there,  ib.  734. 

Large  number  of  cattle  proposed  to  be  imported  by  certain  persons  from  Russia,  only 
that  the  conditions  were  not  deemed  satisfactory,  Williams  888-891 Decided  advau- 
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Russia — continued. 

i“SpeCliM  »“«  Pri'y  C°u-‘  at  the  export  ports 

52  “ f 

SjBKS’J&S*  reS"lali0,,S' impMt  fn”  ““*<  a“d  -11  -P»t  to  M?*Z 

Great  and  growing  danger  of  the  import  of  cattle  plague  with  Russian  cattl,  , 1 
stringent  regulations  are  maintained,  4 month  3079  3095 Objection  to  inmoi-t  d f ! 

309“  th0,,e  011  the  cat',e  "'elesla”*h^ at  «■»  p«  <*  &?. 

Opinion  that  without  precautions  Russia  is  not  a safe  country  from  which  tn  imnm.* 

1o537»  S^'loe^-ioesy!  loGgV-iolg^  Robinson 

to  .'?“l?.c?u,d  bs  i">P»«ed  into  this  count  ”ij.  , 069^°. 0700 

111  while  to  lmnort  Russian  PtiHlo  1...  , 


1 o-ofi  n • • , - • u ° v iruP0ltea  ‘»to  tins  country,  \ 0600  10700 


&tt”lmss  sale  wvTSSi°"  Clla,'ged  in  L1™'P00l  for  the  sale  of  cattle  is  per  cent  on 
K'r  MWS  a guarantee  1 ,he  charges  in  London  are aJu? 4 a.  a he^" 


5fonf'[relm^h,ent  ‘'lal  °f  ?■  =!,'t,le  S“PP' W to  t,le  Salford  »>»*<*,  abont  five-sixths  are 
trom  Ireland  in  summer,  and  in  winter  about  one-half,  Lambert  loafl.i  i,,k-  r» 

ma;rt,aa  ,‘°409a,;d  “o“th *?■”.“  cmi?  Yy etiuaiiy * ti*?™** £Sl 

Salford  market4?}9 Iff? ! f n as  to  ,tlle  “.Pr'f  of  German  sheep  in  the 

] 't-iofi  loin,,  ’ 'u  d' o 'eflH  -Average  numbers  of  cattle  shown  in  the  market  ib 

6 1,1  L°“d0"  W>'kh  Me  te0“=llt  *°  Salford 

aboLnal?„Xlfof  5fere“‘?s“laS,.e'7  ”?**?',  “?  *’”*>“'■ “d  aattle  dealer  at  Salford; 
-Chief  °ons„mp£r^^ 


Scheduled  Countries  ( Act  of  1S69>  See  Foreign  Cattle. 

w'asTsfued  If  July  ^“admiS^  cauTeT^Tl  “f"  »**  “ Order  in  Council 
stringent  conditions  ; this  order  is  nmv  '°!n  ,®.cb  eBwl"  and  Holstein  under  certain 

Germany  will  ““  Sell  v L »nH  H Expectation  that 

StatementmstothLatuTL'm  SehW^  <™n , oonsnmptiou,  it. 

at  the  port  of  landing,  ib.  1160-!  171  chleswig  and  Holstein  being  now  killed 


these  Sude'to  fois°countI'y  55n5d  b^th^f1*”1*  S,cMe8wiS-Holstein  ; supply  of 

GeW,o,'0'M?g6l-,e977J^SMislactivyelsfr“a.!,!r0|uerCOUmrles;“,U,eCo“ta’“’t- 


Gebhardt  ■egei-legyy-^'sahstfo.toit5'  the  demallds  in  other  eoumries  on  the  Continent, 
_ «s  regards  the  rem°Val  °f  t,le 


w c,  in,  r,ju/0-iy U05. 

fSr  Saotch  cattle  and  for  Irish 


Pmnoc  i x 1 , u,6  uum  ireiaua  m Jingland,  Clarke  8^68-8^7^ 

of  the  local  au th 0 ri  ties ^ Intake  ac ticm c ° lju  m ’ 1,4  ee  a*  Edinburgh,  made  up  of  members 
Stewart  u 882-1 188g-I_  Statement^ that u!  suPrfSI”?  ,of  aattle  disease  in  Scodand, 
tndnce  consignors  to  Li  fat  “ **"“*  * 

See  also  Aberdeenshire.  ForfarsUre.  Glasgow.  Perthshire. 

Sheep : 


3.  Foot  and  Mouth  .Disease. 

2.  Sheep-pox. 

3.  Sheep  Scab. 

4.  Restrictions  upon  Foreign  Import  generally. 

5.  o keep -breeding  in  Ireland  and  Scotland. 


1.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease: 

among 
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Sheep — continued. 

1.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — continued. 

among  sheep;  considerable  fatality  of on  outbreak  near  Harrow  in  1862,  Brown  271 7-2700 

2724,  2725 Doubt  as  to  the  development  of  the  disease  in  the  mouth  of  the  sheep  not 

having  been  as  great  m former  years  as  at  present,  ih.  2719-2721.  2883-2885. 

Serious  extent  to  which  sheep  have  been  attacked  with  foot  and  mouth  disease 

Stratton  4501.  4555-,  4619-4621.  4736-474° Witness  has  had  as  many  as  1,000 

sheep  attacked  with  toot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  4501 Very  serious  losses  of  witness 

from  the  loot  and  mouth  disease  among  his  sheep;  large  losses  throughout  the  East 
Riding,  Fisher  5128-5145.  5199-5205. 

Outbreak  ol  foot  and  mouth  disease  among  some  sheep  purchased  by  witness  at 

Falkirk  in  October  1872,  Morrow  5622-5624 Opinion  as  to  witness’ sheep  in  Ireland 

having  at  one  time  suffered  from  an  attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  5725-5720. 
6798-5^°3  Relative  effect  of  sheep  rot  and  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  ease  of 
witness’  sheep,  ib.  5798-5803. 5827,  5828. 

2.  Sheep-pox : 

Sufficiency  of  the  present  precautions  for  preventing,  by  isolation,  outbreaks  of  sheep- 
pox  ; slaughtering  is  not  necessary,  though  it  would  be  advantageous,  Williams  356-362' 

■ Statement  to  the  effect  that  witness  would  not  have  a countiy  scheduled  \4iLh  reward 

to  sheep,  owing  to  sheep-pox,  ib.  1042-1054. 

Want  of  more  stringent  regulations  as  to  slaughtering  in  the  case  of  sheep-pox,  Broion 

1738-1742 Opinion  that  sheep-pox  is  a very  serious  disease,  and  that  the  present 

restrictions  should  be  increased,  ib.  2101-2105 Expediency  of  a system  of  compul- 
sory slaughter  in  the  case  of  sheep-pox,  ib.  2700.  2702. , 1 

Prevalence  of  sheep-pox  in  1848;  efficiency  of  strict  isolation  in  keeping  it  down  in 

that  year  and  subsequently,  Simonds  3050-3055 Approval  of  strict  regulations  as 

to  movement  and  isolation  in  the  case  of  sheep- pox,  but  not  of  compulsory  slaughter 

ib.  3054-3056 Several  causes  of  the  spread  of  sheep-pox  in  Norfolk  in  1848  “very 

imperfect  inoculation  and  vaccination  at  that  period,  ib.  3247-3252 Approval  of 

inoculation  (but  not  of  vaccination)  for  sheep-pox  under  certain  circumstances,  ib.  3251- 

3-55 Modified  system  of  slaughter  proposed  to  be  supplied  in  connection  with  sheep- 

pox;  suggestions  also  for  daily  inspection  and  careful  isolation,  ib.  3255-3264. 

Absence  of  slieep-pox  in  Ireland,  Baldwin  3883-3885 Advisability  of  slaughter- 

ing flocks  that  are  infected  with  sheep-pox;  inefficiency  of  inoculation  ns  a preventive 

of  sheep-pox,  McBride  9048,  9049.  9163-9165.  9204-9210 Means  necessary  to  be 

taken  to  prevent  the  spread  of  sheep-pox  among  flocks,  Gamgec  9469,  9470. 

Recommendation  by  the  Committee  that  the  slaughter  of  all  sheep  affected  with 
slieep-pox  should  be  compulsory  with  compensation,  Rep.  iv. 

3.  Sheep  Scab  : 

Witness  does  not  believe  that  scab  has  been  introduced  from  abroad,  every  case  bei no- 

taken  at  the  ports,  Williams  335-337 Adequacy  of  the  present  regulations  as  regards 

scab  in  sheep  if  they  were  only  carried  out,  Brown  1563-1567 The  disease  is  not  a 

fatal  one,  but  produces  much  loss  of  condition,  ib.  1566' The  affection  is  local  and  is 

cured  without  much  difficulty,  ib.  1567. 

Very  infectious  character  of  sheep  scab,  so  that  it  may  well  be  placed  under  stringent 
restrictions,  Simonds  31 90-3 1 98.  3239-3246 Consideration  of  the  powers  of  inspec- 

tion and  the  powers  of  entry  necessary  in  order  to  secure  a proper  treatment  or  dressing 
of  scab  in  sheep,  ib.  3354"336o.  3363~336S- 

Information  with  regard  to  scab  in  sheep  ; statement  that  this  disease  is  of  a very 

transient  character,  Verdon  7783-7800 Opinion  that  scab  is  of  trivial  consequence, 

Walsli  8074-8080.  8134-8138 Inexpediency  of  including  sheep-scab  in  the  Act, 

Lambert  13471-13474.  13495-13740 Insignificance  of  the  disease,  W.  Brown 

13899*  539°0- 

4.  Restrictions  upon  Foreign  Import  generally : 

Nature  of  the  restrictions  as  to  sheep  and  pigs  imported  from  foreign  countries, 

Williams  159-163 Restrictions  as  regards  sheep  which  come  over  with  cattle  from 

scheduled  countries,  ib.  715,  716 Particulars  relative  to  the  inspection  of  foreign 

sheep  as  carried  out  at  Brown's  Wharf  in  London;  opinion  that  the  inspection  does  not 
guarantee  the  detection  of  foot  and  mouth  disease.  Hunting  4786-4795.  4809-4825. 

5.  Sheep-breeding  in  Ireland  and  Scotland ; 

Statement  as  to  witness  (in  Ireland)  having  kept  fewer  cattle  of  late  years  and  more 
sheep,  the  latter  paying  pretty  well.  Morrow 5793-  5797“ Information  as  to  the  reduc- 

tion in  the  number  of  sheep;  statement  that  the  breeding  of  sheep  has  been  largely 
discontinued  both  in  Ireland  and  in  Scotland,  Verdon. 7997-8005. 

See  also  Ballinasloe  Fair.  Fairs  and  Markets.  Weyhill  Fair. 
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Sheffield.  • Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  compulsory  slaughter  at  the  ports  would  he 
imuiious  to  the  butcher  m Sheffield  ; also  to  the  public  by  the  deterioration  of  th*  meat 

Y°°*COt  138*8.  13841-13843 Small  number  of  sheep  obtained  fromS’l 

for  the  Sheffield  market,  ib.  13831-13837.  «nuu 


Shipment  and  Landing  of  Cattle.  See  Cattle  Ships.  Cruelty. 

Simonds , Professor  James  Beart.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  principal  of  the  Roval 
Veterinary  College,  2892 Was  an  officer  of  the  Privy  Council  Veterinary  Depart- 

ment up  to  March  1872;  was  for  many  years  previously  employed  on  the  part  of  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  the  diseases  of  animals,  and  has' on  several  occasions  made  official 
investigations  on  the  Continent  relative  to  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia,  &c.,  2893- 

t* i rst  experience  of  witness  as  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  1839,  when  it  was 
conveyed  to  a farm  near  Laleham  by  some  suckling  calves  from  the  Metropolitan  market 

2904-2910  Proof  by  experiment  that  the  disease  may  be  conveyed  by  pigs,  2906 - 

Prevalence  of  the  disease  in  1640  and  1841 ; serious  outbreaks  also  in  1845,  1862  and 

, 1 869 ; 2907-2910.  2916-2918 Considerable  fatality  from  the  disease  in  1840-41 

owing  very  much  to  its  treatment  having  been  misunderstood,  2gi  1-2914. 

Statement  as  to  sheep,  pigs,  and  domestic  poultry  being  susceptible  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease;  belief  that  dogs,  hares,  and  rabbits,  and  birds  generally  are  not  liable  to  the 

disease,  2919.2938-2941 More  serious  outbreak  in  1872,  but  for  the  Act  of  1860- 

2920*  2921 Appearance  of  the  disease  in  Ireland  in  1839,  since  which  year  there 

have  been  several  outbreaks,  2922-0924 Difficulty  in  accounting  for  the  original 

introduction  of  the  disease  into  England,  foreign  cattle  not  having  been  then  imported - 

it  probably  was  brought  in  bv  ship  stores,  2925,  2626.  2933-2937 Very  long  period 

toi  winch  the  disease  has  existed  in  Europe,  whilst  at  present  it  is  spread  almost  over  the 
globe,  2927,  2928. 

c,  Peci'!',ai;  circumstances  under  which  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  conveyed  to  New 

South  Vales  by  some  cattle  from  England,  2929-2932 Conclusion  as  to  human 

beings  not  being  liable  to  the  disease,  2942,  2943 Material  effect  of  the  cattle  plaoue 

lestuctions  m decreasing  the  amount  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  2944-2048 Do'uhf 

as  to  the  prevalence  of  the  disease  in  1872  having  been  chiefly  owing  to  foreign  import 
2949— -Upmion  that  mere  isolation  would  not  suffice  to  get  rid  of  the  disease?  and  that 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  to  re-impose  the  same  stringent  regulations  as  to 
removal,  &c.,  which  were  111  force  for  the  cattle  plague,  2950-2956. 

Evidence  to  the  effect  that  witness  disapproves  of  the  prohibition  of  removal,  and  that 
even  with  extreme  and  stringent  regulations  foot  and  mouth  disease  would  not  be 
extnpated,  and  would  again  break  out;  nor  would  the  farmers  tolerate  extreme  measures 

on  the  subject,  2955-2977 Approval  of  the  continued  prohibition  upon  the  exposure 

of  diMased  »n,,,,a  s ",  fans  and  markets,  agfl7.  s97S Objection  to  any  restrictions  by 

and ..  bell?!d  tl,08e  111  ‘b'  4ct’  "S" s7-  2977-  3000 Opinion  that  animals 

under  the  disease  should  be  removable  from  the  farm  to  the  slaughterhouse,  or  from  one 
part  of  a farm  to  another  part,  2979-2983.  3001. 

ea ^4'  *4  foreign  fat  stock  found  to  be  the  subjects  of  foot  and  mouth  dis- 

stock  Yf  Tfd  T the  S|)C?’  J99«-2998 Also  that  all  foreign  store 

YsKLY  o d ’ s'®  "SeaSe’  *ould  be  to  the  country  a hence  exported, 

-9fH--991-  -995-2998.  3002 Also  that  Irish  fat  cattle,  if  diseased  should  be 

sSack  to“lre!e  .TenS  ““dmg’  “nd  th“  Irish  St°''e  eattIe>  'vhra  leased,  should  be 

Toms  I,?  the  nY,  f’l  2,?p-2994-  3°°3-  3012-3214 Proposed  detention  of  sis 

Hours  in  tne  case  or  Irish  cattle,  2992.  3003. 

Incubation  period  of  foot  and  month  disease  from  forty  hours  to  three  days,  moo 

as|°  df  >>oug  caoitht  to  any  extent  on  Lard  the  vessels  thorn  Wand, 
animals  dealmS  »*th  Sported  animals  than  with  home 

animats,  2996-299S Contemplated  maintenance  of  the  prohibition  aoainst  uiacimr 

upon  unmclosed  land  any  animal  affected  with  contagious  disease,  2999  g 

existence  of  pleuro-pneumonia  both  in  England  and  Ireland  as  early  as  1841  there 

YoYh 'diseSe  does1  not'”,"6  d'reCt  rr°“  ?broad’ 3°“4-3°°7 Belief  that  foot  and 

ZmLeou'  ooY  V T eront““eo;sly.  3008-30.0 Nor  is  pleuro-pneumonia 

P f L °c  3 L'~y  -V  0,,T  pen0d  °f 1 ““baiion  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia, 

’ 3 ft,  r Less  infectious  character  of  pleuro-pneumonia  than  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  the  former  being  more  easy  to  stamp  out,  3ot3-3oi6. 

BahVf  t ah0'“  ' T as ‘l,e  raortalil5’  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  301 7 

once  s°ldaf  3d5°d Sl‘=htv"lut'  of  animals  attacked  with  this  disease,  unless  they  be"  at 

dTsease  is  noYun whX  ’ 3°2' -3023— Belief  that  the  flesh  of  animals  affected  with  the 
disease  is  not  unwholesome,  many  thousands  have  been  eaten,  3024. 

sne^rbe'annointeTf ’ ““'i!7  be.divided  ™‘°  sections,  and  that  a professional  in- 
spector be  appointed  for  each  section,  to  whom  the  local  veterinary  surgeons  should 

report 
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report  the  occurrence  of  any  outbreak  of  contagious  disease,  mmo-i  n„;„;  .u 

it  should  be  imperative  at  once  to  slaughter  animals  affected  wiil,4h,„r  °P  '¥' 
3042-3044 Approval  generally  of  thirty  davs  as  Ihe  i pleur,, -pneumonia, 

place  can  be  declared  to  be  uninfected,  3045.^  ' ' va  jeoir:  uninfected 

Suggestion  that  all  fat  cattle  from  abroad  or  from  Ireland  r 

pneumonia,  should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port,  3046-3040 All  5,  ° f,T  P K'“r0' 

feting  should  be  sent  bncS,  3046 Prevalence  of  8 S “«*.  “ s“f:. 

street  isolation  in  keeping  it  down  in  that  year  and  sSbseouentK  4o^„  “'T-"' 
Approval  of  strict  regulations  as  to  movement  and  isolation  in  tbe'c’ase  of  .j!?,?'3 
but  not  of  compulsory  slaughter,  3054-3056.  * C8Se  0 sheeP*pox, 

Concurrence  in  the  view  that  entile  plague  was  imported  bv  the  “ Tospnh  » 

?W°' i" —Va-ymg  symptoms  of  Latfle  plague;  Lentific^„owled°e  £q5°rS“& 

Mi  °tUmiae  the  s*,:  s 

Improvement  required  as  regards  the  defined  part  of  the  port  of  Hull  3070  3070 

Very  complete  arrangements  at  Deptford,  3074,  3075 Further  nrov  ste„7 V 3 ™ j — 

to  isolatmn,  di.infecgon,  8te„  wh e/e  aniials'ate  UL 

» —Great  and  growing  danger  of  the  import  of  cattle  plague  with  Russian  frttle 

unless  stringent  regulations  are  maintained,  3070-3005 Objection  to  , ,1  ? 

froin  Rassm  even  tho.gh  all  the  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  theJ  port  of  land £g,  309,- 

Expediency  of  maintaining  the  distinction  between  scheduled  anil  unscheduled 

countries,  3094,  3095 Doubt  as  to  Holland  continuing  to  export  her  c ttle  m 

England,  3096  3907 Objection  to  the  slaughter  at  the  port  of Tail  e from  hiell 

finerWn'd  lkf  Spa,"'  “nd  Portl!Sul’  6°98 Disapproval  also  of  all  import  bein-  con 

fined  to  dead  meat  3099,  3100 Opinion  that  abattoirs  in  London  would  be 'better 

than  private  slaughter-houses,  3101-3103.  ivouiu  oe  uettei 

Better  provision  made  for  foreign  cattle  on  board  shin  since  the  issue  nf  th*  * 

orders  of  the  Privy  Council,  3104,  3105.  3m Oerfde  difficulty  sliiP ex 

penencec  as  to  the  ventilation  ol  some  of  the  vessels  coming  to  the  Thames,  3106  3107 

~-l?rVed  vC°nra0da  ,and  ventll:ltion  in  ve?sels  ^ed  exclusively  for  cattle^ 

3 07-3110  Excellent  care  tiiken  of  the  cattle  on  the  yoyaire  from  Spain  and  ’ 

3llo-3u7 Gradual  exhaustion  of  the  supply  from  tlieM  «nn”ies  3" S ono!!!l’ 

Good  treatment  of  the  cattle  Iron,  Denmark,  3120 Expedience  of 'water  'bei  no  sun 

plied  every  eighteen  or  twenty  hours  ,3121.  3142 Less  satisfactory  accommolatmn 

in  the  vessels  to  the  outports  than  to  London,  31:0-3124.  3 n 

Oonsiderablc  overcrowding  of  caltle  on  railways;  reference  especially  to  fresh  store 
cattle,  31 27  3132  Improved  supply  of  water  at  railway  stations,  though  the  cattle 
are  not  always  watered  belore  they  are  trucked;  this  should  be  imperative  in  many 
cases,  3133-3138— y-Circumstance  of  ike  animals  from  Aberdeen  to  London  1101  beiim 
watered  during  the  journey  (about  thirty-six  hours)  j very  good  condition  in  which  they 
^3^~MCUlty0f  Wateri"B  d“ri°S  r"i,wa*tra“iti  suSgestions  on  the 

Considerable  difficulty  as  to  the  disinfection  of  the  vessels,  more  especially  from 

Ireland,  want  of  a system  of  central  inspection  for  this  purpose.  Fv 

pediency  also  of  the  railway  trucks,  See.  being  under  the  Inspectors  of  tee  central 
aulhority,  3163— —Explanatory  statement  relative  to  the  salarv  of  witness  when  an 
officer  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  with  considerations  as  to  the  remuneration 
316431  °f  °fcCe  °f  ‘nspector  in  reference  tu  the  responsible  duties  to  be  performed. 

Absence  of  any  statistics  at  the  command  of  Professor  Brown  and  witness  in  estimating 
af  about  one  per  cent,  the  loss  from  imported  disease  between  July  1842  and  December 

1007  ; 3175-3177 Several  ways  m which  foot  and  mouth  disease  causes  loss  of 

condition,  3178,  3179 Belief  that  the  disease  does  not  tend  to  render  pleuro- 
pneumonia more  virulent,  3180,  3181 Peculiarly  contagious  character  of  the  disease 

further  adverted  to,  3182 Entire  failure  of  legislation  as  regards  the  disease,  3 1 83 

Koom  tor  much  improvement  as  regards  inspection  and  movement  of  cattle,  and  as 
regards  fairs  and  markets;  check  thereby  to  the  disease,  3184-3186. 

Further  disbelief  expressed  as  to  the  spontaneous  origination  of  various  cattle  diseases 
31°7“3,°9  \ ery  infectious  character  of  sheep-scab,  so  that  it  may  well  be  placed 

under  stringent  restnctions,  3190-3198.  3239-3246 Further  suggestions  as  to  the 

appointment  of  district  inspectors  by  Government,  and  as  to  their  remuneration,  3100- 
3208—  Expediency  of  similar  legislation  and  similar  restrictions,  as  far  as  possible  for 
Ireland  and  for  England,  3208-3214. 

Failure  of  attempts  to  produce  pleuro-pneumonia  save  by  contagion ; inference  that 
353-  5 D 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


736 


SIMONAS. 


Report,  1873 — continued. 


Simonds,  Professor  James  Heart.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

the  disease  might  be  stamped  out,  3215,  3216.  3301-3306 Approval  of  the  hides  of 

diseased  animals  being  utilised  if  they  are  properiy  disinfected,  3215-32 17.  32-2-2,3223 

Belief  as  to  the  entire  failure  of  inoculation  in  reference  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  3220 

3221.  3253.  3302 Further  refmencc  to  the  more  infectious  character  of  foot  and 

mouth  disease  1 han  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  3220,  3221.  3302-3306 Approval  of  the 

meat  being  used  of  animals  slaughtered  as  being  herded  wish  others  which  have  caltle 

plague;  necessity,  however,  of  careful  precautions,  3222,  3223 Belief  that  glandered 

horses  are  numerous  in  London,  the  law  on  the  subject  being  entirely  neglected,  3224- 

3226. 

Carelessness  of  farmers  in  former  years  as  to  the  existence  of  foot,  and  mouth  disease, 

3227,  3-2-28.  3232,  3233 Instances,  many  years  ago,  pf  the  same  animals  having  had 

the  disease  several  times  in  succession,  3229-3231 Avoidance  of  hardship  to  cattle  in 

inland  transit  if  quicker  travelling  could  be  secured,  3234,  3235.  3323,  3324 

Approval  of  limiting  the  number  of  ports  for  cattle  from  scheduled  countries,  and  of 
requiring  the  provision  of  proper  slaughter-houses,  and  means  of  disinfection,  3236- 
3238. 

Several  causes  of  the  spread  of  sheep-pox  in  Norfolk  in  1848;  very  imperfect  inocu- 
lation and  vaccination  at  that  period,  3247-3252 Approval  of  inoculation  (but  not  of 

vaccination)  for  sheep-pox  under  certain  circumstances,  3251-3255 System  of 

slaughter  proposed  to  be  applied  in  connection  with  sheep-pox  ; suggestions  also  lor 
daily  inspection  and  careful  isolation,  3255-3264. 

Conclusion,  as  regards  the  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  at  Langley,  in  Norfolk, 
in  November  1839,  that  the  disease  was  conveyed  thither  from  Loudon,  rather  than  from 

Yarmouth  or  ^Lowestoft,  3265-3273 Examination  to  the  effect  that  since  1839  the 

disease  has  never  really  died  out  in  England  or  Ireland;  difficulty,  however,  in  accounting 

for  the  periodical  violence  of  the  disease,  3274-3294 Comment  upon  the  want  of 

uniformity  in  the  treatment  of  the  disease  bv  the  couniv  and  oilier  local  authorities 
3295-3300. 

Expected  willingness  of  owners  to  approve  the  slaughter  of  animals  attacked  with 

pleuro-pneumonia.  3307 Opinion  that,  animals  herded  with  those  which  have  been 

attacked  should  not  be  slaughtered,  but  should  be  isolated  and  carefully  watched,  3308, 

33°9 Conclusion  as  regards  the  import  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  that  slaughter  should 

only  apply  to  those  animals  which  are  infecied,  and  that  no  undue  restrictions  should  be 
applied  to  store  cattle,  33I0-3315. 

Further  statement  relaiive  to  the  arrangements  as  to  ventilation,  &c.,  in  the  cattle 

ships  coming  to  different  ports;  difficulty  of  improvement,  3316-3322 Inaccurate 

reports  from  local  inspectors  on  the  subject  of  cattle  plague,  3325,  3326 Doubt  as  to 

the  sending  of  scheduled  cattle  to  Deptford  having  had  any  effect  on  the  p ice  9927- 
3330.  1 ’ 00  ' 

Full  employment  for  the  clerical  and  other  staff  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  as  well 
as  for  the  two  inspectors,  3331-3334— Requirement  of  a staff  of  inspectors  through- 
out the  country  if  the  new  transit  orders  are  to  be  enforced,  and  if  the  railway  arrange- 
ments are  to  be  properly  supervised,  3334-3339. 


[Second  Examination.]  Facility  desirable  as  regards  the  removal  of  animals  under 
foot  and  mouth  disease  from  one  part  of  a farm  to  another;  slight  risk  run,  3340.  3529. 
3582  Approval  also  of  the  removal  lor  a distance  of  animals  which  have  been  exposed 
to  pleuro-pneumonia;  that  is,  under  careful  restrictions,  3341-3346. 


Further  statenient  as  to  certain  contagious  diseases  in  cattle  not  being  spontaneous, 
3347~3349  Opinion  that  a non-faia!  contagious  disease,  such  as  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  should  remain  in  the  Act,  but  should  not  be  subject  to  Orders  in  Council,  3350- 
3353-  3o27~3629  Consideration  of  the  powers  of  inspection  and  the  powers  of  eotrv 
necessary  in  order  to  secure  a proper  treatment  or  dressing  of  scab  in  sheep,  33.54-3360. 
3303  33bo  —Periodical  outbreaks  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  further  adverted  to  in 
connection  will 1 the  gradual  decline  of  the  disease  after  each  outbreak,  3361,3362. 
33p973379  Inference  as  to  the  check  given  to  the  disease  by  the  cattle  plague  re- 
strictions, 3377-3379- 

Examination  in  dissent  from  the  view  that  much  danger  would  arise  from  the  move- 
ment ol  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  along  a public  highway  to  a slaughter- 
ouse,  3383-3393  Propagation  of  the  disease  by  means  <>f  the  morbific  matter  con- 
tained in  the  breath,  3389-339:3 Slight  extent  to  which  inspection  at  the  port  of 

shipment  m Ireland  would  have  a deterrent  effect,  3394,  3395 Witness  repeats  that 

save  in  the  case  of  milch  cows,  the  average  loss  from  loot  and  mouth  disease  is  nothing 
' e ..."  a „iea  ’ 3397—3399"  Statement  showing  the  danger  of  supplying  calves  with 
the  milk  of  a cow  affected  with  the  disease,  3400.  1 1 J 5 

Further  explanations  in  connection  with  the  proposer!  appointment  and  functions  of 
the  county  inspectors  under  the  Central  Department;  reliance  to  be  placed  upon  the 

veterinary 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


Report,  1873 — continued. 

Simonds,  Professor  James  Bear!.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)-,™, ;W 
veterinary  surgeons  throughout  the  country  for  .riviiia  i„form,ti,in  . 

Deijurtment;  this  would  necessitare  a very  large  department,  04,6.  1400-0 _ p™ 
tessional  inspection  necessary  for  the  prompt  drteefion  of  pleuro-pnemnonPafagt,  34  8 
— lu. ti  er  explanations  as  to  the  extent  ,0  which  slaughtering  should  he  resorted  to 
and  as  to  the  point  at  vvlncli  isolation  should  come  in,  3427— 343(1.  ’ 

Circumstances  under  which  inoculation  and  slaughter  should,  respectively,  be  resorted 

to  in  case-  of  sheep-pox,  3d37~3445 Consir'emble  advantage  likely  to  arise  from  re- 

comi'tf  K 1 a«th°„itieB  and  from  preventing  the  present  conflict  of  interest  between  the 
ad  „^°USh  a,U  h0ntU‘S’  3446-3454  T- Explanation  that  the  proposed  detention 

ot  lush  cattle  for  six  hours  is  very  different  from  quarantine,  3455-34 w Objection 

th-q.-Per  „,•& 

Importance  of  arrangements  lor  the  proper  cleansing  as  well  as  the  disinfection  of 
in  whyh  “rtf’  S40®^*6 Difficulty  a<  lo  the  cleansing  and  disinfection  of  vessels 

uroo  miri™  I "f,r'T  |,art,°f  th,i  '!»*"’  34®7'  3468 Ch“k  desirable  as  regards  the 

propagation  of  cattle  plague  hy  running  >>  ater,  3469, 3470 Approval  of  more  stringent 

regulations  as  regards  foreign  stock  than  home  stock,  347 1-3473 Further  statement  in 

lavonr  Of  scuffing  back  to  Ireland  any  store  stock  fetid  ^ be  d«S»iS,“ 
with  diseased  annuals,  whilst  diseased  hit  slock  should  be  slaughtered  ai  the  port  3474- 

3478-3601-3518. 3530,3531.3583-309!.  3598.  8 8474 

Explanation  and  defence  of  the  practice  as  to  slaugbiering  the  whole  cargo  of  cattle  or 
of  sheep  from  abroad  ri  only  one  animal  of  the  same  kind  has  contagious  disease,  3470- 

3490-  3532-3535 Farther  reference  lo  the  transmission  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  to 

New  South  Wales,  3497,  3498 Great  variation  in  the  time  for  which  an  animal 

!“  "hie",,'  :?  TS  4 throw  °*'  3409.  33™ Improvement 

desirable  at  Deptloid  by  bringing  railway  cenmiuiiicatlon  into  tile  market,  3518-35-28. 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  the  available  supply  of  cattle  in  Spain  and  Portugal 

lor  export  15  being  exhausted,  3536-3538 Belief  as  to  the  available  export  supply  01, 

the  Continent  generally  having  much  decreased,  with  the  exception  of  Kuisia, 

3538-3552;  3592-3597 Attention  of  witness  drawn  to  a certain  apparatus  as  effec- 

■ ||«  ly  ventilating  the  holds  of  cattle  ships,  3.543-3547 Absence  of  any  preventive  to 

loot  and  mouth  biscase,  or  to  its  spread,  354^- 3553- 

Belief  that  the  staff  of  the  veterinary  department  has  ample  work  to  do,  though  certain 
statistics  are  no  longer  kept,  3554-3560.  6 

Original  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  London  in  1839  further  adverted  to  as 

not  hen u>  positively  traceable  to  any  source,  3561-3568 Conclusion  that  the  disease 

is  not  merely  an  epidemic,  3568-3570 Further  statement  as  to  the  extremely  infec- 
tious character  of  the  disease;  illustrations  to  this  effect,  3570“357o Reason  for  the 

removal  of  existing  restrictions  notwithstanding  the  infectious  nature  of  the  disease 

3576-3581-  ' ’ 

Reliance  to  be  placed  upon  Ireiand  for  English  import  ofcattle,  3595,  3596 Strong 

disapproval  of  import  from  Russia,  3596,  3597 Approval  of  Irish  cattle  beino-  dealt 

wuh  in  the  same  way  as  English  cattle  if  the  restrictions  in  Ireland  were  the  same  as  in 

England,  3598-3601.  3615-3626 Explanation  that  witness  has  not  inspected  any  of 

the  Irish  vessels,  3602 Proposed  detention  of  Irish  cattle  for  six  hours  for  the 

purpose  of  feeding  and  watering  them,  as  well  as  for  inspecting  them,  3603,  3604 

Entne  inadequacy  of  a detention  of  six  hours  as  a check  upon  pleuro-pneumonia,  imme- 
diate slaughter  being  desirable,  3605-3609. 

Dissent  from  the  view  that  when  animals  have  been  for  several  hours  unfed  on  board 

ships,  there  is  an  increased  tendency  to  infectious  disease,  3610-3614 Distiwt 

treatment  contemplated  for  Scotch  cattle  and  for  Irish  cattle,  3615-3619 Explanation 

that  witness  disapproves  of  the  immediate  slaughter  of  animals  in  contact  with  those 
suffering  from  pleuro-pneumouia ; comment  hereon  upon  the  apparently  beneficial  results 
of  this  system  in  Holland,  3629-3639. 

Conclusion  further  expressed  as  to  cuttle  plague  having  been  imported  into  Hull  from 

the  “ Joseph  Soames,”  though  the  cattle  were  never  landed,  3640-3646 Statement 

in  furthei  explanation  ol  witness’  suggestions  for  improving  the  arrangements  and  landing 

accommodation  at  Hull,  3647-3651- Particulars  as  to  the  part  taken  by  witness  and 

Professor  Brown,  and  by  the  local  authorities,  in  reference  to  the  “Joseph  Soames”  case, 

3652-3658. 

353-  5 r>  2 Decided 
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Decided  objection  to  quarantine  regulations  in  Russia,  and  to  direct  import  thence, 
3659.  3660 Strong  disapproval  ol  a place  of  quarantine  at  Thames  Haven  or  else- 
where, 3661 Examination  as  to  the  grounds  for  witness’  apprehensions  as  to 

Irish  dealers  exporting  infected  cattle  to  England,  in  the  absence  of  stringent  regulations 

on  this  side,  3662-3675.  3680,3681 Consultation  of  witness  relative  to  the  provisions 

of  the  Bill  of  .1869,  on  which  occasion  he  expressed  but  little  confidence  in  any  regula- 
tions for  the  suppression  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  3676-3679. 

Slaughter  ( Diseased  Cattle ).  Suggestions  as  to  the  powers  and  duties  to  be  vested  in  the 
local  authorities  relative  to  slaughtering  in  the  case,  respectively,  of  cattle  plague,  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  sheep-pox,  Brown  2397-2410 Necessity  of  considerable  loss  at  first 

in  respect  of  slaughtered  animals,  ib.  2427-2430 Means  of  marking  animals  by  cut- 

ting hair  from  the  end  of  the  tail,  so  as  to  identify  them  for  slaughtering,  ib.  2486-2493. 

Expediency  of  there  being  facilities  given  to  farmers  for  the  slaughter  of  diseased 
animals  by  the  butcher  ; statement  that  this  power  does  not  exist  at  the  present  time, 

Garnett  6620-6630 Decided  opinion  that  all  cattle  which  are  herded  with  diseased 

cattle  should  be  slaughtered ; expediency  of  giving  the  power  of  slaughtering  to  the 
Privy  Council,  McBride  9043-9047. 

Recommendations  bv  the  Committee  on  the  subject  of  slaughter,  in  the  case,  re- 
spectively, of  cattle  plague,  pleuro-pneumonia,  sheep-pox,  glanders,  and  foot  and  mouth 
disease.  Rep.  iii— v. 

See  also  Curcases.  Cattle  Plague.  Compensation.  Dead  Meat.  Deptford 
Market.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  VII.  Foreign  Cattle,  7.  Ireland  and 
Irish  Cattle , VIII.  Local  Authorities.  Pleuro-pneumonia,  6.  Ports.  Prices. 

Privy  Council.  West  Bromwich. 

Slaughter-houses.  Expediency  of  doing  away  with  private  slaughter-houses  on  .account  of 
the  facility  of  spreading  disease;  instances  in  which  disease  has  been  transmitted  from 

those  places,  Gavigce  9462-9465 Expediency  of  abolishing  private  slaughter-houses 

in  London,  Odams  10001 Sec  also  Abattoirs. 

Smith,  David.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a cattle  dealer  in  Forfarshire ; farms  about 

700  acres  of  land,  12292-12294 Purchases  made  by  witness  of  about  2,000  store 

cattle  every  year;  large  number  of  these  cattle  obtained  from  Hanover  and  from  Holland, 

12296-12304 Healthy  character  of  the  Hanoverian  cattle;  unsatisfactory  character 

of  those  obtained  from  Holland,  12305-12313. 

Opinion  that  the  cattle  from  Hanover  could  be  imported  at  considerable  advantage, 
123'5 Store  cattle  sold  by  witness  and  purchased  back  when  fattened;  con- 
siderable scarcity  of  stores  at  present  in  Scotland,  1 2316-12319 Difficulty  of  import- 

ing cattle  from  fonning  on  account  of  the  want  of  direct  communication;  unsuitability 
of  Tonning  for  the  exportation  of  store  cattle,  12320-12327.  12335-12337. 

Description  of  the  store  cattle  trade  between  Hamburgh  and  this  country  previous  to 

the  cattle  plague,  12328-12334 Statement  that,  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  in 

Edinburgh  to  induce  consignors  to  send  fat  cattle,  12338-12344 Higher  prices 

charged  for  meat  in  Glasgow  than  in  the  Metropolitan  Market;  the  consumption  of 
meat  in  Glasgow  has  trebled  since  the  year  1851  ; 12345-12353. 

Considerable  advantage  which  would  result  from  the  removal  of  the  prohibition  to 

remove  cattle  from  Leith  to  Glasgow  to  be  slaughtered,  12355-12361 Opinion  that 

the  cost  ol  the  restrictions  as  regards  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  greater  than  the  value 
received  from  them;  insignificant  character  of  the  disease,  12362-12367.  12414-12445. 

Desirability  of  slaughtering  animals  that  are  severely  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  ; 
opinion  that  store  animals  should  not  be  removed  from  an  infected  place,  12368-12382 
- Examination  as  to  the  transit  of  cattle  by  railway;  contention  that  the  greatest 
improvement  is  required  in  the  speed  with  which  they  are  carried,  12383-12392.  12397, 
12398. 

lair  condition  in  which  the  railway  trucks  are  kept;  where  they  are  dirty  it  is  on 

account  of  the  want  of  time  to  cleanse  them,  12393-12396 Suggestions  as  to  the 

means  to  be  adopted  for  the  improvement  of  the  lairage  at  Glasgow,  12399-12413. 

Smith,  Captain  Johnes.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is  chief  constable  of  Cheshire; 
Orders  in  Council  in  regard  to  the  cattle  plague  have  been  carried  out  under  his  superin- 
tendence, 10150,  10151 Absence  of  co-operation  between  the  boroughs  in  the  county 

as  to  carrying  out  the  Orders;  expediency  of  having  a county  board  upon  which  the 
local  authorities  would  be  represented,  10152-10154. 

Strict  manner  in  which  the  Act  has  been  carried  out  in  Cheshire;  increase  of  foot  and 
mouth  disease  in  the  county,  notwithstanding  this  stringency,  10155-10158.  10394— 
10398 Examination  as  to  the  means  adopted  by  the  police  in  carrying  out  the  pro- 

visions of  the  Act;  proceedings  taken  by  the  local  authorities  upon  the  discovery  of 

cases 
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Smith,  Captain  Johnes.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 
cases  of  disease,  101.55.  10160-10161. 10166-10171.  10-212-10214. 10229-10243.  10314- 
10323.  10424-10427. 

Statement  that  the  county  of  Cheshire  is  more  free  from  pleuro-pneumonia  at  the  pre- 
sent time  than  it  has  been  at  any  previous  period,  10158,  10159 Inspection  of  rail- 

way trucks  left  altogether  to  the  railway  authorities;  unsatisfactory  state  of  those  trucks 

as  regards  their  cleanliness,  10160-1016.5.  10324-10329 Desirability  of  there  being 

an  inspector  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council  to  see  that  cattle  trucks  are  properly 
cleansed  and  disinfected;  opinion  that  this  officer’s  jurisdiction  should  not  be  confined 
to  Cheshire  alone,  10163-10165.  10329. 

Additional  labour  put  upon  the  police  in  carrying  out  the  inspection  under  the  Act, 

10172-10177 Suggestions  as  to  amending  the  existing  orders;  expediency  of  an 

isolation  of  fourteen  days  in  the  case  of  all  newly-purchased  stock,  10178-10184.  10296- 
10300 Inability  of  stopping  all  fairs  and  markets  at  particular  periods  ; this  regula- 
tion counteracted  by  effecting  private  sales,  10182.  10353-10355 Decided  opinion 

that  all  animals  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  should  be  immediately  slaughtered; 
compulsory  slaughter  not  resorted  to  in  Cheshire  at  the  present  time,  10183-10196. 
10245-10251.  10274-10277.  10302-10304. 

Considerable  losses  suffered  by  the  farmers  in  Cheshire  during  the  time  of  compulsory 
slaughter,  for  which  they  received  no  compensation  from  Government,  10188-10204. 

10304 Expediency  of  paying  compensation  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  or  out  of 

a poll  rate  upon  every  head  of  cattle  in  Great  Britain,  10204.  1030  j. 

Unfavourable  opinion  of  the  present  state  of  veterinary  science;  indefinite  knowledge 
as  to  pleuro-pneumonia  possessed  by  veterinary  surgeons,  10205-10207.  10244 Con- 

tention that  the  best  treatment  for  foot  and  mouth  disease  is  to  let  it  run  its  course  and 
to  take  care  of  the  animal,  10209-1021 1. 

Mysterious  character  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Cheshire  as  regards  the  sudden- 
ness with  which  it  comes  and  goes;  similarity  of  the  disease  to  cholera  in  this  respect, 

10215-10225.  10245.  10249-10251.  10348-10352 Considerable  amount  of  diseased 

meat  prepared  for  sale  by  slink  butchers ; punishment  of  these  persons  when  detected, 
10228.  10308,  10309.  10366-10376. 

Examination  as  to  the  introduction  of  diseased  animals  from  Ireland;  opinion  that 
though  the  stoppage  of  the  import  of  cuttle  from  Ireland  would  not  give  immunity  from 
disease,  it  would  have  the  effect  of  cutting  off  a main  source,  1 0253-10263.  10330-10337. 
10356-10361.  10363-10365.  10379-10393. 

Expediency'  of  a period  of  ten  days’  quarantine  at  the  port  of  debarkation  for  the  dis- 
covery of  rinderpest  and  foot  and  mouth  disease;  opinion  that  for  pleuro-pneumonia  no 

time  would  be  long  enough,  10264,  10265 Necessity  for  a liberal  compensation  for 

slaughtered  animals,  with  a view  to  an  early  discovery  of  disease,  10266-10273 

Information  as  to  the  introduction  of  pleuro-pneumonia  into  Cheshire;  difficulty  of 
detecting  the  disease  until  it  has  arrived  at  an  advanced  stage,  10278-10285.  10305- 
10313- 

Opinion  that  the  stoppage  of  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  would  be  a serious 

impediment  to  trade,  10338-10347.  10362 Belief  in  the  spontaneous  generation  of 

cattle  disease ; contention  that  the  exclusion  of  foreign  cattle  would  not  free  us  from 
those  diseases,  10343-10347.  10377,  l037§-  10428-10434. 

Further  examination  as  to  the  introduction  of  diseased  cattle  into  Cheshire  from 
Ireland  ; distinctive  difference  between  (lie  appearance  of  Welsh  and  Irish  cattle,  10399- 
10410.  10421,10422- — Opinion  that  there  must  be  some  predisposing  cause  for  the 
prevalence  of  cattle  diseases  in  Cheshire  of  which  there  is  no  positive  knowledge,  10411- 

10416.  10423 Statement  that  there  is  no  importation  of  cattle  into  Wales,  except 

that  which  is  brought  by  landowners  to  their  own  estates,  10434-10443. 

Southampton.  Occasional  importation  of  cattle  (by  witness  only)  into  Southampton, 
Robinson  1 0638-1 0641 . 

Spain  and  Portugal.  Proportion  of  the  cattle  from  Spaiu  and  Portugal  which  come  to 

Liverpool  and  to  Southampton,  Williams  862-864 Very  good  condition  in  which  the 

Spanish  cattle  arrive,  Brown  1615-1618 Rare  existence  of  disease  among  the  Spanish 

cattle  imported  into  Ireland,  ib.  2079-2081. 

Objection  to  the  slaughter  at  the  port  of  cattle  from  healthy  countries  like  Spain  and 

Portugal,  Simonds  3098 Excellent  care  taken  of  the  cattle  on  the  voyage  from  Spain 

and  Portugal,  ib.  31 12-3117 Gradual  exhaustion  of  the  supply  from  these  countries, 

ii.3118,  3119 Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  the  available  supply  ol  cattle  in 

Spain  and  Portugal  for  export  is  being  exhausted,  ib.  3536-3538- 

Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  110  disease  has  been  imported  into  Ireland  from  Spain 

or  Portugal,  Baldwin  3830,  3831.3849,  3850.  4394-4400 Circumstance  of  loot  and 

mouth  disease  having  been  recently  imported  to  Dublin  with  some  Spanish  cr  Portuguese 
cattle;  summary  measures  adopted  in  this  case,  Ferguson  4942,  4947>  494^-  5°22>  5023- 
353.  6 » 3 lml,i% 
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Spain  and  Portugal — continued. 

Inutility  of  slaughtering  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle  upon  arrival  in  this  count™ 
opinion  that  these  cattle  are  as  healthy  as  our  own,  Gumaeewa- l7oo  r ^ J ; 
..on  of  thestatem.il.  tha,  foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not eJJm  Spah,  atd  S' 
mstauce  of  the  importation  of  100  Spanish  cattle,  some  of  which  were  suffer, g with  fhl? 
disease.  Oia,m  9980-999. Generally  healthv  character  of  the  entile  of  Siv  i„  . 

rrr^'"'  th,at  “’7  I"  thiefly  “L  “aljle  “ lh«  favourable  climate,  ti.  loToq 
• Ho'*°d  ' “'eolations  as  to  the  slaughter  of  Spanish  ami  Portuguese  caltfe’ 

adopted  m Liverpool  in  the  year  188S,  ti.  10110-10117.  u=uese  cattle 

Increase  of  price  of  cattle  in  Spain  and  Porto«ol,  falling  off  in  the  importation  for 

imnwT?’  “p'T  '“d80-  10767-10770—  Return  of  the  numbers  f cattle 
tniporied  front  Portugal  n,  the  yeats  18118  to  1873,  it.  10672-10671  10-01  _1  r 

of  the  sudden  drop  in  the  Portuguese  trade  in  1S72,  t7>.  10777.  Cause 

Instances  of  Spanish  callle  ad'ecled  with  foot  and  mouth  disease,  WM  14072-10077 

P''rt""”Se  -unnlo7f,h e4S 

that  witness  does  not  believe  in  the  spontaneous  generation  of  cattle  plague  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  or  pleuro-nneumoiiia,  though  in  tile  Inner  rase  the  disease  cannot  always 
be  traced  to  contagion  or  infection,  Fergwon  5348-5351 . 6356— Opinion  (hat  cattle 
iImsI  iJoV  gl'“  ' •Pot"*“““tyi  W*r  that  they  come  from  abroad,  Ooodlt 

Belief  in  the  spontaneous  generation  of  cattle  diseases  ; contention  that  the  exclusion 
°037™f^28  '0434  “ di9e‘S'S'  Smitk  108 +3- 10347.  .0377, 

See  also  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease , I.,  4. 

iXZIV o MMa  tlmfe by  ,hef 

? df  f “'”0y'  L 

Bepartment  relative  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  it.  1106-1108  F J e iiisn  veterinary 

unle.>s  they  are  followed  up  by  active  legislation,  ib.  2822.  C USe 

Explanation  on  the  subject  of  the  discontinuance  of  the  statistics  nffi.nt  >..,a  .u 
3W37^XCil,l‘yaSri  gartlSthe  C‘eriCnl  'ab0UrS  i,,V°lved^W%  W'ilmot  3705“ 

pTa,rent  irr 

S|,'Cial  dUl“  de,0l,i""  “P™  l,r'  *■•»,  the  superimSnt 
See  also  Reports  and  Statistics  (Cattle  Plague). 

Steamers.  See  Cattle  Ships. 

and  mouth  d, sense  in  Pertii'shi^istimlled  ..to' pe'“oen,. Tt^i-f.S  '*>'  *”*«** 

.,™S  sfEw°f,omMfvsedi:'S  “iTb,  with  pleurcpoouinonia; 

the  least,  i . 7^11772, In  , 4«S“  d“Sfe  all?,,ld  b,e  restricted  to  three  months  at 
last  year  in  Pe, Lime  was  about  4, mo 11 769, 'f, 770“  °“  fr™  PIeu''°-P»<mn>onia 

rtSTEM  ite  x:  -“*0^. »»'y 

farmers  more  liberty  .0  remove  thefr  cattle  v heLff' SO^— Expediency  rf  gjfing  the 
n arkets  for  the  purposes  of  sale  and  slaugh’ter',1 779-U793  Ple“™-|‘"«'™°ma,  to  fat 

— Ahsence  of  conflicting  interests  il,  Per’thsh^VwLn thl  emmty  and  ! ’L^b, 

U832- 
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Stewart,  George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 

°f  «>»*“'* —a*—  i.  ■*  Iri*  cattle  which  came 

Suctions  as  to  the  regulations necessary  fertile  proper  cleansing  ana  disinfeclinw  0f 
lailway  trucks  1 1846-1 185, -—NeeesMty  for  the  separation  of  fat  and  store  uiai'ktts 
opinion  that  their  being  together  is  a great  source  of  the  spread  of  the  disease,  1 185a- 

u^Wc  r2,  ?i858  iTslf.  °f 

Expediency  of  power  being  given  under  the  Act  for  disinfecting  premises  and  separating 

diseased  from  healthy  animals,  11862-1 187-; Proposal  that  there  should  be  a cen  3 

committee  at  Edinburgh  made  up  ,.f  members  of  the  local  authorities  to  take  actio, 
for  the:  suppression  of  cattle  disease  in  Scotland,  1 1882-11889. 

[Second  Elimination].— Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  statement  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia was  impoited  into  Scotland  from  Ireland  ; desirability  of  restrictions  being 

stringently  earned  out  in  Ireland,  1 1954 -1  i96l.  ,1967-11982 Satisfactory  manner  in 

which  police  inspection  lias  worked  in  Scotland  ; all  the  cattle  are  held  in  check  bv  the 

police  until  examined  by  the  inspector,  11962-1,966 Decided  opinion  that  the  'same 

stringency  should  be  observed  with  pleuro-pneuinonia  as  with  foot  and  mouth  di  ense 

1 '977-  ' ’ 

Store  Cottle.  Import  of  disease  from  Ireland  to  England,  chieflv  with  the  small  store 

cattle  sent  from  Woiertord  and  Cork,  Brown  1772-1782 Desire  of  the  grasic'rs  in 

Ireland  that  Irish  store  cattle  should  not  get  a good  reputation  in  England,  so  as  better 
to  keep  them  at  home  for  fattening,  ib.  2038.  2052-2056. 

Proposition  that  all  foreign  store  stock,  if  afficted  with  loot  aud  mouth  disease,  should 

be  returned  to  the  country  whence  exported,  Simunds  2984-2,991.  2995-2998.  3002 

All  store  cattle  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia  should  also  (>e  sent  back  to  the  port 
whence  they  caiue,  ib.  3046.  * 

Objection  to  foreign  store  stock  coming  to  the  same  port  as  fat  stock,  Fisher  /VIGO- 
S'11-— Greater  danger  in  the  importation  of  store  cattle  into  England  from  Ireland 
than  the  sending  of  fat  cattle  into  the  Metropolitan  Market,  Jenkins  61 10-6114. 

Belief  that  store  cattle  would  become  plentiful  in  England  if  foreign  cattle  were  kept 
out  altogether,  Clarke  8404-8407 — -Diminution  of  store  stock  in  the  United  Kingdom 
owing  principally  to  the  pievalenceo!  contagious  disease,  and  also  to  the  droughts  of  1 868 
and  1870,16.8416-8423 Conclusion  that  loot  and  mouth  disease  has  the  effect  of  prevent- 

ing the  production  of  store  cattle,  on  account  of  its  killing  so  many  calves,  and  thereby 
deterring  the  farmers  from  breeding,  ib.  8624-8627.  J 

Recommendation  that  store  animals  should  be  only  imported  under  special  conditions 

and  then  placed  in  quarantine,  Gamgee  9615-9617- Necessity  lor  the  separation  of 

lat  and  store  markets;  opinion  that  th.ir  being  together  is  a great  source  of  the  spread 

of  the  disease,  Sfewart  1 1 852-1 1857 Store  cattle  sold  by  witness  in  Scotland,  and 

purchased  back  when  fattened  ; considerable  scarcity  of  stores  at  present  in  Scotland 
Smith  12316-12319. 

See  also  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease.  Foreign  Cattle , 8.  Ireland  and  Irish  Cattle. 

Ports.  Quarantine. 


Stratton,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)  — Large  operations  of  witness  as  a farmer 

in  Wiltshire,  4499,  4500.  4507-4509.  4751,  4752 Great  extent  to  which  his  cattle 

and  slieep  have  suffered  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  4501-4506 Liability  of  witness’ 

dairy  cows  to  the  disease  ; estimated  loss  of  from  3Z.  to  4 l.  per  head  in  the  summer  of 

1872,  through  diminution  of  milk  and  other  causes,  4509-4513.  4751 Serious  extent 

to  which  abortion  or  barrenness  is  caused  by  the  disease,  4513.  4751 Opinion  that 

the  losses  to  farmers  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  exceed  tnose  fiom  all  other  contagious 
diseases,  4514-4516.  0 

Entire  inadequacy  of  ihe  present  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  relative  to  the  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  4517 Proposition  that  the  disease  be  treated  with  the  same  stringency 

as  the  cattle  plague,  that  all  movement  be  prohibited,  except  under  license,  in  the  months 
of  June  aud  July,  and  that  any  animals  subsequently  diseased  be  slaughtered,  4517-4520. 

4532>  4633’  45^,’4593>  4622—4629 Concurrence  in  the  recommendations  of  the 

Central  l hamber  of  Agriculture  for  dealing  with  cattle  diseases,  451 7 el  seq.—- — Expediency 
of  uniform  action  in  counties  and  boroughs;  grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  the  latter 
should  be  under  the  control  of  the  former,  4521-4523’.  4631,  4632.  4730-4750. 

Contemplated  adoption  of  the  same  stringent  measures  in  Ireland  as  in  England,  with 
regard  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease;  otlieiwise  Irish  cattle  should  be  treated  in  the 

same  way  as  foreign  cattle,  4524,  452,5.  4633-4638.  4699-4710 Expediency  of  a 

double  disinfection  of  railway  trucks,  steamboats,  luirs,  &c.,  4525,  4526.  4577,  4578. 

4630.  4698 Approval  of  a disci  etioimry  slaughtering  power  in  the  Privy  Council 

inspectors  as  regards  the  cattle  plague,  4527-4531.  4594-4699 Explanation  relative 

353-  5 d 4 to 
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Stratton,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

to  the  proposed  power  in  the  county  authorities  to  slaughter  in  the  case  of  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  4532,  4533.  4581 -4592.  4639-4646. 

Strong  feeling  amongst  agriculturists  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  should  be  more 
stringently  and  effectually  deialt  with;  belief  that  generally,  as  in  Wiltshire, farmers  would 
support  the  increased  restrictions  proposed,  4533.  4547,  4548.  4557.  4574,  46,5.  4g47_ 

4(552.  4716-4721 Want  of  much  improvement  in  the  ventilation  of  cattle  ships,  4534- 

4530 Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  inspection  is  of  very  little  use  os  a check  upon 

foot  and  mouth  disease,  4538-4540.  4607-4610.  * 1 

Very  bad  accommodation  and  treatment  of  cattle  in  the  boats  from  Ireland  to  Bristol  • 

approval  of  six  hours’  rest  on  arrival,  4541-4546.  4705“4707 More  stringent  measures 

advocated  by  the  Wilis  chamber  than  by  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  4548. 

4600-4604 Increased  virulence  of  foot  and  mouth  disease;  frequency  of  the’  same 

animals  being  twice  attacked,  4549-4556 Serious  extent  to  which  sheep  have  been 

attacked,  4555.  4619-4621.  4736-4740 Freedom  from  the  disease  when  the  cattle 

plague  regulations  were  in  force,  4557-4562 Statement  showing  that  there  is  no 

practical  difficulty  in  the  transit  of  offal  when  cattle  are  killed  at  a considerable  distance 
from  towns,  4563“4573* 

Proposed  action  of  the  local  police  wilh  a view  to  discovering  and  reporting  cases  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease ; neighbouring  farmers  would  readily  aid  in  such  report,  4583- 
4589.  4653-4665.  4696,  4697.  4722,  4723 Statement  as  to  the  action  of  the  Wilt- 
shire farmers  m suppressing  sheep-pox,  4606 Varying  loss  per  head  upon  witness’ 

lat  stock  from  foot  and  mouth  disease,  4611, 461 2 Gradual  increase  of  the  disease  in 

Wiltshire  since  186954613-4615 Stringent  regulations  put  in  force  in  the  countv 

under  the  orders  of  the  Privy  Council,  4616-46  f8 Advocacy  of  the  slaughter  or 

quarantine  of  all  foreign  imported  animals  4633-4638.  4699-4704. 

Explanation  of  witness’  views  as  to  the  amount  of  compensation  10  be  awarded  when 

animals  are  slaughtered,  as  a check  to  the  spread  of  cattle  plague,  &c.,  4666-4677 

further  statement  in  favour  of  the  stoppage  for  a time  of  alf  movement  of  cattle  as  a 
means  of  suppressing  the  foot  and  mouth  disease;  witness  would  prefer  that  this  pro- 
hibition should  last  for  a whole  summer,  but  the  agricultural  community  generally,  would 
probably  not  concur  therein,  4680-4695.  471 1-4721.  3 0 3 

Large  import  of  Irish  cattle  to  Bristol,  disease  being  constantly  picked  up  on  board  the 
ooats,  4705-4710—  Loss  chiefly  by  dairy  farmers  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Wilt- 

whh l0!S  0f  2 4 per  W *" 

Supply  of  Cuttle.  See  the  Headings  generally  throughout  the  Index. 

* foS'wwd ' 66111  ''eS«?i0"S  fo„und  mcess”y  in  Switzerland,  in  order  to  check  the 
toot  and  mouth  disease,  Williams  408,  409.  432,  433. 


are  hirfed  S Th»m«  H * th?  Ca?  e ™Port,!d  ’.P  wlt"MS  for  the  London  market, 
at  ih , »?“  H“ve"i  c“”s'derahle  loss  resulting  Irom  the  slaughter  of  animals 

b inis  106(14-10669.  10758-10766.  10778 Reason  why  witness 

brings  the  cattle  to  Thames  Haven  instead  of  Deptford,  ib.  10778. 

Thomson,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is  a veterinary  surgeon  and  principal 
inspector  for  the  local  authority  in  Aberdeenshire ; statement  of  the  duties  imposed  upon 

Rtadmest” V1.6®’  Iu7°-  11389-11384 Statistics  of  the 

tothirefinJi-! Wh‘Ck  ',ltnCSS  ‘S  raspeo,or ; als0  °f  the  ca,tle  P1"®”13  in  Aber- 
Method  adopted  in  disinfecting  a farm  upon  which  cattle  plague  had  appeared  11187- 

and9the  losfrtS  °n/S-t0  ‘'I2  '!'e,aW  offoot  and  moutl1  dis<iaiie  in  Aberdeenshire, 
S™’  V*™:  present  freedom  from  this  disease  is 
owing  mainly  to  the  stringency  of  the  regulations  which  have  been  adopted,  11101- 
2 .17:11224- na32-n»34.  1,478-11493- H6o8,  H609, 

that  anfJ  nlout^  disease  is  entirely  of  foreign  origin;  contention 

faifi  ,hlS.beenbr0Ught  mt0  Aberdeenshire  by  means  of  Irisli  cattle,  1,3,2- 

in  AbprrlppnJli.Vo  ^ 1 1 475-  1 1494“  1 J49S Statement  as  to  the  regulations  in  force 

beiu^mZIhd  ?ga.lS  f°0t  and  ",0Uth  diseasei  expediency  of  all  local  authorities 
selves  ^ i ad“Pt  *5®  P™?4  te61,,atl0ns.  end  not  to  make  regulations  for  them- 

selves,  11225-11227.  11246.  11248,  11249. 

r"th  rega!',d  4o,.lhe  PIeBence  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  the  regulations 
ibSted  anim,?6  ? d,lsease  m Aberdeenshire ; eipediencv  of  slaughtering  the 
U028-^  rooi12  ^1 . eft  ls0|at3nS  *he  remainder,  11228-11231. 11250-11266.  11272-11381. 

o 33  • 45°>  11 457*  11 53® Experiments  made  by  witness  upon  rabbits, 

with 
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Thomson,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— continued. 

with  a view  to  ascertain  the  effect  of  inoculation  in  foot  anj  month  disease;  improbability 
of  the  disease  having  been  spread  by  means  of  hares,  11235-1 1 245.  ^ 

Decided  expediency  of  awarding  a high  rate  of  compensation  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
ducing an  earl,  duowery  of  disease  in  the  case  of  cattle  attacked  with  pleuro-iLuaionia 

i.eoj-ney.  ..282-11290.  11448-11460 Return  .bowing  the  numhei  of  m le 

1 "“fi  11309P  " "mS  a°d  the  leS“lts  a5  reSmis  tl'8 cessation  of  the  disease, 

Contention  that  pleuro-pnenmonia  is  a disease  of  foreign  origin  ; introduction  of  the 
disease  into  Aberdeenshire  attributable  to  Irish  cattle,  11310-11327  uilmw— 
Information  as  to  the  local  authorities  of. Aberdeenshire  ; satisfactory  manner  in  which 
the  county  and  borough  authorities  work  together,  11332-11339.  11430-11453. 

Absence  of  complaints  with  regard  to  the  transit  of  live  cattle  by  rail  from  Aberdeen 
to  London  on  the  part  of  the  dealers  and  butchers;  desire  lor  a speedier  rather  than  mi 

improved  mode  of  transit,  1.345-11361.  1.399-11405 German  establishment  in 

Aberdeen  for  the  manufacture  ot  sausages,  11361-11368 The  transit  by  sea  of  live 

11391  r°m  Aberdoe"  *°  Londo11  18  about  OM-lourth  of  the  whole  amount,  11385- 

Comparison  between  the  cost  of  transit  of  live  and  dead  meat  by  rail  to  London  from 
Aberdeen,  1 1392-1 1398— -Considerable  depreciation  in  the  value  of  outlie  by  reason 

of  the  privations  they  suffer  during  transit  by  rail,  11401-11405 The  average  time  in 

winch  pleuio-pneumonia  is  latent  before  it.  shows  itself  is  thirteen  weeks,  1 1413-11415. 

Opinion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  infection  is  only  conveyed  by  the  breath  1141(3 

Statement  that  the  amount  levied  last  year  in  Aberdeenshire  for  the  purpose  of  working  the 
Act  was  4,000  ; return  showing  the  expenses  from  15th  May  1872  to  15th  May  1873 

11420  U429  Further  siateinent  as  to  pleuro-pneumonia  having  been  brought  from 

abroad  ; decrease  m the  importation  of  cattle  from  Holland,  11461-11470 Beneficial 

effect  of  the  cattle  plague  regulations  in  getting  rid  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the 

year  1867;  11482-11485 Examination  to  the  effect  that  inspection  would  not  be 

effectual  tor  the  detection  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  11499-11507 Evidence  in  further 

support  ot  the  opinion  that  pleuro-pneumonia  has  been  brought  into  Aberdeenshire  from 
Ireland,  11510-11531. 

[Second  Examination.]— Additional  examination  as  to  the  comparative  cost  of  sending 
up  live  cattle  and  dead  meat  to  London ; comparison  of  the  charges  by  sea  and  raiL 

11897-11911.  11936-11934 Large  quantities  of  dead  meat  sent  to  London  from 

Aberdeen  by  the  butchers ; danger  of  the  meat  suffering  depreciation  during  very  hot 

weather,  11912-11925 Evidence  in  favour  generally  of  sending  to  London  dead  meat 

instead  or  live  animals,  11935-11947. 

Tanning.  Difficulty  of  importing  cattle  from  Tonning  on  account  of  the  want  of  direct 
communication ; unsuitability  of  Tonning  for  the  exportation  of  store  cattle,  Smith 
12320-123-27.  12335-12337. 


Transit  of  Cattle.  Conclusion  of  the  Committee  that  the  Orders  in  Council  relating  to  the 
transit  of  animals,  both  as  regards  disinfection  and  the  prevention  of  cruelty  and  suffering, 

are  well  adapted  for  their  purpose,  Rep.  vi Necessity,  however,  of  an  inspection 

from  time  to  time  by  the  officers  of  the  central  authority  of  the  vessels  engaged  in  the 
Irish  and  coasting  as  well  as  in  the  foreign  trades,  and  also  of  railways,  lairs,  markets  and 
fairs,  ib. 

See  also  Cattle  Ships.  Dead  Meat.  Disinfection.  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  III. 

Inspection.  Railways.  Watering  of  Cattle. 

Treatment  of  Diseases.  Examination  in  disapproval  of  the  Privy  Council  suggesting  in 
the  reports  any  mode  of  treatment  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  or  being  responsible  for 
any  published  views  of  the  veterinary  inspectors,  Williams  690-703 — - — Further  state- 
ment as  to  the  central  department  not  giving  advice  relative  to  the  cure  of  cattle  diseases, 

ib.  1068-1071 Circumstance  of  Professor  Brown  having  laid  down  general  principles 

of  treatment  for  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  ib.  1091-1093.^ 

See  also  Foot  and  Mouth  Disease , II.,  5.  Inoculation.  Pleuro-pneumonia , 4. 


U. 

Uniformity  of  Action.  Necessity  of  uniformity  of  action  on  the  part  of  the  inspectors  or 
local  authorities,  Clarke  8341,  8342 ; Rigby  8810-8818;  Walker  12167-12169. 

See  also  Ireland,  Sfc.,  IX.,  XIV.  Local  Authorities. 

Uninclosed  Land.  Contemplated  maintenance  of  the  prohibition  against  placing  upon 
uninclosed  land  any  animal  affected  with  contagious  disease,  Simonds  2999. 
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United  States.  Visit  of  witness  to  the  United  Stales  and  Canada  on  an  inquiry  as  to 
cuttle  plague  ; importation  of  contagious  diseases  into  those  countries  from  Europe 

Gamgee  9472.  9710-9722 Statement  that  the  first  introduction  of  the  cattle  diseases 

into  America  was  by  the  importation  of  a cow  from  Holland,  ib.  9713-9717. 


Verdon,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Ts  a member  of  the  firm  ofVerdon& 
Cullen,  in  Liverpool,  and  an  owner  of  property  in  Ireland;  lias  had  lar-e  experience  of 
loot  and  mouth  disease,  6997-7012.  7084-7093 Expediency  of  removing  the  restric- 

tions in  Ireland  as  regards  loot  and  mouth  disease  on  account  of  the  injury  to  trade  • 
opinion  that  the  restrictions  have  never  been  of  any  use,  7013-7025.  7027  7075-7081' 
7114-7116.7122,7123. 

Statement  that  stopping  all  the  fairs  and  markets  in  Ireland  for  six  weeks,  as  proposed 
would  have  the  effect  of  ruining  the  greater  number  of  the  small  farmers  in  Ireland,' 

7°p4 Examination  as  to  the  prevalence  of  loot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland;  decided 

opinion  that  this  disease  has  been  brought  from  England  into  Ireland,  7026.  7011-7010 

7081-7083.7095.7098-7114.  7 7°o3  7°40' 

Expediency  of  stringent  regulations  for  the  prevention  of  the  spread  of  pleuro-pneu- 
moma  ; necessity  for  severe  penalties  to  prevent  the  exposure  of  animals  affected  with  the 

disease  at  fairs  or  markets,  7028,  7-29 Approval  of  compulsory  slaughter  in  the  ease 

of  animals  suffering  from  pleuro-pnenmo.iia,  7030. 

Opinion  that  Ireland  is  singularly  free  from  pleuro-pneumonia ; evidence  in  support  of 
the  opinion  that  this  disease  comes  principally  into  Liverpool  from  Cheshire,  7031  7012 

7096,  7097.  7178-7184.  7 1 9 1 “ 7 A 97 fluctuations  in  the  price  of  meat  caused  ov  the 

working-  of  the  Act  of  1869  ; reasons  for  this,  7041-7057. 

Large  numbers  of  cattle  exported  into  Liverpool  from  Ireland;  excellent  condition  in 

winch  these  cattle  arrive,  7058-7069 Statement  as  to  the  class  of  persons  who  have 

signed  the  memorial  which  has  been  handed  in  by  witness;  nearly  all  the  oraziers  who 
have  signed  are  Irish,  and  all  the  cattle  dealers  are  English,  7070—7074.  a 

Injuries  effect  of  movement  upon  cattle  when  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease- 
contention  therefrom  that  no  rational  man  would  expose  an  animal  so  affected  in  a store 

market,  7081.  7117,  7118 Opinion  that  Irish  cattle  are  singularly  healthv  at  the 

present  time,  7094-7097.  0 J p y 

Rapid  recovery  of  fat  cattle  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  if  left  alone  and  not  disturbed • 
STi?  °i.  &U,  an'ima  RUfffnnS  fr?‘u  ' lb,s  d,isease  that  afterwards  took  the  first  prize  at 

hrLl ^n?fJnfSt«rfh0W,^n1WaS  SO  ‘ f1'?2  ’ 10s,>  7 11 9’  7'  20 Statement  that  no  out- 

chester°  71^  ^ m°Ut  1 d,sease  resuIted  Rom  the  exhibition  of  the  prize  animal  at  Man- 

Decided  opinion  that  railway  trucks  and  steam  vessels  should  be  tborou«rl,|y  disin- 
fected each  time  that  they  convey  cattle  or  sheep,  7124 Injurious  effect  of  Time-water 

when  used  as  a disinfectant,  7125,  7126 Examination  having  reference  to  the  cattle 

" 5 t |e  estl.mated  value  of  cattle  imported  into  Liverpool  in  the  year 

18/2  was  over  five  millions  sterling,  7127-7153.  7162-7170.  1 J 

Belief 'that  any  interference  with  the  Irish  cattle  trade  would  direetlv  affect  the  sunplv 

",St  B"by  Hundred  pu‘ the  p°w,'r8  °f  the  A“ imo  foro8i 
Public  meetings  held  in  Liverpool  to  protest  against  the  Act  of  i86q-  oiaS-oifir 

,ncrrr 01  cma”1  •■a—* 

disease  senf  down  reSard  to  the  spread  of  foot  and  mouth 

“ g ral  s‘,oiety>  *mmrs  by  wit,,eas  to  *■« 

Statement  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  maybe  fatal  anions  calves  when  it  is  not  sir 

s»sS5r53c^sr-,“li“— -S-3” 

° ,n  m*rkets  ”hiie  5uffei'ins  fr°m  fM 

amount  ^Traffic  diS'from  £iveip„el  l^untTf 

& SopTai  rkeer;fe3:h7;9TMuns  of  the  Li,erp“o1  ma*rt  and  th°“  °f 

Increasing 
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Verdon,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence')  - continued. 

Increasing  exnoi-Wion  of  fat  cattle  from  Ireland  into  Liverpool ; purchases  made  in 
Dublin  dnectiy  by  Manchester  dealers  without  the  intervention  of  Liverpool  salesmen, 

7?8°-76«8-.  7763-7769 Strong  objection  to  a (at  animal  being  exposed  in  a market 

wlnle  suhering  trom  pleuro-pneumonia,  7699-7705.  7737-7739. 

Bye-law  of  the  Liverpool  market,  which  prohib  ti  the  exhibition  for  sale  of  anv  animal 
for  store  purposes,  7706-7714--  Further  examination  as  to  the  proprietv  of  allowing 
the  exhibition  for  sale  ol  animals  suffering  from  foot  and  month  disease  : belief  that  lor 
their  own  sakes,  no  farmer  or  store  feeder  would  expose  such  animals,  7715-7736. 

Expediency  of  proceeding  against  any  person  who  would  knowingly  sell  animals 

affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  7737-7739.  78-20,  7821 Rapid  recovery  of  animals 

from  foot  and  mouth  disease  if  they  are  allowed  to  remain  undisturbed  for  a few  days- 
variable  results  ol  this  disease  in  some  cattle,  7740-7745.  } ’ 

Calculation  as  to  the  amount  of  depreciation  in  price  of  cattle  suffering  from  a severe 

attack  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  7746-775-2 The  Commission  chafed  in  Liverpool 

tor  the  sale  of  cattle  is  two-and-a-half  per  cent,  on  the  gross  sale,  which  covets  a 
guaraniee  ; the  charges  in  London  are  about  4 s.  a head,  7770-7776. 

Infrequent  instances  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  the  parks  in  Liverpool,  7777-7782 

Information  with  regard  to  scab  in  sheep;  statement  1 hat  this  disease  is  of  a very 

transient  character,  7783-7800 Evidence  m further  support  of  the  theory,  that  foot 

and  mouth  disease  originates  in  the  east,  and  travel*  westward  in  Ireland,  78o'i-78i3. 

Belief  that  the  poor  cattle  exhibited  in  the  Yorkshire  markets  come  from  Tyrone  and 
Donegal,  7814-7817  -Desirability  of  there  being  no  legislation  for  foot. and  mouth 

disease,  7818  7819 -Contention  that  a herd  affected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  should 

be.  slaughtered,  7821-7823- Expediency  of  giving  full  compensation  for  compulsory 

slaughter,  7821-7824  Examination  as  to  tiie  course  to  be  pursued  with  reward  to  the 
foreign  trade  in  cattle,  7826-7838.  ” 

[Third  Examination.] — Further  evidence  as  tn  the  prices  of  meat  prevailing  ill  Liver- 
pool as  compared  with  London,  7839-7849 The  cost  of  transit  between  Lira-pool  and 

London  is  1 1 s.  per  head,  7650-7652 — -Statement  that  all  the  trade  at  the  nre-ent  time 
is  from  London  to  the  north  ; men-of-war  in  and  about  Liverpool  are  supplied  with 
meat  by  London  contractors,  7853-7868. 


Information  as  to  the  meat  contractors  for  Government  supplies  and  the  terms  upon 

which  they  do  business,  7857-7863 Statistics  with  reference  to  the  increase  of  the 

Liverpool  Market  since  the  year  1831  ; returns  of  the  number  of  animals  slaughtered  and 
consumed  within  nine  miles  of  Liverpool  in  the  year  1872  ; 7869-7877.  8005,  8006. 

Evidence  in  favour  of  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  in  Liverpool;  large  increase, 
however,  in  the  business  of  witness  and  other  salesmen  since  the  restrictions  were  put  in 

force,  7878-7887.  7993-7996 Statement  that  the  tendency  of  the  Liverpool  high 

prices  lias  been  to  cause  more  or  less  of  a monopoly  among  the  large  salesmen  ; belief 
that  the  restrictions  have  been  the  chief  cause  of  the  high  prices,  7884-7887. 

General  disagreement  with  the  statements  contained  in  Mr.  Jenkins’  report;  opinion 
that  the  proposed  riuht  of  entry  into  premises  is  highly  objectionable,  7888-7903.  7976 

— Method  adopted  in  the  Liverpool  Market  as  regards  inspection  of  animals  by  the 
police;  contention  that  this  inspection  tends  more  to  propagate  than  to  prevent  disease, 
7897-7903.  8033-8036. 

Decided  opinion  that  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  been  imported  into  Ireland  from 

England,  7904-7907.  8037-8040 Agreement  with  Mr.  Jenkins  in  his  statement  that 

the  railway  companies  in  Ireland  do  not  properly  disinfect  their  trucks ; superiority  of 
water  and  carbolic  acid  over  whitewash  for  this  object,  7908-7910.8048. 

Examination  as  to  the  character  of  the  fairs  in  Ireland  and  the  treatment  of  the  cattle 
exhibited;  statement  that  English  fairs  would  contrast  very  unfavourably  with  Balli- 

nasloe,  7911-7952 Instance  of  a blackfaced  ewe  that  was  diseased  when  exhibited  at 

Ballinasloe ; probability  of  this  disease  having  been  imported  from  Scotland  with  the 
sheep,  7952,  7953.  8017-8023. 

Inaccuracy  of  the  statements  in  Mr.  Jenkins’  report  as  to  Mr.  Russell’s  cattle  ; letter 
from  Mr.  Russell  on  this  subject,  7954-7958 Contradiction  of  Mr.  Jenkins’  state- 

ment that  Ballinasloe  is  a starting  pomt  from  which  to  trace  disease  to  England,  7959- 
7961. 


Satisfactory  manner  in  which  cattle  are  treated  bath  in  Dublin  and  Liverpool,  as 

regards  the  supply  of  water  upon  landing,  7962-7971 Disagreement  with  Mr.  Jenkins 

us  to  his  unfavourable  reports  of  the  cattle  steamers;  opinion  in  favour  of  holds  as  com- 
pared wiih  decks,  for  the  carriage  of  cattle,  7972,  7973.  8041-8061 Statement  that 

subdivision  of  pens  in  cattle  fairs  and  markets  would  be  quite  impracticable,  7974,  7975. 
7989~7992 Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  opiuion  that  Cheshire  is  not  remark- 
able for  an  advanced  state  of  agiiculture,  7978-7980 Entire  disagreement  with  the 

majority  of  Professor  Baldwin’s  recommendations,  7981,  7982. 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Verdon,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 

Singularly  healthy  character  of  the  cattle  in  the  province  of  Connaught,  7983-708* 
Information  us  to  the  reduction  in  the  numbers  pf  sheep;  statement  that  the  breed- 
ing of  sheep  has  been  largely  discontinued  both  in  Ireland  and  in  Scotland,  70107-800*: 
Further  explanation  of  the  difference  between  the  restrictions  in  the  Liverpool  Market 
and  those  in  force  in  the  Metropolitan  Market,  8006-8014. 

Importation  of  dead  meat  into  Liverpool  at  the  present  time  has  almost  ceased,  8015, 
ir  1 Additional  statement  as  to  the  bye-law  which  prohibits  store  cattle  from  being 

ottered  for  sale  in  Liverpool,  8024-8028 Evidence  in  further  support  of  the  statement 

that  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  will  recover  rapidly  if  allowed  to  remain 
quiet  and  undisturbed,  8029-8032. 

Veterinary  Departments  : 


I.  England: 

1.  Staff  of  the  Department,  and  Duties  discharged. 

2.  Salaries  and  Expenses. 

3.  Question  of  Transfer  to  the  Local  Government  Board. 

II.  Ireland: 


1.  Staff  of  the  Department,  and  Duties  discharged. 

2.  Salaries  and  Expenses. 

III.  Conclusion  of  the  Committee  adverse  to  any  change  in  the  Constitution 
oj  the  Departments. 

I.  England. 

1.  Staff  of  the  Department,  and  Duties  discharged. 

Witness  has  bee.  secretary  of  the  Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Council  since 
2*  ais°  secretory  .luring  the  previous  temporary  establishment  of 

the  department,  Williams  1-8 Explanation  of  the  alterations  in  the  constitution  of 

the  department  since  its  first  establishment ; the  constitution  was  settled  by  the  Corn- 
m ssion  winch  sat  ibbS,  and  the  establishment  of  clerks,  &c.,  was  re-arranged  and 
«t’yi  “n“tllCT  Co““|'ss™'  th"  following  year,  ii.  7-21 Statement  of  the  pre- 

sent establishment  ol  the  department,  and  of  the  duties  of  the  secretary,  chief  clerk, 

Aree  clerks^  ijT^B23ldeS  * S'“eta'7  and  chier  clerk  tIle™  two  inspectors  and 

Empioyment  of  a number  of  temporary  clerks,  and  of  writers;  great  inconvenience  by 

the  snbstitutmn  ol  llie  latter  for  the  former,  Williams  29-31 Summarv  of  the  duties 

k r ortdii  oomS  ’’  work  m connection  with  borne  diseases  thiui  with  foreign 

frees  t 3 r . l'S  >Ire?ul'eof  work  on  witness  and  the  office  staff  generally  • 

ncquent  necessity  of  working  on  Sunday,  ii.  85-89.  y 

ZS  -rr,0  s8,-g-L  “,e  aT"T?f  s-at  detail3 necessary  as^to 

the  returns  reKtinc?rn  ^ of  t,le  statistical  department  in  connection  with 

also  fo  X™8  it  SI  is  'L0ITeT"d'nee  «*•*  therefrom  ; laborious  work 

ni'itp  nf  flip  cfoff.,’,  ,/  5i  ® ^9~597'  Doubt  as  to  the  accuracy  of  a certain  esti- 
mate ox  tue  staff  and  salaries  for  187Q-7/1  il  ca«_, n-  , ' , , 

meat  having  published  only  one  report  sLe ,868 “l,e  dePart- 
14.590-593.676,6-7.  y repott  since  tooo  ; supply,  however,  ol  various  returns, 

diirluw  thelat^mrtbreak  of  enttliwr^  be^n”,  3°met™es  required  to  work  on  Sundays,  as 

guineas  for  a portion  only  of  his  time,  ib  6*o-fi*fi p, y 1 leceive  six 

aWirionSof  Ws  “ the 

but’ttTy  S“efZSe.do  life  trlS  ‘°  ‘ba‘  Ire,and* 

“Vuither  exp, ana, ion  as  to  * 

ment;  large  amount  of  extra  work  required  from  the  clerks,  1359-1363?  P 

Witness, 
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Veterinary  Departments — continued. 

!•  England — continued. 

1.  Staff  of  the  Department,  and  Duties  discharged— continued 

ch,ef  c,erk,  a.  2874-,876 Rara  absence  orlgIL^\7t2ry,ro^3°rfkbe1ee, 

M employment  for  the  clerical  and  other  staff  of  the  Veterinary  Deuartnient  as  -veil 

iy}SpsJStgCSt^is£’^S 

W'tness  has  been  chief  derk  to  the  Veterinary  Department  since  December  ,866- 
•ei-XS!  “ l“!-0“S.  aPP°,nlmfnts  in  the  Public  service,  Eardlcy  Wilmot,  36S2- 

tafcril  ri  »“"«='  duties  in  the  matter  of  correspondence.  Orders 

reSPons,ble  (""d“  the  ^etary)  fcr  the  whole  work 

clrnkTS^' “h.e.  aVthe  "’a  0?e,87‘  °rtl,a  statistic'  offoot  and  month  disease,  five 
these  statistic,  were  "thl“  c0.nsetlllence  1 particulars  hereon  to  the  effect  that 

„as!!  ““t  “/  W«  *0  K Earihy  Wilma,,  3705- 

book  ,,3n7l9fl,«5b6  , Considerable  labour  involved  in  the  preparation  of  the  “Hand- 

oanersn  5*  Process  pursued  in  the  office  as  remirds  all 

papers  of  any  importance;  recetpt  ot  over  5,000  papers  or  letters  yearly,  ib.  37ao,  3721. 

receS'exto  oav  f''eq“e“tly  wu,'ki"ff  l^ond  ‘he  regular  office  hours  without 

ecetving  extia  pay  , testimony,  moreover,  to  their  efficiency,  Eariley  Wilmot  3723- 

authorities “?  ,lou  tlle,  w?rk  ,°f  tl,a  department  by  a reduction  in  the  number  of  loral 
infill  ‘ I ,’  d b?  the  s“bs‘:‘»‘m»  of  > small  number  of  superior  inspectors  for  the 

infeuoi  class  now  in  communication  with  the  department,  ib.  3750-3757. 

The  staff  of  the  department  is  altogether  inadequate,  Baldwin  4054 Sliw 

vis^on^but  tluit^'f  I0°  the  Vetennary  Department  being  placed  und?r  any  supei? 

vision  but  that  of  a veterinary  surgeon,  Gamgec  9492.  ‘ ^ 

OKwSS  “000b.  ^“.fcnCti“"8  °f  "’ilness  in  "K  Frivy  C°“"aiI 
Dep".ZenLlrtVrSP7eC^^7e  “d  lreated  in  the  Veterin.* 

2.  Salaries  and  Expenses. 

, Prpi'|“lS?a“1"t.by‘be,  Tl™":y  ufthe  salaries  of  the  officials,  William  607-610 
and  nfhfu-8lffib0^  relative  to  the  salaries  of  the  secretary,  chief  clerk.  Professor  Brown, 
and^tta  officers,  and  as  to  the  amounts  paid  not  agreeing  will,  tile  Estimates,  ib.  61 

present  £££$$£.  “ ' **  of  inV«"*  “d  •***  fov  the 

ne^o'^jenR^  witness  adverted  to  ; relative  duties  and  salary  of  the  chief  clerk,  Brown 

“s  “'u,,“'d  with the  income  of  many  — » 

Explanation  of  the  circumstance  under  which  wilness’  salary  has  been  fixed  at  600  l. 

a yeai,  Eardlcy  Wilmot  3685-3691 Explanations  relative  10  the  expenses  of  the 

department  on  the  score,  respectively,  of  postage,  legal  expenses,  and  stationery,^.  3735- 
3749— — Exped^ncy  ol  Professor  Ferguson  being  well  paid,  and  of  his  devoting  ali  bis 
time  to  the  duties  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  Baldwin  4461. 

Comparison  drawn  between  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Veterinary  Department 
ancl  those  of  the  Registrar  General’s  Department;  conteniion  that  the  salaries  of  the 
latter  department  are  not  so  high  as  those  of  the  former,  Clode  10440-10463.10460- 
10480.  10503,  10504.  * * >uy 

Extracts  from  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services  for  1868-69  and  1869-70,  showing  the 
amounts  paid  out  of  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund  for  expenses  connected  with  cattle 

plague,  and  with  the  Veterinary  Department,  App.  585 Expenses  of  the  Veterinary 

Department  ou  account  of  salaries,  incidental  expenses,  and  travelling  expenses,  subse- 
quent to  the  31st  March  1868;  after  which  date  the  sums  necessary  to  defray  such 
expenses  were  annually  provided  for  by  separate  votes,  ib.  586. 

Estimated  total  cost  of  the  Veterinary  Department  for  the  year  1872  ; aggregate  of 
12,962  l.  19  s.  7 d.,  App.  586.  3 ‘ -5  0 


3.  Question  of  Transfer  to  the  Local  Government  Board.  , 

Opinion  that  the  Veterinary  Department  would  not  work  well  if  transferred  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Williams  646-649 Opinion  that  the  Veterinary  Depart- 

ment might  with  advantage  be  transferred  to  the  Local  Government  Board;  reasons  for 
this  conclusion,  Clode  941 1-9417.  9424. 
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Veterinary  Departments— continued. 

II.  Ireland: 

1.  Staff1  of  the  Department  and  Duties  discharged. 

Approval  of  the  central  supervision  in  Ireland,  there  being,  however,  a great  paucity 
01  officers.  Brown  2791-2706.  = 1 " 

Witness  is  Director  General  of  the  Veterinary  Department  of  Irelantl,  anti  has  con- 

. » r.i  2MrtTlltoB,nOS  ll5  rnstitution , Fergus on  4837-4840 Statement  of  the 

staff  of  the  office,  ti.  4841 Explanation  as  to  witness  having  continue, I tin- employ- 

ment of  three  clerks,  without  the  authority  of  the  Treasury  ; dearl  look  if  these  had  been 

discharged,  1J.  4841,  4842,  4870 Description  of  the  duties  of  the  department,  and 

the  amount  and  character  of  the  work  performed,  ib.  4842-48,53. 

Sundry  details  in  further  explanation  of  the  staff  and  duties  of  the  Veterinary  Depari- 
menl  in  Dublin,  and  the  remuneration  of  the  several  employes,  Ferguson  5272;  et  sea 
“—--Considerable  increase  of  [clerical  staff  really  required,  the  Treasury  now  allowing 
witness  only  three  clerks,  and  two  more  being  kept  on  at  his  own  risk,  ib.  5277-5283 

53°5j  53?6.  5509 Comment  upon  the  disallowance  of  a messenger,  #.5302 — 

Explanation  on  the  subject  of  communication  between  witness’  department,  and  the  de- 

pa:  iinent  m London,  5505-5508 With  sufficient  stiff,  witness  would  soon  apply 

an  effectual  check  to  the  spread  of  contagious  diseases,  ib.  5508.  5545-5547.  r 3 

Examination  with  reference  to  the  position  held,  and  the  pay  received  by  Professor 
JJerguson,  staff  of  clerks  assisting  this  officer,  Murray  12456-12485.  12511-12531 

1254' 1-12549.  12560-12575 Economy  resulting  from  the  employment  of  police 

clerks  ; opinion  that  the  present  staff  of  clerks  is  sufficient  to  carry  on  the  duties  of  the 

department,  ib.  12490,  124.91 The  only  alteration  necessary  in  the  Irish  Veterinary 

1S  t*ie  addition  of  one  clerk,  and  one  or  two  more  holydays,  ib.  12492, 

Summary  of  the  papers  treated  in  the  Irish  Veterinary  Department  in  the  year  1872- 
immense  number  m the  aggregate,  A/ip.  609.  3 * 

2.  Salaries  and  Expenses : 

Defrayment  of  the  office  expenses  by  the  Treasury,  a general  rate  in  aid  beinw  liable 

tor  outside  expenses,  such  as  inspection,  compensation,  the.,  Ferguson  4284-4001 

Retraced  salary  of  witness,  whereas  lus  present  duties  are  onerous  in  the  extreme  ; more- 

"i"  . 1"'as.w’tl,l°“t  sa,ury  f01'  “b°ul  l"'°  «.  S*8S-4«#8.  55B7 Total  cost  of 

salunes,  incidental  expenses,  real,  &c.,  ib.  5299-5304. 

Comparison  between  the  cue!  of  the  Veterinary  Department  in  Ireland  and  in  England  1 
.arse  amount  of  the  work  of  the  department  nansucted  by  the  Irish  constabulary 
fJnmXl  o18riT‘v9V  2532-T2539 " Possibility  of  the  difference  between  the  amount 
expc  need  on  the  English  and  the  Irish  yetennary  departments  being  considered  us  an  Irish 
grievance,  ib.  1 2540- 1 2545. 

Abstract  showing  the  yearly  expenses  now  (1873)  allowed  for  the  office  of  the  Irish 
veterinary  department;  total  of  1,982/.  10&,  App.  625. 

HI.  Conclusion  of  the  Committee  adverse  to  any  change  in  the  Constitution  of  the 
Departments : J 

aiidlre?andl'sep  ™co!n"'end  110  ch“nS<'  in  the  Veterinary  Departments  of  Great  Britain 

See  also  Annual  Reports.  Inspection.  Law  Expenses.  Prim  Council. 

Reports  and  Snatches  ( Cattle  Plague).  Statistics.  Treatment  of  diseases. 

Feterinam  Surgeons.  Arrangement  for  the  temporary  employment  of  vete, inary  surgeons 
2-2B  e-oR  1 ° V f h“  e,<!-  ° "»tbl“ts  of  disease  in  England,  Brown 

surgeons  throughout  Ireland;  use  made  of  their 
seivn.es  by  witness  department,  Ferguson  4S61-4865.  4978-4981. 

„wtPrsi0^  ““S'™  *“  decidedly  useful  in  preventing  loss  to  stock- 

*f?i9l7'ilw  _ opinion  of  the  present  state  of  veterinary 
“ ‘°  I’1™™-puean..„„i.  possess/d  by  veterinary  s„, genus" 


W. 


Wales.  Conclusion  that  Welsh  cattle  are  more  exempt  than  Irish  cattle  from  foot  and 
mu.uth  disease  ; opimen  that  the  disease  is  contracted  in  the  transit  from  Ireland,  Rigby 

8789- 
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TV zles — con  tinued. 

™n*8?h  7;  8f6°-8870— Staiement  that  .here  is  no  importation  of  cattle  into  Wales 
except  that  which  is  bi ought  by  landowners  to  their  own  estates,  Smith  10434-10443. 

Walker,  William  Stuart.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is  chairman  of  ,u  •* 

aiKl  iS  aranded  pr0priet°r  in  the  co«nty ; has  also'been 
cha Mm,,  of  the  Highland  Socety,  12146-11115, The  vie,,,  of  witnees  on  the  subiec 

l,,e  san,t' as  those  °f  *•  m""  ^ s 

Strong  opinion  in  favour  of  uniformity  of  action  in  the  different  counties  for  the  nur- 
pose  of  dealing  with  the  disease  ; desirability  of  an  amalgamation  of  the  local  authorities 

t,f  counties  and  towns,  12,53-12,60.  12164-12,67.  12263-, 2278 Inexpedient  5 

leaving  nioch  discretionary  power  with  the  local  untliority  as  to  issuinv  rlrelSi  ■ 
opinion  that  the  rules  and  regulations  should  be  imperative  throughouMind’er  Act  of 
Parliament,  1 2161-12163— Desirabihly  of  appointing  inspectors  at  the  cost  of  the 
m67-roi6g  ” 16  pi'0,'slo"s  of  the  Act  a,'e  “”W  out  with  uniformity  and  efficiency, 

“ ,0  lbe  enforcement  of  penalties  under  the  Act;  necessity  for  a minimum 
as  woll  as  11  maximum  fine  which  should  be  mildly  enforced,  12170,  12171.  12266-12201 
1 he  tribunals  before  whom  cases  are  brought  are  generally  the  magistrates  in  the 
lowns  and  the  justices  of  the  peace  in  the  country,  12172-12175. 

Quarantine  lor  seven  or  ten  days  necessary  in  the  case  of  store  cattle  brought 
from  abi  oad,  1 2 1 76- 1 2 ‘ 79~-“-  Decided  opinion  that  all  foreign  lit  cattle  should  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  debarcation  or  taken  by  rail  to  the  slaughterhouse,  12180- 
I2IO5.  12279-12204. 

Expediency  of  all  markets  and  stock  fairs  being  placed  under  Government  inspec- 
tion; belief  .but  the  local  inspector  has  not  got  sufficient  authority  to  regulate  the 

markets,  1210(3-12194 Examination  as  10  the  propriety  of  having  separate  markers 

to.  fat  and  store  cattle;  contention  that  caitle,  though  quite  ht  for  .he  butcher,  mav  be 
very  dangerous  to  put  with  store  animals,  12195-12205.  J 

Suggestions  as  to  the  means  to  be  taken  to  prevent  the  spread  of  f,.ot  and  mouth 
disease;  necessity  for  a system  of  heavy  penalties  for  moving  cattle,  12207.  12200 

12228-12233.  12237-12242 Doubtful  expediency  in  slaughtering  the  cattle  which 

are  affected  with  pleuro-pneumoma,  unless  it  be  extended  to  all  the  animals  iu  the  same 
farm,  1221 1-1 2226. 

Information  with  regard  to  coses  of  penalties  for  not  repotting  the  existence  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia m the  neighbourhood  of  Edinburgh ; difficulty  of  discovering  the  disease 
12234-12251— -Advisability  of  the  regulations  with  regard  to  cattle  diseases  bein,- as 
stringently  carried  out  in  Ireland  as  they  are  in  Great  Britain,  12253-12258 Reso- 

lutions submitted  by  the  Highland  Society  to  the  Privy  Council  on  the  subject  of  transit 
or  cattle  by  railway,  12259-12261. 


Richard.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence).— Carries  on  the  business  of  a cattle  salesman 

m Dublin,  and  :s  a large  landowner,  8062-8066 Advocates  non -restriction  as  regards 

foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland ; approval  of  the  agriculturist  being  left  entirely  to 
himself  to  do  as  he  thinks  proper  as  regards  the  disease,  8067-8071.  8080.  813-  8133 
8158,  8159.  8171. 


Impropriety  of  moving  cattle  which  are  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  any 

considerable  distance,  8072,  8073.  8091-8096.  8103-8109.  8127-8131.  8139-8151 - 

Opinion  that  scab  in  sheep  is  of  trivial  consequence,  8074-8080.  8134-8138 Necessity 

of  the  immediate  destruction  of  animals  suffering  from  pleuro-pneumonia ; compensation 
for  animals  slaughtered  should  be  made  to  the  farmer,  8081-8083.  8089.  8110-8113. 

Desirability  of  uniform  legislation  for  England  and  Ireland,  8085.  8165-8171 

Absence  of  foreign  importation  into  Ireland  with  the  single  exception  of  fat  Spanish 

cattle,  8086-8090 -Advisability  of  English  grazieis  coming  over  to  Ireland  to  make 

their  own  purchases  instead  of  employing  middlemen;  opinion  that  such  a course  would 
prevent  the  importation  of  wretched  cattle  as  at  present,  8097-8101. 

Inutility  of  inspection  as  a preventive  measure,  8113.  8160-8164 Satisfactory 

condition  of  the  cattle  steamers  between  Englanda  nd  Ireland,  8114 Mysterious 

character  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  as  regards  infection,  8120-8126 Statement 

that  Connaught  is  the  principal  rearing  place  for  stock  in  Ireland,  8152,  8153 

Fattening  of  cattle  is  principally  carried  on  in  the  province  of  Leinster,  8154,  8157 

Information  as  to  the  present  state  of  the  cattle  trade  between  England  and  Ireland, 
8172-8185.  - ’ 


Watering  of  Cattle  ( Railway  Transit ).  Steps  taken  in  order  to  insure  supplies  of  water 
at  railway  stations,  and  to  prevent  overcrowding  and  undue  delay  on  railways,  Williams 
6I9_541 Advantage  if  the  railway  companies  were  directly  responsible  for  adminis- 

tering proper  supplies  of  water,  ii.  533-541  • 

Consideration  of  the  arrangements  as  to  the  transit,  by  railway,  more  especially  as 
353-  5 E 4 regards 
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W atering  of  Cattle  ( Railway  Transit) — continued, 
regards  the  supply  of  water  during  the  journey;  difficulties  on  this  score,  Brown  1630- 

1656.  1679-1697.  1 727 — 1 737 Opinion  ihat  in  winter  cattle  might  comfortably  «o':  or 

twenty-four  hours  without  water;  long  period  for  which  they  would  live  without  water 
ib.  1681-1686.  2048-2051.  * 

Further  statement  as  regards  the  watering  of  cattle  on  railways,  that  it  is  better 
not  to  detain  for  the  purpose  if  the  journey  does  not  exceed  thirty-six  hours.  Professor 

Brown  2247-2251 Reference  to  the  obstacles  10  watering  the' cattle  during  railway 

transit,  ib.  2741-2743 Reference  to  the  watering  of  cattle  on  railways  as  noUittended 

with  nearly  so  much  cruelty  as  is  represented,  ib.  2838-2842. 

Expediency  of  water  being  supplied  every  eighteen  or  twenty  hours,  Siwonds,  3121 

3122 Improved  supply  of  water  at  railway  stations,  though  the  cattle  are  not  always 

watered  before  they  are  trucked  ; this  should  be  imperative  in  many  cases,  ib.  3133-3138 
-Circumstance  of  the  animals  from  Aberdeen  to  London  not  being  watered  during 
the  journey  (about  thirty-six  hours);  very  good  conditiou  in  which  they  arrive,  ib.  3130- 
314a  Difficulty  of  watering  during  railway  transit;  suggestions  on  the  subject 
^•3i43-3i5h  " * 

Contemplated  watering  of  Irish  cattle  on  arrival  in  England,  but  not  on  the  railway 

Fisher  5264,  5265- Suggestions  relative  to  the  watering  and  feeding  of  Irish  cattle  ■ 

approval  of  this  being  done  at  Liverpool  or  Holyhead,  Ferguson  5362-5371 -Risk  of 

injury  to  health  by  watering  before  the  sea  voyage,  ib.  5362-5364. 

Saiisfactory  manner  in  which  cattle  are  treated  both  in  Dublin  and  Liverpool  as  regards 

the  supply  of  water  upon  landing,  Verdon  7962-7971 Privations  suffered  by  cattle 

upon  longjourmes  as  regards  food  and  water;  instance  of  show  cattle,  belonging  to  Mr. 
Walter  Gubey,  being  without  food  or  water  for  more  than  twenty  hours,  Clarke  8516- 
8531-— Great  privations  on  long  journeys  for  want  of  water;  arrangement  proposed  for 
remedying  this,  Milne  1 1984  et  seq.  11 

See  also  Railways. 

WM,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  bis  Evidence.)-Is  a Veterinary  Simmon,  practising  at  Fresli- 

"'ell> E>s?*>  109sl-  I0929 -Statement  ns  to  the  importation  of  Dutch°catlle  into 

the  district  in  the year  1871  with  foot  and  mouth  disease  ; severe  form  in  which  foreiim 

cattle  have  tins  disease,  10312-10918.  10924.  10930-10950 Desirability  of  stamping 

out  pleuropneumonia  by  means  ot  slaughter;  necessity  of  isolating  those  which  Imvl 

„ 'ded  w,lth,*he  Erased  animals,  ,0925-10928.  10965-10997 Question  as  to 

the  requnement  of  mote  stungent  regulations  as  regards  the  inspection  of  markets  and 

the  prohibition  of  removal,  10951-10961. 

Webb,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  E»idence.)-Is  a Member  of  the  Royal  Veterinary  College 
STm?  BS01’  ‘ a“,rtf0rd’  *3996714001 Visits  paifl  by  witness  to  the  Metro- 

politan Market  to  May  and  June  1872  with  a view  to  discoveiiiU  whether  there  was 

disease  amongst  the  foreign  cattle,  14002^4007 Discovery  upon  the  loth  June  18-/2 

of  upwards  of  thirty  animals  suffering  from  foot  and  mouth  disease ; all  these  cattle 

ueie  newly-imported,  14008-14033.  14065-14070 Attention  of  the  inspector  (Mr. 

R.iyment)  called  to  these  cattle;  unsatisfactory  result  of  Mr.  Ray, nent's  examination 
into  these  eases,  14022-14027.  14048-14064.  14075-14085. 

Discovery  by  witness  of  foreign  sheep  in  the  market  affected  with  the  scab,  on  the 

10th  June,  >4034-la042- Statement  that  the  cattle  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 

°f  Spa"ish  CaUle  aff““  ”th  foot  and 

exteut  of  4 Z.  by  the  loss  of  2 cwt.  in  weight,  ib.  10594-10602. 

West  Bromwich  Considerable  fluctuation  and  rise  in  the  price  of  meat  for  many  years 
past  at  West  Bromwich ; opinion  that  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  foreign  eattleat  the 
ports  the  chref  cause  of  the  increase  in  the  price,  Hodgetts  1 2588-1259,-— Grounds 

?2,ro,ero,°y°  T6  trade  > tbe  VVest  » i2658-™666! 

12723  7 6 1 "formation  as  to  the  retail  prices  of  meat  sold  by  witness,  tl  12717- 

West  Derby.  Injudicious  manner  in  which  the  magistrates  of  the  WeBt  Derby  hundred 
put  the  powers  of  the  Act  into  force;  instances  of  this,  Verdon  7154-7157?  7 n““area 

Wtyhill  Fair.  Doubt  as  to  there  having  been  much  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  an  active 
form  among  sheep  at  the  fair  in  October  1872,  Stratton  4736-4740. 

William,  Alexander.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.j-Has  been  Secretary  of  the  Veterinary 
Department  of  the  Privy  Council  since  the  Act  of  1869  ; was  also  secretary  duo  nw  the 

previous  temporary  esiab  ishment  of  the  department,  1-8 Explains  theTlteratiols  in 

the  constitution  ot  the  department  since  its  first  establishment ; the  constitution  was 

settled 
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milums,  Alexander.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence)— eonaiiwd. 
settled  by  the  commission  which  sat  in  1868,  and  the  estabiish>vinn.  , 1 . 

rearranged  and  settled  by  another  commission  in  the  following  'e” 7 o,01'*’’  *“•  Wai 

secrity, 'chief  cterk  °f  «*  ^P«l-  »“>  °f  ««  <•■««  of  the 

a^of  writers  , ** 

home  diseases  thafwiti^forfgiT^mpofo^^Q^lf  Several  W°Ff '*1, oonnect'>0n  ^viith 

attached  to  the  central  officef 37-41.  ’ 3’  3 & functions  of  the  two  inspectors 

ina^to«Irf  ?”d  P“\me”‘-  “d  t,le  duties  of  the 

pfrflisfha^rlTf--^^ 

are  'landed,  the’landing  bein“ in  ' he  £ wrth  the  animals  after  they 

on_,,,t„ess  and  the  office  staff  generally  ; frequent  necessity^  Ef  "n  Ijaf 

Sf:hefnVe\f3ApriU8^"ff1,’1f1the  S",a''is "P"”* -hhffiHollau fwas^emoS fom 

free  from  cattle  nlao-nu  , t ■+,/•’  statement  a»  to  Kussia  never  beingf 

‘ 11  om  cattle  plague,  175 Importance  of  some  united  action  on  the  Dart  nf  F„,.rt 

sioEheLisEeredVdS 

plague  in  Austria,  though  it  is  if  ^dlJ^lUn  if 
Advantage  il  Germany  wereas  careful  about  the  through  transit  of  cattle  asshe  is  on  the 
ct  rtlreT^r'f  -91-195— Greater  distribution  of=cattle  plague  on  th  coat  , 
n™8a  T 1 * yea,'*i  P"11?  111  consequence  of  tire  war,  106-108.  218-“  o _ 
RusS  foMmr  rli?111'011  T Eng,ancl  "iU-  «'“*»»%.  be  dependent9 indirectly  upon 

lations  «!  t « r 8 ST  y-J  -rfat  lmPortance  00  tilis  ^ore  of  effectual  quaratine  reU- 
lations  on  the  Geimano-Russmn  frontier,  199-221.  4 1C  e=u 

ofhn!wLtP°cthe,etfeUt  that  thes-vstem  °f  slaughtering  all  scheduled  animals  at  the  port 
of  landing  does  not  give  immunity  against  danger,  223-.23S Lar„er  proportion  of  dil 

experience'^t^  DeptlVd° advmelf^  /ro,u  other  cou?tri«  i 

fittings  and  ventLion  „f  the  I 

imtfo  d m ™ "IF*  P «™mon  for  landing,  slaughtering,  isolation,  See.,  as  is  mad*  at 
D PInabllitvffiof“  f'e^£XPT‘nCfd  011  lr‘S  s“bJecl  by  tl,s  oe,,tl'al  department,  235-277 

^ “fit  2I7  269-2^1  ‘°  P,'°ller  r6S“Iati°“5  “ tl,e  P°r‘  °f  Hull,924” 

Importance  of  the  number  of  cattle  ports  being  reduced  as  much  as  possible  ■ lartre 

diminution  already,  257-266 Decided  improvement  if  cattle  were  not  mixed  with 

othet  cargo,  272-277 Concurrence  in  the  view  of  Professor  Brown  as  to  the  cattle 

liS“  toa'lnltatemm!r0f  thed  ^ f°m  the  “ JoscPh  S°»“'s.”  at  the  port  of  Hull, 
nr..."..,,— t""r  nhitenient  of  the  prompt  and  sutumary  measures  taken  by  the  central  de- 
partment  for  preventing  the  spread  of  the  disease,  eSl-2g5. 

b.  aS  ' Trid5  Catlle  P,aB“e-  lh“‘  “ addition  to  existing  precautions,  there  should 

be  power  in  the  central  department,  through  its  inspectors,  to  compel  the  slaughter  of 
animals  herded  with  infected  ones;  difficulty  and  delay  at  present  on  this  point,  2*96-311 

^a°PrSaug;;eidf:31tr.7.h0Uld”Ot  be  pald  “ — “ a“ 

Belief  that  pleuro-pnenmoma  has  not  been  largely  introduced  from  abroad  during  the 
last  few  years,  318-323-  Belief  also  that  ibe  pressure  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  In 
this  country  is  not  largely  owing  to  foreign  import;  practice  as  to  inspection  and  siaugh- 
S63,  5 E tenon 


Printed  image  digitised  by  the  University  of  Southampton  Library  Digitisation  Unit 


752 


WILLIAMS. 


Report,  1873 — continued. 


Williams,  Alexander.  (Analysis  of  bis  Evidence) — continued. 

tering  at  the  ports  adverted  to  hereon,  3-24-344 Nor  does  witness  believe  that  scab 

has  been  introduced  from  abroad,  every  care  being  taken  at  the  ports,  335-337 Con- 

viction of  witness  that  wholesale  slaughtering  of  all  foreign  animals  at  the  ports  would  not 
prevent  disease  in  England,  338-342. 

Calculation  as  to  the  large  proportion  of  the  supply  of  live  meat  which  comes  from 

abroad  and  from  Ireland,  343-349 Improvement  if  certain  returns  to  the  Inland 

Revenue  were  made  by  the  inspectors  under  the  Act  of  1S69;  350-355- — Sufficiency 
of  the  present  precautions  for  preventing,  by  isolation,  outbreaks  of  sheep-pox  ; slaughter- 
ing is  not  necessary,  though  it  would  be  advantageous,  356-362 Doubt  as  to  pleuro- 

pneumonia having  increased  in  the  country,  though  more  cases  are  brought  to  light, 

362-369.  ' . 

Importance  of  the  movement  of  cattle  being  at  once  stopped  in  any  district  or 
“ infected  place  ” where  an  infectious  or  contagious  disease  is  discovered,  370.  418,  419 
— — Limited  number  of  counties  and  boroughs  which  have  applied  the  orders  of  the 
central  dej  artment  as  to  the  slaughter  of  animals  having  pleuro-pneamonia,  374-380. 

389 Statement,  as  to  the  local  demands  on  the  department  for  the  issue  of  stringent 

orders  relative  to  the  foot  and  mouth  disease,  and  as  to  the  action  of  the  department  and 

of  the  local  authorities  in  the  matter,  381-414 Stringent  regulations  found  necessary 

in  Switzerland  in  order  to  check  the  disease,  408,  409.  432,  433 Slight  effect  of  the 

Act  of  1869  in  stopping  the  disease,  410-414.  442. 

Means  of  stamping  out  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  if,  in  addition  to  other  precautions, 

there  were  compulsory  isolations,  4 J 5-417- Evidence  in-support  of  the  proposal  for 

preventing  iransit  in  places  declared  to  be  infected,  and  for  applying  a system  of  licenses 

through  Government  inspectors  before  movement  is  allowed,  41S-456 Conclusion  as 

to  the  necessity  of  the  proposed  restrictions  being  carried  out  and  enforced  by  the  central 
department,  instead  of  being  left  to  local  authorities  with  different  jurisdictions,  420-456 

■ Contemplated  appointment  of  a large  body  of  Government  inspectors,  who  should 

report  any  case  of  disease  on  farms,  444-454 Advantage  in  working  the  Act  if  there 

were  only  one  local  authority  to  deal  with,  457-459. 

Large  import#of  foot  and  mouth  disease  from  Ireland  at  the  ports  of  Bristol  and 
Liverpool,  though  the  disease  is  said  to  have  been  first  introduced  into  Ireland  from 

England,  460-469' Doubt  as  to  much  pleuro-pneumonia  coming  from  Ireland,  461 

— -Entire  inadequacy  of  the  Government  inspector  at  Bristol  or  at  Liverpool  to  pro- 
perly inspect  the  large  imports  from  Ireland,  470-478 Absence  of  any  check  to  the 

movement  of  Iti-h  cattle  from  the  ports  into  the  interior,  so  that  foot  and  mouth  disease 
is  easily  spread  in  England;  expediency  of  the  diseased  animals  being  detained  and 

isolated  at  the  place  of  landing,  479-499 Injustice  of  the  restrictions  as  regards 

foreign  cattle,  if  theie  are  no  restrictions  upon  Irish  cattle,  481.  499,  500. 

Improvement  as  regards  the  disinfecting,  ventilation,  space,  &c.,  in  the  case  of  cattle 
vessels  from  abroad,  owing  to  the  transit  regulations  of  the  veterinary  department,  501-509 

■ Steps  taken,  also,  with  a view  to  the  disinfecting,  ventilation,  &c.  of  Irish  vessels, 

510-518 Difficulties  owing  to  the  want  of  staff  lor  carrying  out  the  regulations  as  to 

transit  by  vessel  or  by  railway^  510,  51 1.  518.  52s,  529. 

Steps  taken  in  order  to  insure  supplies  of  water  at  railway  staiions,  and  to  prevent 
overcrowding  and  undue  delay  on  railways,  519-541 Advantage  if  the  railway  com- 
panies were  directly  responsible  for  administering  proper  supplies  of  water,  533-541 

Possibility  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  being  caught  on  board  the  vessels  from  Ireland  if 
they  have  not  been  disinfected,  542,  543, 

[Second  Examination.] — Paper  submitted  showing  the  expenses  of  witness’  depart- 
ment,  549. Evidence  in  detail,  with  reference  to  the  heavy  work  and  large  correspon- 

dence of  the  depaitment,  the  duties  of  the  inspectors  and  other  staff  employed,  and  the 

amount  of  salaries  and  other  charges,  550  et  seq. Total  of  between  1,600  and  1,700 

inspectors  in  1872,  including  police  officers  who  acted  in  that  capacity ; practice  as  to 

these  sending  weekly  returns  to  the  Privy  Council  Office,  553-563- Duties  of  the 

department  as  to  giving  legal  advice  to  the  local  authorities  relative  to  the  interpretation 
of  the  Acts  of  Parliament,  563-569. 

Heavy  duties  of  the  statistical  branch,  as  regards  the  accounts  of  expenditure;  great 

detail  necessary  as  to  vouchers,  570-583 Large  work  of  the  statistical  department  in 

connection  with  the  returns  relating  10  diseases,  and  the  correspondence  arising  there- 
from; laborious  work  also  in  other  ways,  583-585.  589-597 Doubt  as  to  the  accu- 
racy of  a certain  estimate  of  the  staff  and  salaries  for  1873-74;  586-589 Circum- 

stance of  witness’  department  having  published  only  one  report  since  1868;  supply, 

however,  of  various  returns,  590-593-  676,  677 Further  statement  as  to  the  staff 

being  sometimes  required  to  work  on  Sundays,  as  during  the  late  outbreak  of  cattle 
plague;  examination  heieon  as  to  the  regular  office  hours  of  the  department,  being  only 

from  eleven  to  five,  598-606.  1010-1041. 

Practical  settlement  by  the  Treasury  of  the  salaries  of  the  officials,  607-610 Expla- 

. nation 
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Williams,  Alexander.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) -continued. 

nation  relative  to  the  salaries  of  the  secretary,  chief  clerk  R , 

officers,  and  as  to  ihe  amounts  paid  not  agreeing  with  the  Estimates’^  n^6^->  ’ 
to  893/  as  the  estimate  for  salaries  of  inspectors  and  officials  fo  he  ts 

63C— Information  to  be  obtained  from  the  Treasury  as  to  the  law  eL, eases  of  wit  net 

department ; he  cannot  supply  any  particulars  whatever,  637-640 l\or  C111  i.e  ;* 

any  information  as  to  the  cost  of  postage  or  stationery,  641-^5.  4 8 8 

Opinion  that  the  veterinary  department  would  not  work  well  if  transferred  to  the  Local 

Government  Board,  646-049 Origin  of  witness’  connection  with  the  department  furthe  ■ 

adverted  to;  he  at  first  gave  I, is  services  gratuitously,  but  on  appointment  “1  semSm, 

was  to  receive  six  guineas  a week  for  a portion  only  of  his  time,  650-656 PosUion  cJ 

ijied'cal  superintendent  and  adviser  filled  by  witness  when  Colonel  Harness  was  a?  the 
department!  subsequent  abolition  of  this  office  on  witness’ 

becoming  secretaiy,  657-665 Claim  of  the  permanent  staff  to  superannuation  • 

dmdvantage  of  tire  liability  of  the  rest  of  the'  staff  to  dismissal  £ “ y Ze, 

th^vSl^Re!  J fi  St  CrUk  Harf,“  1111 1 86S’  “ “to  that  It  might  embrace 

the  Veteiinaiy  Repoit,  6/2-675 Obstacle  to  a year’s  report  beino-  issued  before  the 

Ssnect°f  ,Marc  6?5’  6® Advantage  of  the  annual  report  including  the  veterinary 

evnensl  •fpOTt?’  6/9~68l -Miciilty  as  to  tile  annual  leport  oil  the  score  o'f 

expense,  witnesa  has  long  been  desirous  for  an  annual  report,  681.  701-703. 

Explanation  in  connection  with  a statement  by  witness  in  the  Report  of  1871,  that  the 
tl"t'lL°d  tlle  h'ot  and  moul1'  dlse““  111  England  remained  to  be  proved  ; belief,  however, 
pj*  "0'-,.ar,se  spontaneously,  and  is  propngated  by  contagion,  68»-08o ! 

be “ men.  of  fo  “S1”'0''!  V Pnvy, C.0‘incil  "B^'k  «*  my  mode  rf 

veterhi.^  iLp°  cto™f  6^03  ’ °r  8 reSP°nS,WS  &r  “-v  P"blislled 

Advantage  if  the  inspectors,  under  the  Privy  Council,  had  power  to  go  on  board  the 

catt  e ships  and  see  to  the  fittings,  &e„  704-707 Impression  as  to  foot  and  moMh 

1 th‘.  C rel'"B|mCleaSel  V fxte"S10''  h'om  th®  centres  which  existed  afier  the  cessation' 
o!  wS  iS  I”8  'egn|alions,7o8-7t3—  Restriction  as  regards  sheep  which  come 

nf  from  scheduled  countries,  715,716 Further  reference  to  the  prospect 

of  dependence,  directly  or  indirectly,  upon  Russian  supplies,  717 Great  expense  of 

an  extensive  system  of  quarantine  in  Russia  before  export  to  En-laml  718-7.'! - 

° tb.e  “‘1°  P'ague.i,,t0  Hamburg,  and  thence  to  England,  by  some  Russian 
cattle  which  went  in  the  first  instance  from  Cronstadt  to  Lubeck  ; prohibition  since 
placet!  upon  tile  import  of  Russian  cattle  into  North  Germany,  7s.e-7.28. 

Importance  of  facilities  near  the  ports  for  the  burial  of  carcases  of  infected  animals, 
729  733  " rurtlier  statement  as  to  countries  not  being  scheduled  for  pleuro-pneumonia 
or  toot  and  mouth  disease ; valuable  check,  however,  through  the  liability  of  the  whole 

ol  the  cargo  to  be  killed  at  the  port  of  landing,  734-739 Slight  use  in  the  police 

reporting  cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  to  the  local  authority,  the  latter  not  exercis- 
ing their  power  of  stopping  the  movement  of  cattle  from  markets,  See.,  740-740 

Inadequacy  ol  the  present  home  regulations  for  extinguishing  pleuro-pneumonia, 
though  they  prevent  its  further  increase,  750-754. 

Doubt  as  to  the  advantage  of  the  nuisance  inspectors,  under  Sanitary  Acts,  reporting 

upon  cases  of  cattle  disease,  761-764 Regulations  as  10  import  from  scheduled  ana 

unscheduled  countries  respectively,  further  adverted  to  as  requiring  amendment  in 

several  respects  ; suggestions  on  the  subject,  765  etseq. Recommendations  relative  to 

the  limitation  to  be  applied  to  the  number  of  importing  ports,  773.  790-795 Slight 

advantage  of  compulsory  notice  to  the  local  veterinary  inspector  upon  the  arrival  of each 
cargo ; dunes  of  the  customs  officers  adverted  to  hereon,  774-7S8.  917. 

Question  considered  whether  there  should  not  be  some  better  regulations  for  the  dis- 
infecting of  drovers  who  come  with  cattle  from  dangerous  countries,  781-789 Belief 

Urat  an  attempt  was  made  to  disinfect  the  persons  who  were  in  contact  with  the  “Joseph 
ooames  caigo,  789—  Importance  of  sufficient  lairage  accommodation  at  the  port  of 
landing,  and  of  facilities  for  slaughter,  and  for  burial  of  the  carcases:  explanation  as  to 
existing  regulations  on  these  points,  795-812. 

Way  in  which  the  returns  of  cattle  for  the  agricultural  statistics  might  be  made  by 
veterinary  inspectors  throughout  the  country,  813-815 Enormous  expense  in  carry- 
ing out  the  scheme  for  the  appointment  of  a large  number  of  veterinary  inspectors, 

witness  submitting,  however,  that  this  is  the  must  effectual  mode  of  preventing  the 

spread  of  disease,  816-826 -Comparatively  small  number  of  deaths  from  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  827,  828 Effect  uf  compensation  in  inducing  owners  of  infected  cattle 

to  report  the  cases  of  disease,  830. 

Dissent  from  the  view  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  was  extinct  in  England  before  the 

cattle  plague  regulations  were  removed,  831-834 Less  strict  regulations  proposed  as 

to  licenses  than  when  the  cattle  plague  was  in  the  country,  835-838 Contemplated 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Williams,  Alexander.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 
central  control  of  the  inspectors  if  these  be  appointed  by  the  local  authorities,  Sqci-Sj.s 
-Doubt  as  to  the  expediency  of  the  inspectors  of  the  central  authority  visitin'*  the 

markets  m order  to  enforce  the  regulations,  841-845 Onus  thrown  eventuail/unon 

the  local  authority  as  to  enforcing  the  cleansing  of  cattle  boats,  846-849.  ‘ 

Less  difficulty  as  to  boats  for  cattle  exclusively,  if  the  number  of  ports  be  reduced 

050-853 Inspection  duly  applied  to  the  cleansing  of  the  boais  in  the  foreign  trade’ 

054,  055 — -Useful  reports  from  the  consuls  abroad  as  to  the  existence  of  cattle  pias-ie  ■’ 

check  thereby  upon  infected  cargoes,  as  in  the  case  of  Russia,  856-861 Proportion 

862864  6 fr0m  Spa‘n  and  P°rtUgal  vvllich  come  to  Liverpool  and  to  Southampton, 

Absence  of  control  over  Irish  catttle  until  they  are  landed  in  England,  865-867 

Power  of  the  local  authority  as  to  buying  land  for  the  isolation  of  cattle  from  the 
markets,  008,  809  VY  ant  of  actual  proof  of  any  instance  of  the  introduction  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  or  pleuro-pneumonia  into  the  country  through  the  medium  of  foreign 

cattle,  870-872.  J005,  1006 Immense  expense  involved  in  applying  quarantine 

regulations  to  foreign  store  cattle,  873-876.  1 1 ' 0 4 ne 

pohcy  of  ample  compensation  of  farmers  for  slaughtered  animals,  as  otherwise  the 

cases  of  infection  will  probably  not  be  reported,  877-887 Large  number  of  cattle 

proposed  to  be  imported  by  certain  persons  from  Russia,  only  that  the  conditions  were 

not  deemed  satisfactory,  888-891 Much  larger  import  than  export  of  cattle  bv 

Belgium  in  1870;  892-895 Much  larger  import  than  export  in  the  case  also  of 

Austria,  090-900. 

Explanation  of  tile  data  upon  which  witness  has  estimated  the  relative  per  ceutao-e  of 

Irish  cattle  and  of  foreign  cattle  imported  into  England,  901-908 Statement  of  the 

advance  tvillim  tile  last  three  veam  in  the  place  of  beef,  mutton,  Sec., in  the  Metropolitan 
Market  909-914 Advantage  of  keeping  up  the  present  statistics  in  witness'  depart- 
ment, though  they  are  done  away  with  as  regards  foot  and  month  disease,  915,  016- 

P°““‘  “ 4’  ‘h' 1 Of  infected  foreign  cattle  being  transferred  from  the  shins  to 
bai„es,  and  of  the  carcases  being  destroyed  on  board  the  latter,  918. 

Obstacles  to  a distinction  between  fat  cattle  and  store  cattle  from  abroad,  with  a view 

w,^o  f bTgTara!;tl"ed’,91 9-923 Facility  to  the  central  department  if  there 

were  only  one  local  authority  for  each  county,  931,  935 Advantage  if  the  local  or 

county  inspectors  were  required  to  devote  their-  whole  time  to  the  dales  of  their  office, 
nUh'eSpo^3'“dCnCy  “aeaSe  °fp™«  if  t>U  imported  cattle  were  slaughtered 

Decided  advantage  if  there  could  be  an  effectual  inspection  under  the  Privy  Council 

fore  ™ P0It?  Er““'  S?2"930 Statement  as  to  the  decreased  import  of 

peSfed  hv  the  16  L°r 1°“  ma,ke,.m  tiie  l“st  few  years  having  been  more  than  com- 

Cuh?i™7»J  t Tl  *fSed|  hOI'Se  "“P?1/’  9»°“952'  969 Increased  protection  if  the 

of  mens?  -PP  4 '°  A”  ‘ ',ort* ; oteu“>l»  011  th'  score 

963.  966-9G853  963  Conclusion  as  to  Deptford  not  paying  well  as  an  investment, 

Expedmncy  of  a check  upon  tile  movement  of  infected  animals  to  fairs  rather  than 
hridncer^-me^’R,'011,8^ d°Pb*le,ia  be  less  if  the  latter  could 

in  cattl  fd;S™fi?7o™T5  n 4 y ,n  le,y“£  a hcense  “P°"  middl“'en  who  trade 
the  t P , 9y3~9; 6— —Further  suggestions  relaLive  to  the  issue  of  licenses  by 

the  inspectois  before  removal  from  districts  declared  to  be  infected,  977-984. 

exSli“ed  ilX”C|s8f  ‘'''I  atatM?  a°f  n°l  fd,  ”'0nth  disease  furtba1'  to  and 

Z““;  9"3“9f Increased  benefit  of  the  regulations  of  witness'  department  if 

they  were  piopeilv  earned  out  by  the  local  authorities,  989-002 Valuable  check 

be ^n™»Y£to  "fh7  IMP!Ct°?  a”d  ,tbrou8h  llle  c"st™s  upon  diseased  antaaU 

infEn  afl  thTJt  co“1,tryfrT  tbe  out-ports,  993-1001 Impracticability  of  dis- 

! ™|j  sa,lo.re  °*  catfe  s lips,  1002 Practice  as  to  disinfecting  the  landing- 

places  where  diseased  cattle  have  been  disembarked,  1003,  1004.  6 

10?7-TSm— inlemG7e7”?en‘jD5pe?tiag  Staff  by  Shushing  the  number  of  ports, 
wkh7 reward  to  1™  1ffect  tbat  ",t!,ess  would  not  have  a country  scheduled 

hetbeftoo  a,  IT?  theep-pox,  ,043-1054 Question  further  considered 

‘ / °?‘  anV  dlsease  mny  not  arise  spontaneously,  1055-1057 Circum- 

before  foreipn^canle  wer*66**  * VCIj  ma,ignant  a,tacl'  °f  the  disease  in  1840  and  1841, 

nr  v onslv  f Rfio  i'  e J°58_1 0S3 Mon-interference  with4 the  d, seise 

pieviously  to  1869;  increasing  price  of  meat  adverted  to  hereon,  1064-1067. 

of=I“<K  ‘i°o,,!,lle  B'alhdepTm[nt  not  F™g  ad™a  rela‘we  to  the  cure 
interfered  with  h«  that  ^ \ Doubt  as  to  the  supply  from  Germany  being  seriously 

ence  with  7 e fridJ*  b?ng  scheduled,  1072-I080 Little/if  any,  interfer- 

1081  tnfioi i>  1°™  i°f  t-ade  tb,e  P10P0se^  diminution  in  the  number  of  ports, 

1085.  3 Keduced  Pnce  of  work  owiaS  ««  the  large  increase  of  import,  I084, 


[Third 
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(Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued. 


Williams,  Alexander 
[T 
cent.  i 

tion  f 

the  latter  to  the  former  unless  asked  for,  1087.  1 oau.  1317-1321 Circumstance  of 

Professor  Brown  having  laid  down  general  principles  of  treatment  for  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease,  1091-1093 Grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  there  is  a larger  propor- 

tion of  disease  imported  from  Ireland  than  from  foreign  countries,  1095-1102.1153- 


Expediency  of  an  efficient  inspection  at  tile  port  of  embarkation  in  Ireland  ralher  than 
at  the  port  or  embarkation  in  England,  1098,  1099.  1112-1116.  1122-1125.  1131-1105 
— Decided  objection  to  the  slaughtering  of  all  animals  affected  with  foot  and  mouth 
disease,  1103,  1104  Advantage  of  the  regulations  in  England  being  applied  com- 

pulsorily  to  Irish  cattle,  1105.  1126-1137 Approval  of  statistics  being  kept  bv  the 

Insh  Veterinary  Department  relative  to  foot  and  mouth  disease,  1106-1108 ^Pay- 

ment of  the  numerous  local  inspectors  in  England  out  of  the  local  rates,  1 109-1111 . 

Injurious  effect  upon  imports  from  abroad  and  from  Ireland  if  the  regulation  imposed 

an  additional  charge  of  from  5 d.  to  10 d.  a head,  1117-1125 Importance  further 

attached  to  the  nou-removal  from  “infected  places”  without  a license ; this  should  apply 
toireland  as  well  as  to  England,  1129-1137 Efficacy  of  isolation  both  for  pleuro- 
pneumonia and  foot  and  mouth  disease,  1138.  1146*-!  151 Statement  in  further 

support  of  the  view  that  foot  and  mouth  disease  does  not  arise  spontaneously,  1139-1146 
Impression  that  the  disease  does  not  render  the  meat  unfit  for  food,  1152. 

Belief  that  pleuro-pneumonia  is  frequently  introduced  from  Ireland,  though,  there  are 

no  statistics  on  the  subject,  1153-1155-  1158  -1 161.  1167,  1168 Explanation  that 

the  Privy  Council  inspectors  do  not  examine  Irish  cattle;  duty  and  actiou  of  the  local 

authorities  on  the  subject,  1159.  1322-1335 Approval  of  centralisation  so  far  as  seeing 

that  the  regulations  are  carried  out,  1162-1166 Statement  as  to  the  cattle  from 

Schleswig  and  Holstein  being-  now  killed  at  the  port  of  landing,  1169-1171 Lar°-e 

district  of  country  whence  cattle  come  10  the  port  of  Geesterrnunde,  1 171-1173—— 
Doubt  further  expressed  as  to  the  cattle  plague  being  indigenous  in  Galicia,  1174- 

Examination  with  further  reference  to  witness’  grounds  for  the  conclusion  that  in  the 
future  England  will  have  to  depend  on  Russia  for  her  foreign  supplies,  or  rather  that 
Germany  will,  under  strict  regulations,  import  from  Russia,  and  will,  export  to'  this 
country,  1 178-1 198-  - — Belief  that  there  would  be  more  liability  than  at  present  to  the 
import  and  spread  of  disease  if  all  foreign  cattle  were  slaughtered  at  the  place  oflandino-, 
1199-1202 —Witness  considers,  in  fact,  that  the  present  regulations  are  effectual  in 
keeping  out  disease,  and  that  non-detection  is  very  improbable,  1203-1208.  1222,  1223. 

Impression  as  to  the  foreign  cattle  going  chiefly  to  the  wholesale  butchers,  1209- 
i*1®.  Probable  tendency  to  reduction  of  price  if  dead  meat  were  imported  instead  of 

the  live  animal,  1-213 Reference  to  certain  statistics  as  to  the  immense  losses  from 

coniagious  diseases  from  1842  to  1867;  1214-121$ Small  per-eentage  of  foreign 

live  meat  consumed  in  England  : this  proportion  is,  however,  on  the  increase,  and  t?ie 
risk  of  contagion  is  not  (in  witness’  opinion)  sufficient  to  call  for  prohibition  of  import, 
1219-1227.  1368 Insufficient  interest  of  the  local  authoritv  in  ports  for  the  preven- 

tion of  contagion,  1228-1230. 

Explanation  that  in  advocating  the  Deptford  system  at  other  ports,  witness  has  in  view 

the  cattle  only  from  scheduled  countries,  1231-1233 Examination  as  regards  the 

port  of  Hull  to  the  effect  that  witness  fully  believes  there  are  grounds  for  complaint  as  to 
the  action  of  the  local  authorities,  but  that  Professor  Brown  is  conversant  with  all  the 
local  circumstances,  and  is  best  able  to  give  evidence  as  to  the  shortcomings  of  the  port, 

1234-1255.  1286 -Information  generally  in  relation  to  the  cargo  of  the  “Joseph 

Soames,”  and  the  action  of  the  Government  inspector  in  the  matter,  witness  referring, 
however,  to  Professor  Brown  as  competent  to  explain  the  circumstances  in  detail,  1256- 

1275. 

Serious  increase  of  glanders  in  horses,  improved  regulations  being  required  for  check- 
ing this  disease,  1276-1285.  1287 Immense  sum  represented  by  the  deterioration  in 

value  through  foot  and  mouth  disease,  as  estimated  at  2 l.  per  head,  1289-1294.  1356- 
*358  Explanation  that  in  the  case  of  pleuro-pneumonia  slaughter  is  not  compulsory, 
1295,  1296  —Consideration  of  the  statistics  as  to  the  import  of  dead  meat  of  different 
kinds;  large  increase  of  Australian  preserved  meat,  1297-1314. 

Good  ground  for  a certain  complaint  from  Cheshire  as  to  the  want  of  improved  regu- 
lations in  regard  to  cattle  from  Ireland,  1336-1339 Obstacles  hitherto  to  the  success- 
ful import  of  American  or  other  beef  in  a preserved  state,  1340-1344 -Exception  taken 

to  the  view  that  there  is  any  direct  neglect  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities  at 
Bristol  or  Liverpool  in  regard  to  the  inspection  of  Irish  cattle,  1345-1349.  1352-1355 

More  effective  machinery  in  Ireland  than  in  England  for  applying  the  regulations  of 

the  central  department,  1350,  1351. 
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Report,  1873 — continued. 


Williams,  Alexander.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — continued, 

.Further  explanation  as  to  the  numerous  duties  and  heavy  work  of  witness’ department  • 

large  amount  of  extra  work  required  from  the  clerks,  1359-1363 Opinion  that  unless 

much  more  be  done  for  tne  prevention  of  foot  and  mouth  disease,  the  present  regulations 
may  as  well  be  withdrawn  altogether,  1364-1367. 

[Fourth  Examination.]— Further  explanation  of  the  position  anti  functions  of  witness 
in  the  Privy  Council  Office,  10505,  10506.  105*20-105-23 Examination  as  to  the  par- 

ticular directions  issued  from  the  Privy  Council  Office  relative  to  the  statistical  return 

prepared  by  Mr.  Clode,  10505-1051 1 Desire  of  the  Lords  of  the  Council  that  the 

reports  on  the  cattle  plague  should  not  be  too  lengthy,  10572,  10573 Reasons  for 

J\lr.  Clode  s report  being  printed  111  a different  type  to  that  in  which  it  was  prepared  • 
the  report  was  not  delayed  by  witness,  but  by  Professor  Simouds,  10514-10519. 

Wiltshire.  Great  extent  to  which  witness’  cattle  and  sheep  have  suffered  from  foot  and 

mouth  disease,  Stratton  4501-4506 Strong  feeling  in  Wiltshire  in  favour  of  stringent 

measures  in  order  to  stamp  out  the  disease,  ib.  4533.  4547,  4548 More  stringent 

measures  advocated  by  the  Wilts  Chamber  than  by  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture 
ib.  4540.  4600-4604.  0 * 

Statement  as  to  the  action  of  the  Wiltshire  farmers  in  suppressing  sheep-pox,  Stratton 
46oh—— Gradual  increase  of  the  foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Wiltshire  since  1869  ■ ib. 
4013-4615  —Stringent  regulations  put  in  force  in  the  county  under  the  orders  of'  the 
Pnvy  Council,  ib.  4616-4618— —Very  little  pleuro-pneumonia  in  the  county  at  any 
vlruV*'’'  4679  Loss  chiefly  by  dairy  farmers  from  foot  and  mouth  disease  in 
Wiltshire,  ib.  4719. 


Resolutions  passed  unanimously  at  the  meeting  of  ihe  South  Wilts  Chamber  of  A°ri- 
culture,  20th  July  1872,  with  reference  to  the  measures  necessary  for  preventing  the 
spread  ot  toot  and  mouth  disease,  App.  600.  0 

Resolutions  submitted  by  Mr.  Stratton  to  the  leading  members  of  the  South  Wilts 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  and  thoroughly  approved  by  them  in  January  1873:  sundry 
measuies  pioposed  for  the  belter  prevention  of  diseases,  App.  600,  601. 


•1  •.  1 . costs  twice  as  much  to  transport  a beast  dead  by 

rail,  as  it  does  when  alive,  13806-13809.  13838.  y 

qh°ffi  M°n  ,C0“Puiso7  daughter  at  the  ports  would  be  injurious  to  the  butchers  in 


fo8?ielfo8??eri01iat,0n  0t  Clfd  by  reason  of  its  transmission  by  rail,  13815.  13S2S! 
13  T -Small  number  of  sheep  obtained  from  Hull;  reason  for  this,  13831- 

,^"arChai'act'r0/,hecaUlBm“,ket  at  H“".  '3841-13843 Contention 

w'tl.  fS  Mt  S0,  ”e“|5ary  t0  ad“Pt  I'est'ictions  with  regard  to  pleuro-pneumonia  as  it  is 
with  reference  to  rinderpest,  1384S,  13849.  1 


Yorkshire  Statement  as  to  cattle  plague  having  been  introduced  through  Hull  to  Beck- 
1.  Oton  and  Biidlington,  and  as  to  the  local  authorities  ai  those  places  having  done  all 
that  was  possible  to  stamp  out  the  disease,  Fisher  5071-5080.  5105-5109. 

See  also  Cattle  Plague,  3.  Hull. 
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